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AGENDA
STATE BUILDING CODE TECHNICAL REVIEW BOARD
Friday, August 21, 2015 - 10:00 a.m.
Virginia Housing Center 4224 Cox Road — Glen Allen, Virginia

Roll Call (Tab 1)
Approval of June 19, 2015 Minutes (Tab 2)
Public Comment

Approval of Final Order (Tab 3)
In Re: Appeal of Leslie Carper
Appeal No. 15-7

Approval of Final Order {Tab 4)
In Re: Appeal of Jonathan and Carolyn Clark
Appeal No. 14-13

Approval of Final Order (Tab 5)
In Re: Appeal of Mark L. Riley
Appeal No, 14-14

Approval of Final Order (Tab 6}
In Re: Appeal of Edward J. Taborek
Appeal No. 15-3

Appeal Hearing (Tab 7)
In Re: Appeal of John Thulin
Appeal No, 15-2

Appeal Hearing (Tab 8}
In Re: Appeal of Joseph E. Ellis
Appeal No. 15-4

Appeal Hearing (Tab 9) :
In Re: Appeal of Milari Madison
Appeal No, 15-5

Appeal Hearing (Tab 10)
In Re: Justin Verville

Appeal No. 15-11

Secretary’s Report
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DRAFT MINUTES

STATE BUILDING CODE TECHNICAL REVIEW BOARD

MEETING
June 19, 2015

VIRGINIA HOUSING CENTER
GLEN ALLEN, VIRGINIA

Members Present Members Absent
Mr. J. Robert Allen, Chairman Mr. Matthew Arnold
Mr. James R. Dawson, Vice-Chairman Ms. Patricia S. O’Bannon

Mr. W, Keith Brower, Jr.
Mr. Vince Butler

Mr. J. Daniel Crigler

Mr. John H. Epperson
Mr. Alan D. Givens

Mr. Joseph A. Kessler, III
Mr. John A. Knepper, Jr.
Mr. Eric Mays

Ms. Joanne D. Monday
Mr. W. Shaun Pharr

Call to Order The meeting of the State Building Code Technical Review Board
(Review Board) was called to order by the Chairman at approximately
10:00 a.m. and Mr. Alan Givens, a newly-appointed board member,
was welcomed by the Chairman. Mr. Givens spoke briefly
concerning his background and qualifications.

Roll Call The attendance was established by the Secretary, Mr. Vernon W.
Hodge, and constituted a quorum. Mr. Justin Bell, Assistant Attorney
General in the Office of the Attorney General, was present and
serving as the Board’s legal counsel. -

Approval of Minutes After consideration, Mr. Dawson moved to approve the minutes of the
March 20, 2015 meeting as presented in the agenda package. The
motion was seconded by Ms. Monday and passed unanimously with
Messrs. Epperson, Knepper and Mays abstaining from the vote.

Public Comment The Chairman opened the floor for public comment. The Secretary
reported that no one was preregistered. The Chairman closed the
public comment period.
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Final Orders

New Business

Appeal of T. Chester Baker; Appeal No. 14-8(B):

Mr. Crigler moved to approve the final order as presented in the
agenda package. The motion was seconded by Mr. Kessler and
passed unanimously with Messrs. Epperson, Knepper and Mays
abstaining from the vote.

Appeal of T. Chester Baker: Appeal No. 14-8(A):

Mr. Crigler moved to approve the final order as presented in the
agenda package. The motion was seconded by Mr. Butler and passed
unanimously with Messrs. Epperson, Knepper and Mays abstaining
from the vote.

Appeal of Mary Ann Capp; Appeal Nos. 14-1 and 14-10:

Mr. Crigler moved to approve the final order as presented in the
agenda package. The motion was seconded by Ms. Monday and
passed unanimously with Messrs. Epperson, Knepper and Mays
abstaining from the vote.

The Secretary informed board members that Appeal No. 13-4 (The
Islander, LLC) had been withdrawn by the appellant subsequent to the
agenda package being distributed. Mr. Dawson moved to place the
appeal among the ended causes of the board. The motion was
seconded by Ms. Monday and passed unanimously.

Appeal of Leslie Carper; Appeal No. 15-7:

An appeal hearing convened with the Chairman serving as the
presiding officer. Ms, Carper was requesting action to be taken on a
prior appeal filed by the Fairfax County Department of Code
Compliance (Appeal No. 14-5) involving a condominium at 8626
Beekman Place. Ms. Carper was a party to the prior appeal as the
registered agent for the condominium owner. The prior appeal had
been withdrawn by the County prior to being heard by the Review
Board since violations cited by the County under Part IIT of the
Virginia Uniform Statewide Building Code, the Virginia Maintenance
Code, had been corrected.
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New Business

Appeal of Leslie Carper; Appeal No. 15-7 (continued):

The following person was sworn in and given an opportunity to
present testimony:

Elizabeth Perry, Fairfax County building maintenance official
Also present was:
Cherie Halyard, Esq., legal counsel for Fairfax County

The Chairman noted that Ms. Carper submitted written arguments in
lieu of attending the hearing and asked the County representatives
whether they objected to the distribution of submittals that came in
past the established deadline. With no objection from the County, the
documents were distributed.

After testimony concluded, the Chairman closed the hearing and
stated a decision from the Review Board members would be
forthcoming and the deliberations would be conducted in open
session. It was further noted that a final order reflecting the decision
would be considered at a subsequent meeting and, when approved,
would be distributed to the parties and would contain a statement of
further right of appeal.

Decision — Appeal of Leslie Carper; Appeal No. 15-7:

After deliberation, Mr. Mays moved to dismiss the appeal as invalid
as the prior appeal had been withdrawn and there had been no new
application of the Virginia Maintenance Code by the County to
appeal. The motion was seconded by Mr. Knepper and passed
unanimously.

Appeal of Jonathan and Carolyn Clark; Appeal No. 14-13:

An appeal hearing convened with the Chairman serving as the
presiding officer. The appeal involved citations issued under the
Virginia Maintenance Code by the Fairfax County Department of
Code Compliance for conditions at the Clarks’ residence at 7227
Auburn Street, in Annandale. The Fairfax County Board of Building
Code Appeals upheld the County’s enforcement action.
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New Business

Appeal of Jonathan and Carolyn Clark; Appeal No. 14-13 (continued):

The following persons were sworn in and given an opportunity to
present testimony:

Jon Clark :

Elizabeth Perry, Fairfax County building maintenance official
Charles Forshee, Fairfax County inspector

Al Sanchez, Fairfax County inspector

Also present were:

Craig Blakeley, Esq., legal counsel for Mr. Clark
Cherie Halyard, Esq., legal counsel for Fairfax County

No exhibits were submitted to supplement the documents in the
agenda package. The Chairman noted that a Virginia Court of
Appeals decision from a prior Review Board case addressed issues
relating to the jurisdiction of the local government appeals board and
the Review Board. The Secretary distributed copies of the Court of
Appeals decision.

After testimony concluded, the Chairman closed the hearing. Prior to
deliberation of the appeal, Mr. Dawson moved to recess the meeting
and reconvene in executive closed session as authorized by § 2.2-
3711(A)X(7) of the Code of Virginia. The motion was seconded by
Mr. Brower and passed unanimously.

(Executive closed session duration was approximately fifteen
minutes.)

The Chairman stated that the board would reconvene in open session.
The Secretary called the roll and each board members responded with
“yes” to certify that to the best of their knowledge only public
business matters lawfully exempted from open meeting requirements
were discussed or considered and that only such public business
matters as were identified in the motion by which the executive closed
meeting was convened were heard, discussed or considered in the
closed meeting.
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New Business

Decision - Appeal of Jonathan and Carolyn Clark; Appeal No. 14-13:

The right of entry issues were deliberated. Mr. Epperson moved to
uphold the County’s enforcement action as proper. The motion was
seconded by Mr. Dawson and passed unanimously with Mr. Pharr
abstaining from the vote.

The merits of the County’s enforcement action was then deliberated.
Mr. Dawson moved to uphold the citations issued by the County.
After discussion, Mr. Dawson clarified the motion to uphold the
citations issued by the County as delineated in the Review Board staff
document in the agenda package for the appeal. The motion was
seconded by Mr. Givens and passed unanimously.

The issue of timeframes for the correction of the cited violations was
then deliberated. Mr. Pharr moved to uphold the 30-day time frame
for correction of the violations. The motion was seconded by Ms.
Monday. After discussion, Mr. Kessler offered a friendly amendment
to the motion to have the timeframe for correction of the violation to
begin upon the day of entry of the final order. Ms. Monday agreed to
the amendment and the amended motion passed unanimously.

Appeal of Mark L. Riley; Appeal No. 14-14:

The Chairman recused himself due to being employed by the locality
involved in the appeal. The Vice-Chairman convened a hearing for
the matter and served as the presiding officer in the absence of the
Chairman. The appeal concerned citations issued by the Henrico
County building inspections department under the Virginia
Maintenance Code for a unlicensed group home owned by Mr. Riley
and located at 5400 Nine Mile Road. Mr. Riley had previously filed
an appeal to the Henrico County Local Board of Building Code
Appeals which, after conducting a hearing, dismissed Mr. Riley’s
appeal, ruling that no appeal for the cited violations was made.
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New Business

Appeal of Mark L. Riley; Appeal No. 14-14 (continued):

The following persons were sworn in and given an opportunity (o
present testimony:

Mark Riley

Lori Tillis, witness for Mr. Riley

Gregory Revels, Henrico County building official
Jerry Buresh, Henrico County inspector

Paul A. Johnson, Henrico County inspector

Also present was:
Denise Letendre, Esq., legal counsel for Henrico County

No exhibits were submitted to supplement the documents in the
agenda package.

After testimony concluded, the Vice-Chairman closed the hearing and
stated a decision from the Review Board members would be
forthcoming and the deliberations would be conducted in open
session. It was further noted that a final order reflecting the decision
would be considered at a subsequent meeting and, when approved,

- would be distributed to the parties and would contain a statement of

further right of appeal.

Decision — Appeal of Mark L. Ril'ey; Appeal No. 14-14:
After deliberation, Mr. Mays moved to rule on the full appeal and to

uphold the October 8, 2014 notice of violation issued by the County.
The motion was seconded by Ms. Monday and passed unanimously.

Appeal of Edward J. Taborek: Appeal No. 15-3:

A hearing convened with the Chairman serving as the presiding
officer. The appeal was of a citation under the Virginia Maintenance
Code by the Fairfax County Department of Code Compliance for the
lack of maintenance of an exterior stairway at Mr. Taborek’s home,
located at 6200 Wayles Street, in Springfield. The appeal was first
heard by the Fairfax County Board of Building Code Appeals, which
upheld the citation.
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New Business

Interpretations

Appeal of Edward J. Taborek:; Appeal No. 15-3 (continued);

The following persons were sworn in and given an opportunity to
present testimony:

Edward Taborek
Elizabeth Perry, Fairfax County building maintenance offiial
F. Siddy Charley, Fairfax County inspector

Also present was:
Cherie Halyard, Esq., legal counsel for Fairfax County

No exhibits were submitted to supplement the documents in the
agenda package.

After testimony concluded, the Chairman closed the hearing and
stated a decision from the Review Board members would be
forthcoming and the deliberations would be conducted in open
session. It was further noted that a final order reflecting the decision
would be considered at a subsequent meeting and, when approved,
would be distributed to the parties and would contain a statement of
further right of appeal.

Decision — Appeal of Edward J. Taborek; Appeal No. 15-3:

After deliberation, Mr. Mays moved to uphold the citation issued by
the County. The motion was seconded by Mr. Kessler and passed
unanimously.

A request from the Town of Farmville was considered. The Secretary
noted that the building/fire official for the town stated he used the
form to ask for staff assistance because he found it online and no
official interpretation was necessary, but since the Review Board’s
policy is to bring any submitted requests to the Board, it was included
in the agenda package. Mr. Ed Altizer, the State Fire Marshal, was
present and given an opportunity to comment on the request as it
involved a provision in state law directing the State Fire Marshal’s
Office to do inspections.
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Interpretations

Secretary’s Report

Adjournment

Approved: August 21, 2015

A request from the City of Lynchburg was considered. The Secretary
advised that the request stemmed from an active appeal where the
issue of whether the appeal was proper was present. The building
official agreed to submit the request in an attempt to resolve the
appeal situation at an informal fact-finding conference for the appeal
conducted by Review Board staff. The appellee was advised at the
conference of the Review Board’s policy for not considering
interpretation requests while there was a pending appeal and the
appellant was given an opportunity to decide whether to withdraw the
appeal. Review Board staff contacted the appellant’s attorney the day
before this meeting and were informed that the appellant elected not
to withdraw the appeal. After discussion, Mr. Dawson noted that it
would be difficult to issue an interpretation having general application
as each situation the request was attempting to address would likely
be different. Mr. Dawson then moved to postpone consideration of
the interpretation request pending the outcome of the appeal. The
motion was seconded by Mr. Crigler and passed unanimously.

- The Board’s function of recommending changes to the codes was

discussed and Ms. Monday raised the issue of notification of owners
of permits taken out by others. After discussion, it was decided that it
would be difficult to craft a proposal which would not cause problems
for the local building departments.

The Secretary discussed other agency activities and projected future
meetings.

There being no further business, the meeting was adjourned by
motion of Mr. Epperson at approximately 4:00 p.m.

Chairman, State Building Code Technical Review Board

Secretary, State Building Code Technical Review Board

R



VIRGINIA:

BEFORE THE
STATE BUILDING CODPE TECHNICAL REVIEW BOARD

IN RE: Appeal of Leslie Carper
Appeal No. 15-7

Hearing Date: June 19, 2015

DECISICON OF THE REVIEW BOARD

I. PROCEDURAL BACKGROUND

The State Building Code Technical Review Board (Review Board)
is a Governor-appointed board established to rule on disputes
arising from application of regulations of the Department of
Housing and Community Development. See §§ 36-108 and 36-114 of
the Code of Virginia. The Review Board's proceedings are governed
by the Virginia Administrative Process Act. See § 36-114 of the

Code of Virginia.

II. CASE HISTORY

Ms. Carper seeks to have the Review Board hear an appeal
which was withdrawn by the appealing party.

In February of 2014, the Fairfax County Department of Code
Compliance issued a notice of violation to Ms. Carper, the

registered agent of MycondoZrent, LLC, and the person in control



of Unit D of The Clusters at Woodlawn, a condominium at Beekman
Place in Fairfax County. The notice cited violations of Part III
of the Virginia Uniform Statewide Building Code, known as the
Virginia Maintenance Code, or VMC.

Ms. Carper appealed the issuance of the notice to the Fairfax
County Board of Building Code Appeals (local board), which heard
her appeal in May of 2014 and ruled to uphold the County’s
citation for the lack of maintenance of a glass sliding door, and
overturned the citations for lack of maintenance of the floor area
adjacent to the sliding glass door, ruling that the violations.
were the responsibility of the condominium association and not Ms.
Carper.

The Department of Code Compliance appealed the local board’s
ruling to the Review Board in June of 2014. The appeal to the
Review Board was designated as Appeal No. 14-5. In November of
2014, the Department of Code Compliance corresponded with Review
Board staff to withdraw the appeal as repairs had been made by the
condominium association and the violations had been corrected.
Review Board staff notified all parties of the withdrawal of the
appeal.

In May of 2015, Ms. Carper, prompted by receiving a bill for
the repairs to the condominium unit from the condominium
association, requested Review Board staff to schedule an appeal

hearing for Appeal No. 14-5, stating that she had the right to
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further the County’s appeal since correspondence from the Review
Board staff concerning continuances stated that either party could
contact the Review Board staff should they wish to move forward on
an appeal.

Review Board staff informed Ms. Carper that the County’s
appeal had been withdrawn, so there was no appeal which could be
moved forward. Ms. Carper then filed an appeal application with
the Review Board and again requested that an appeal hearing be
scheduled concerning the County’s February 2014 notice of
violation. Ms. Carper’s appeal was designated as Appeal No. 15-7
and she was advised that since no new application of the VMC had
been made by the County and the County’s appeal had been
withdrawn, the issue of whether her appeal was proper would need
to be considered by the Review Board. A hearing was then
scheduled for the June 2015 meeting of the Review Board for that

purpose.

III. FINDINGS OF THE REVIEW BOARD

Ms. Carper did not attend the hearing before the Review Board
due to transportation issues and relied on her filings as
arguments concerning her right of appeal. The condominium
association filed written arguments, but also did not attend the
hearing. Legal counsel for the County was present and argued that

Ms. Carper did not have a right of appeal as the prior appeal was



no longer active and there was no new decision by the County for
her to appeal.

The Review Board agrees. The informational material
distributed by Review Board staff to the parties in all appeals is
only specific to continuances, not to the withdrawal of appeals.
Therefore, Ms. Carper misconstrued the statement in that material
indicating that either party had the right to move an appeal
forward. Furthermore, Review Board staff does not have the
authority to decide when an appeal is proper. Those
determinations are solely within the jurisdiction of the Review
Board.

For an appeal to be proper with respect to the VMC, under §
106.5, an appeal of an application of the code must be made to the
local board within 14 calendar days of the receipt of the decision
being appealed. Then, under § 106.8, an appeal must be filed with
the Review Board within 21 calendar days of the receipt of the
decision of the local board.

There is no local board decision within 21 days prior to the
date of Ms. Carper’s filing her application for appeal to the
Review Board; therefore, the appeal is invalid.

Ms. Carper also does not have the right to a hearing before
the Review Board on the appeal that the County filed (Appeal No.
14-5), as the County withdrew its appeal. That a withdrawn appeal

is an ended cause with no further action being able to be taken is
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a well established principle. The Review Board and its staff have
had many appeals withdrawn prior to hearing and routinely
correspond with the parties in such cases stating that no further
action will be taken.

Further, Ms. Carper did have the right to appeal the local
board’s June 2014 decision to the Review Board independent of the
County’s appeal, but chose not to exercise that right. Therefore,
Ms. Carper gave up any independent right of appeal and could
participate in the County’s appeal only to the extent that it

moved forward and was not withdrawn.
IV. FINAL ORDER

The appeal having been given due regard, and for the reasons
set out herein, the Review Board orders Ms. Carper’s appeal to be,

and hereby is, dismissed as invalid.

Chairman, State Technical Review Board

Date Entered

As provided by Rule 2A:2 of the Supreme Court of Virginia,
you have thirty (30) days from the date of service (the date you

actually received this decision or the date it was mailed to you,
5



whichever occurred first) within which to appeal this decision by
filing a Notice of Appeal with Vernon W. Hodge, Secretary of the
Review Board. 1In the event that this decision is served on you by

mail, three (3) days are added to that peried.



VIRGINIA:

BEFORE THE
STATE BUILDING CODE TECHNICAIL REVIEW BOARD

IN RE: Appeal of Jonathan and Carolyn Clark
Appeal No. 14-13

Hearing bate: June 19, 2015

DECISION OF THE REVIEW BOARD

I. PROCEDURAL BACKGROUND

The State Building Code Technical Review Board (Review Board)
is a Governor-appointed board established to rule on disputes
arising from application of regulations of the Department of
Housing and Community Development. See §§ 36-108 and 36-114 of
the Code of Virginia. The Review Board's proceedings are governed
by the Virginia Administrative Process Act. See § 36-114 of the

Code of Virginia.
IT. CASE HISTORY

Mr. and Mrs. Clark appeal the wvalidity of citations under
Part III of the Virginia Uniform Statewide Building Code (also
known ag the Virginia Maintenance Code, or VMC) concerning their
home at 7227 Auburn Street, in the Annandale area of Fairfax

County.

s



In April of 2014, acting on a complaint, County inspectors
entered the Clarks'’ property by walking up the driveway past the
side of the house to an area in front of the garage. Shortly
thereafter, Mr. Clark came out of the house aﬁd talked to the
inspectors.

The inspection resulted in the igsuance of a notice of
violation undexr the VMC.

The Clarks, through counsel, appealed to the Fairfax County
Board of Building Code Appeals (local board), which conducted a
hearing in October of 2014 and ruled to uphold the citations.

The Clarks then, again through counsel, further appealed to
the Review Board.

Review Board staff conducted an informal fact-finding
conference in March of 2015, attended by Mr. Clark, his legal
counsel, County inspectors and the County’s legal counsel.

The Clarks, through counsel, advanced three arguments
concerning the validity of the citations; first, that the
inspectors did not ask for permission to do the inspection;
second, that the citations were overly brocad; and third, that the
30 day period for correction of the vioclations on the notice was
not a reasonable time limit.

Review Board staff set a briefing schedule with the parties’
legal counsel for submitting written arguments concerning the lack

of permission to conduct the inspection. 1In addition, Review

)
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Board asked the County inspectors for clarification on each
citation listed.

Subsequent to the conference, a staff summary was drafted and
distributed to the parties and opportunity given to submit
objections, corrections or additions to the staff summary. All
documents, written arguments and other correspondence was then
compiled as part of an agenda package for a meeting of the Review
Board and a hearing was conducted concerning the appeal. Mr.
Clark, his legal counsel, the County inspectors and their legal

counsel were present at the hearing.

ITIT. FINDINGS OF THE REVIEW BOARD

The Clarks first argue that the enforcement action by the
County under the VMC is invalid due to the illegal entry of the
inspectors on the property in violation of the Fourth Amendment of
the U.S. Constitution.

The County argues that accessing the property on the driveway
to the area where cars are normally parked in front of the garage
is not a violation of either the Virginia Constitution or the U.S.
Constitution and the violations were plainly vigible from the
public right-of-way.

The Review Board finds that § 104.1 of the VMC, which
contains verbatim language from § 36-105(C) (3) of the Code of

Virginia, addresses the circumstances where a search warrant is

'8



necessary for inspections under the VMC and limits it to only
where entry is refused. In the case at hand, Mr. Clark met the
inspectors in the driveway, acquiesced to their presence and
conducted a conversation with them about the lack of maintenance
of the property. Further, the Review Board finds that the
ingpectors were in an area of the property where visitors would
nermally be expected to go. In addition, the Review Board finds
that even if any potential right of entry issues were present, it
is harmless error since the violation cited by the County were
vigible from the public right-of-way.

Concerning the cited violations themselves, the Clarks argue
that the citations should be invalidated since they were overly
broad and did not clearly identify the aspects of the house and
garage held in viclation of the VMC. The Review Board disagrees
and finds that the County’s notice of violation cited the
appropriate VMC sections violated and indicated on the notice what
work needed to be done to remedy the violations. In addition, at
the informal fact-finding conference conducted by Review Board
staff prior to the hearing before the Review Board, each cited
vicolation was discussed and any confusion on the part of the
Clarks concerning the nature of each vieclation was eliminated.
Further, the Clarks did not provide any substantive arguments at
the hearing before the Review Board that the violations did not

exist. Therefore, the Review Board finds that the violations as
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cited by the County, and as further identified through the Review
Board staff summary of the informal fact-finding conference, do in
fact exist.

Finally, the Clarks ask if violations are determined to be
valid, that additional time be allowed for their correction. The
Review Board finds that the 30-day timeframe for repairs
stipulated by the County is reasonable. In addition, the County
acknowledged at the hearing before the Review Boaxrd that the
timeframe is flexible as long as the Clarks were making progress
on repairs. Therefore, the Review Board orders the 30-day
timeframe for completion of repairs to begin upon the entry of

thig final order.
IV. FINAL ORDER

The appeal having been given due regard, and for the reasons
set out herein, the Review Board orders the notilce of violation
issued by the Fairfax County Department of Code Compliance to the
Clarks, and the ratification of that decision by the local board,
to be, and hereby is, upheld with the nature of the violations as
clarified in the Review Board staff summary of the informal fact-

finding conference.

Chairman, State Technical Review Board

5



Date Entered

As provided by Rule 2A:2 of the Supreme Court of Virginia,
you have thirty (30} days from the date of service (the date you
actually received this decision or the date it was mailed to you,
whichever occurred first) within which to appeal this decision by
filing a Notice of Appeal with Vernon W. Hodge, Secretary of the
Review Board. In the event that this decision is sexved on you by

mail, three (3) days are added to that period.



VIRGINIA:

BEFORE THE
STATE BUILDING CODE TECHNICAL REVIEW BOARD

IN RE: Appeal of Mark L. Riley
Appeal No. 14-14

Heaxring Date: June 19, 2015

DECISICN OF THE REVIEW BOARD

1. PROCEDURAL BACKGROUND

The State Building Code Technical Review Board (Review Board)
is a Governor-appointed board established to rule on disputes
arising from application cf regulations of the Department of
Housing and Community Development. See §§ 36-108 and 36-114 of
the Code of Virginia. The Review Board's proceedings are governed
by the Virginia Administrative Process Act. See § 36-114 of the

Code of Virginia.

II. CASE HISTORY

Mr. Riley seeks the overturning of a notice of
violation/unsafe structure under Part III of the Virginia Uniform
Statewide Building Code, known as the Virginia Maintenance Code or
VMC, issued by the Henrico County building department concerning

his house, located at 5400 Nine Mile Road.
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In September and October of 2014, County inspectors conducted
several inspections at the house, which Mr. Riley rents to
multiple tenants in a group home setting. Mr. Riley objected to
the inspectors entry into the house by telephone on the September
inspection; however, the inspectors obtained permission from one
of the tenants and limited their inspection to that tenants area
and common areas. Mr. Riley was present for the October
inspection.

The County issued the September 26, 2014 notice of
violation/unsafe structure based on the September inspection and
then issued a new notice on October 8, 2014 based on the October
inspection. The October notice stated that it superseded the
September notice.

Mr. Riley filed an appeal to the Henrico County Local Board
of Building Code Appeals {(local board) by letter dated October 12,
2014. The local board heard the appeal in November of 2014 and
ruled to dismiss the appeal. Mr. Riley further appealed to the

Review Board.

ITI. FINDINGS OF THE REVIEW BOARD

Mr. Riley argues that the notices are invalid since the
County ingpectors entered his house without his permission. The
Review Board finds that is incorrect. The October 8, 2014 notice

is the only active notice since the County rescinded the September



26, 2014 notice. Mr. Riley was present for the October 3, 2014
inspection which resulted in the October 8, 2014 notice.
Therefore, there are no right of entry issues present.

Mr. Riley provided no substantive arguments concerning the
merits of the violations cited in the County’s notice at the
hearing before the Review Board and according to the testimony
provided by the County, Mr. Riley told the local board he was only
challenging the validity of the notice due to the right of entry
issue. Therefore, and also based on the testimony and evidence
provided by the County concerning the condition of the house, the

cited violationsg are valid and correct.

IVv. FINAL ORDER

The appeal having been given due regard, and for the reasons
set out herein, the Review Board orders the County’s issuance of
the notice of wviolation/unsafe structure to be, and hereby is,

upheld.

Chairman, State Technical Review Board

Date Entered



As provided by Rule 2A:2 of the Supreme Court of Virginia,
you have thirty (30) days from the date of service (the date vyou
actually received this decision or the date it was mailed to you,
whichever occurred first) within which to appeal this decision by
filing a Notice of Appeal with Vernon W. Hodge, Secretary of the
Review Board. In the event that this decision is served on you by

mail, three (3) days are added to that period.



VIRGINIA:

BEFORE THE
STATE BUILDING CODE TECHNICAL REVIEW BOARD

IN RE: Appeal of Edward J. Taborek
Appeal No. 15-3

Hearing Date: June 19, 2015

DECISION OF THE REVIEW BOARD

I. PROCEDURAL BACKGROUND

The State Building Code Technical Review Board (Review Board)
is a Governor-appointed board established to rule on disputes
arising from application of regulations of the Department of
Housing and Community Development. See §§ 36-108 and 36-114 of
the Code of Virginia. The Review Board's proceedings are governed
by the Virginia Administrative Process Act. See § 36-114 of the

Code of Virginia.
I1I. CASE HISTORY

Mr. Taborek appeals a citation under Part III of the Virginia
Uniform Statewide Building Code, known as the Virginia Maintenance
Code (VMC), asserting that the partial demolition of the side and
top of the concrete, cinder block and brick front porch of his

home is still structurally sound and not in need of maintenance.
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In November of 2014, acting on a complaint, the Fairfax
County Department of Code Compliance conducted a site visit at
Taborek’s home, located at 6200 Wayles Street, in Springfield,
Virginia, within Fairfax County. The visit resulted in the
issuance of a notice of violation under the VMC, dated November
17, 2014. The notice cited sections of‘the code which had been
violated and directed Taborek to take certain actions to correct
the violations.

Taborek filed an appeal of the notice to the Fairfax County
Board of Building Code Appeals (local appeals board), which
conducted a hearing in December of 2014 and ruled to uphold the
citation concerning the porch.l Taborek further appealed the local

appeals board’s decision to the Review Board.
IITI. FINDINGS OF THE REVIEW BOARD

Taborek testified that he deconstructed the side of the porch
using a sledge hammer a number of years ago to be able to see
underneath the poured concrete porch top and to be able to check
the portion of the foundation of his home behind the porch. He
did not £ill in the hole in the side of the porch or repair the
edge of the porch top as he believed the porch was still

structurally sound.

'Two additional violations were in guestion before the loczl appeals board,
which ruled to uphold one and overturn the other, but Taborek only appeals the
citation concerning the front porch to the Review Board.

2



The pictures of the porch provided by the County and the
testimony of the County inspectors clearly show and evidence
exposed, rusted reinforcement in the exposed broken edge of the
concrete porch top. The edge of the top is also crumbling. The
support for the concrete top on the edge is also missing due to
the hole created by Taborek.

Taborek argues that it is the burden of the County to provide
an engineering evaluation to show that the porch is not
structurally sound. The Review Board disagrees. The plain
wording of the VMC, in § 103.2 requires buildings to be maintained
and kept in good répair. In addition, § 304.10 of the
International Property Maintenance Code, the nationally recognized
model code incorporated into the VMC, and the section of the VMC
cited by the County, states as follows:

304.10 Stairways, decks, porches and balconies. Every
exterior stairway, deck, porch and balcony, and all
appurtenances attached thereto, shall be maintained
structurally sound, in good repair, with proper
anchorage and capable of supporting the imposed loads.

In this case, there is a lack of repair and maintenance of
the porch at the very least, and the deteriorated reinforcing in
the exposed broken edge of the concrete porch top and the lack of
support under the top caused by the hole Taborek created raises a
question of whether it may collapse on that side.

In lieu of restoring the porch tc its original condition,

Taborek could have it analyzed by a professional engineer to
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determine whether it has been structurally compromised, but even
if determined to be capable of supporting the imposed locads, the
porch still lacks the necessary maintenance to comply with the

VMC.
IV. FINAL ORDER

The appeal having been given due regard, and for the reasons
set out herein, the Review Board orders the County’s issuance of
the notice of violation for Taborek’s front porch, and the local
appeals board’s ratification of the citation, to be, and hereby

are, upheld.

Chairman, State Technical Review Board

Date Entered

As provided by Rule 2A:2 of the Supreme Court of Virginia,
you have thirty (30) days from the date of service (the date you
actually received this decision or the date it was mailed to you,
whichever occurred first) within which to appeal this decision by
filing a Notice of Appeal with Vernon W. Hodge, Secretary of the
Review Board. 1In the event that this decision is served on you by

mail, three (3} days are added to that period.
4
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VIRGINIA:

BEFORE THE
STATE BUILDING CODE TECHNICAL REVIEW BOARD (REVIEW BOARD)

IN RE: Appeal of John S. Thulin
Appeal No. 15-2

REVIEW BOARD STAFF DOCUMENT

Suggested Statement of Case History and Pertinent Facts

1. Subsequent to a fire at his home at 206 Springvale Drive, in Lynchburg, Thulin
contacted the City building department concerning repairs. The City building official met with
Thulin and a contractor for an insurance company at the home in October of 2014. Thulin then
sent a letter to the building official dated November 21, 2014 asking the building official for
rulings concerning how the Virginia Uniform Statewide Building Code (USBC) applied to
repairs. The main concern expressed centered around the insurance company only being willing
to pay for the use of a shellac-type sealant to coat the wood studs and inside face of the sheathing
supporting the brick veneer to kill the burnt odor and not being willing to pay for the removal of
the brick veneer and the installation of a vapor barrier on the outside of the sheathing supporting
the brick veneer.

2. The building official responded by letter dated December 9, 2014 indicating that
if the repairs to the home included the use of shellac, it would not be viewed as a violation of the
USBC.

3. Thulin filed an appeal to the City of Lynchburg Board of Building Code Appeals

(City appeals board) in December of 2014 and a hearing before the board was held in February



of 2015. The City appeals board, by a decision dated February 19, 2015, ruled to deny Thulin’s
appeal. The minutes of the appeal hearing accompanying the decision of the City appeals board
indicated that the board denied the appeal due to it not falling within what there is a right to
appeal under the applicable law and the USBC.

4. Thulin further appealed to the Review Board in March of 2015.

5. Review Board staff conducted an informal fact-finding conference in June of
20135, attended by Thulin, his legal counsel and the building official. Staff provided copies of
two final orders from previous Review Board cases (95-2: Appeal of Stephen Seldon and Others
and 02-11: Appeal of Jeff Ligon) where the appeals were dismissed by the Review Board due to
there being no application of the code made by the local building official and advised Thulin that
the issue of whether there was a right of appeal in his situation would be identified as a
preliminary issue in the hearing before the Review Board; and that if the Review Board
determined there was a right of appeal, then it would need to decide whether to remand the
appeal to the City appeals board for a decision on the merits of the appeal or whether the Review
Board would hear the merits of the appeal.

Review Board staff also discussed the Review Board’s interpretation function as a
possible alternative course to resolve Thulin’s dispute with the insurance company and the
building official indicated that he was willing to submit an interpretation request to the Review
Board. Review Board staff advised Thulin that he would need to decide whether to withdraw the
appeal to the Review Board as there being a pending appeal could affect the willingness of the
Review Board to issue an interpretation given their established policy of when to issue

interpretations.



An interpretation request was submitted by the building official and presented to
the Review Board at the June 2015 Review Board meeting. Review Board members were
informed by staff that Thulin elected not to withdraw the appeal. The Review Board declined to
issue an interpretation with the discussion indicating that the issue presented may vary from
situation to situation so to issue an general interpretation would be difficult but that the Review
Board may be willing to reconsider issuing an interpretation depending on the outcome of

Thulin’s appeal.

It was also noted and discussed at the informal fact-finding conference that Thulin
had submitted an application for a building permit in March of 2015 to meet a local requirement
that permits be obtained within a year after fire damage, but the permit application did not
involve the use of a shellac-type sealant as Thulin did not want to use that method of repair.

Review Board staff drafted this document outlining the appeal and distributed it to
the parti_es and provided an opportunity for the submittal of objections, additions or corrections
to it and the opportunity for the submittal of additional documents and written arguments. An

appeal hearing was then scheduled.

Suggested Issues for Resolution by the Review Board

1. Whether Thulin’s appeal is proper, and if so, whether to remand the appeal to the
City appeals board for a decision on its merits.

2. If Tulin’s appeal is determined to be proper and the Review Board accepts
jurisdiction of the appeal, whether to overturn the building official’s determination that it would
not be a violation of the USBC to the use of the shellac-type sealant to coat the wood studs and
inside face of the sheathing supporting the brick veneer without removing the brick veneer and

installing a vapor barrier on the outside face of the sheathing.

3
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COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA
DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
State Building Codes Office and Office of the State Technical Review Board
Main Street Centre, 600 E. Main Street, Suite 300, Richmond, Virginia 23219
Tel: (804) 371-7158, Fax: (804) 371-7092, Email: alan.mcmaban@dhed.virginis.gov

APPLICATION FOR ADMINISTRATATIVE APPEAL
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APPEAL -

STATE BUILDING CODE TECHNICAL REVIEW BOARD
STATEMENT OF SPECIFIC RELIEF SOUGHT

1. My right to appeal was discredited by the Lynchburg City Appeals Board who
inaccurately stated ‘nothing had been submitted for review or approval’ (per meeting
minutes); and also relied upon the fact that I had not yet applied for a Building
Permit {(implying I had no standing to seek resolution to overturn the Inspactor’s
approval of shellac type products since specific data about the products was not
given to them. This is disproven by contents of their records which contain the
“"Addendum to Appeal of 12-23-2014" included herein and the fact that the Inspector
met with me and the Insurer’s Adjuster at the house where he made decisions

contrary to his prior written ruling. I seek validation of both my right to obtain
any applicable reversal of the Ins tor’ nflicting decisi
a n unications with the City Inspector prior to the date

of our Building Permit as applicable to a final ruling, allowed per SEC. 119.5
of the USBC.,

2. We request that an interpretation of the statement in SEC 103.4 “Further,
this code shall not require changes to the design or construction of any
portions of the building' or structure not altered or affected by an addition,
uniess the addition has the effect of lowering the current level of safety”

and that the interpretation list “building systems” {such as aff d buildi

envelope components) as an exception when the alterations constitute a

desi h m a re~existing performance of th
materials installed as part of a Building System. When part of a system is
altered without consideration of Its impact on the performance of the system,
Building Performance them must come into question. Unwanted moisture
condensation may eventually degrade exterlor structural sheathing making the
building less safe over time as wood deteriorates. When this sheathing has a
drainage plane sealed onto its surface facing the interior of the house, we simply
Insist that the sheathing itself has been altered producing unknown effects.
Deterioration from moisture damage cannot be prevented if design changes are
allowed to existing house envelopes without scrutinizing the actual effects of thase
products, even when effects remain hidden behind brick veneer.

3. We are seeking a directive to us as the property owners to comply with the

building codes particularl ifically indicate to us the reguired

procedure in our case, as relates to what extent repairs or renovation is
requi amely to in i ist rrier be required to be added
4. Plus we seek a reversal of the Inspector to now deny all sealer products
inside the exterior walls until such are included in a Registered Design
Professional’s building envelope design- when also fully supported by the
product approval process per SEC, 12.3: 12.2: 12.3: 12.3.1 and sec 1403.1:
1403.2 (and 1404.2 Water Resistant Barriers). This is necessary as the




Inspector improperly applied "SEC 103.1.1 Use of performance code” and SEC 106.3
by excluding consideration of vapor permeability rating information from his product
approval and then failed to apply any requirements applicable to “Water Resistive
Barriers”- Process for approval. The shellac materials are water resistive even when
not intended for this use and by allowing it inside the building envelope without this
unintended effect is not justified without first reviewing all the data needed. We are
not seeking flexibility to ignore those regulations.,

. The ruling sought for will disclose the lack of compliance we have been forced into by
the Inspector improperly aliowing our insurer to ignore the codes pertaining to sealer
/ barriers and their placement as part of the alteration of the building envelope. This
is the effect of his own reversal of his first written ruling to us {included herein). We
ask th vuli f the Inspector dated December 09, 2014 be
overturned regarding the shellac sealer;

. 4nd slso seek reversal of the Inspectors decision that odor abatement of

fir roducts is not included in th des, particularly the intent of th
codes referencing “Building Performance”,

g &
Signed: John S. Thulin /Mﬁ/{% 'Z;ZQ 3125




Thulin, John (BBHDS)

From: Thwlin, John (DBHDS)

Sent: Monday, March 18, 2015 4:37 PM

To: 'dregory.boots@libertymutual.com’

Ce: 'Robbins, Gardon'

Subject: FW: Thulin Claim # HD000-027581864-03 / FW: UPDATE / RE: Fire Claim @ 206 Springvale
DrLlyn. VA

Importance: High

Please advise ASAP.

From: Thulin, John (DBHDS)

Sent: Monday, March 16, 2015 4:34 PM

To: 'Robbins, Gordon'

Subject: RE: Thulin Claim # HD000-027581864-03 / PW: UPDATE / RE: Fire Claim @ 206 Springvale Dr Lyn. VA
Importance: High

Mr. Robbins,

Thank you for responding to my email of last Friday regarding my two requests listed as
itern: (1) and item: (2) in my previous email dated February 24", 2015. But in your
reply there is no answer to the question I listed as our first priority- item (1). By way of
clarification, I am asking if Liberty Mutual is a “Party Of Interest” to the “Appeal”
application I am submitting to the State of Virginia Technical Review Board to overturn
the Building Inspector’s decisions (as already discussed)?

If I continue to get neither a positive nor negative reply on this guestion I will assume
you have abandoned any defense against our Appeal. Please advise immediately.

Thank you, \

John S. Thulin

From: Robbins, Gordon [mallto:GORDON.ROBBINS@LibertyMutualcom]
Sent;: Friday, March 13, 2015 4:59 PM .

To: Thulin, John (DBHDS)
Subject: RE: Thulin Claim # HDOOO—027581864 03 / FW: UPDATE / RE: Fire Claim @ 206 Springvale Dr Lyn. VA

| have spoken with my manager regarding your request. Attached is a letter outlining our response,

Gordon Robhins, AIC, SCLA
Senior Property Loss Specialist I

Liberty Mutual Insurance

P.0O. Box 1053

Montgomeryville, PA 18938-1053
Cell: {804) 400-3591



Thulin, John (DBHDS)

From: Thulin, John (DBHDS)

Sent: Friday, October 10, 2014 3:27 PM

To: ‘John Thulin’

Subject: FW: Codes affecting fire restoration at 206 Springvale Dr

me.mmw fitg:Doug.Saunders@lynchburava.qov
Sent: Tuesday, September 09, 2014 7:36 AM ST

To: Thulin, John (DEHDS)

Subject: RE: Cades affectmg t‘re restorat:cn at 206 Sprlngvale Dr

Mr. Thulin,

Yes you have the right to choose batween the VRC and the VCC,

Yes, All house wrap will need to be in place to meet current code

Yes again all house wrap will need to be In place to meet code, how that is achieved is between you and an engineer or
design professional, .

Doug Saunders, CBO

Building Official

City of Lynchburg, Inspections Division
goug.saunders@iynchburgva.gov

ph: 434-455-3925

fax: 434-845-7630

From "¥hulln, John {DBHDS)" <jchn. lhuﬁn@dbhds virglnia gov>

To: "Doug. Saunders@lynchburgva gov* <Douwg, Saundared@lynchburgva gov>
Ce John Thulin <z21IST@iverizon ng>

Dale. 09103.’2014 T041AM .,

Subject - RE Codes aﬂecl:ng ﬁm resioration at zus Springvale Dr

Mr. Saunders, CBO

Bullding Official, City Of Lynchburg VA

1. I believe I understand your response shown below to mean that I as the property
Owner I have the right and am free to choose either the VRC or the VCC; Is this
correct?

. 2. By choosing the VCC as applicable Code I am assured that air barrier / house wrap

requirements for new construction will also apply as a Code requirement to the entire

structure of the house. Is that correct?

3.-I understand that new house wrap / air barrier cannot be instalied between existing
rain screen {brick veneer) and existing framing sheathing, without temporarily removing
and reinstalling brick and new brick ties, but this is considered the only practical process
to essentially bring the house up to the current Code when VCC is chosen. Is this, in
your judgment as the Local Code Official correct?
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Mr. Doug Saunders, CBO
Inspections Office City OF Lynchburg, Virginia

RE- Request for Faur Rulings

'November 21, 2014

Mr. Saunders,

I appreciate that you are aware of the existing canditions at our burnt home on 206
Springvale Drive and have been there to advise regarding building code
requirements on QOctober 29th, This letter is to request only four Rulings on the
code requirements pertaining to items discussed at that meeting.

On that day I referred to the concept mentioned in the code as- 'the approval

I for Alternative Materials And Methods’ (or essentially similar termin In
the code). I then indicated that if the shellac type sealants recommended {BIN &
Parker Brands) by the Cantractor who was there, and intended for use by Mr,
Gordon Robbins Insurance Adjuster, were not to be found as one of the product
types ‘specified for use’ within the ‘building exterior envelope’ by the codes—Then
the product in question would be subject to approval by your department based cn
criteria defined by the codes. And thankfully, your reaction to this discussion

acknowledged this provision of the code as referred to.

The Insurance Adjuster has designed a change to the building ‘envelope’ by
prescribing use of a product to seal smoke damage odors, but these products were
not used in the original design of the existing exterior wall or subfloor components,
Your coamments at the time supported the idea that bringing the exterior walls up to
current code by placing an “Air Barrier” typically required on the exterior of the
framing would not be required because no structural work was being done on those
particular walls and you would not ask the brick to be removed for this purpose, If

rovisions_in the code t ddr: his more fully and with oppaosite
nclusi vident in th lan m_hopeful you will re-evaluate your
prior decision. Please see specific code references listed below for this purpose. .

I am constrained to use the shellac type product because the Adjuster inciudes it in
his tems of costs the insurer Is willing to pay for. Withaut thi§ sealant:there is.no
plan ‘@nd ho.design to'do anything about the significant smoke:damage as provided
for in the cost estimates of the insurer's Adjuster. If these sealants were to be
disqualified for any reason I would not be allowed by code to proceed with
renovation and also obtain a Certificate Of Occupancy without addressing the

smoke damage by repair or replacement | matenals If we leave thls aspect uf the‘

building codes would not allow Is that correct? [ QU. #1] — - /1/
(
I agreed at this meeting at the house to find out if the manufacturers of the @ “

products suggested could provide any Test Reports or Code Evaluation Analysis




documentation that could be submitted to you for consideration for use in the
exterior wall envelope. Both Brand names turned out to be owned and sold by Rust-
Oleum Corporation. I contacted their Product Support Supervisor who in turn
contacted their Chemist at their Research and Developrment Dept to discover if the
relevant code evaluations or tests or documentation was available, 1 was then
informead that these have not been done. I have notified Mr. Robbins and offered to
provide him the contact information and copy of the email answer sent to me by
Rust-Oleum. His reaction was only to suggest even more similar products but he
provides no documentation for these either.

Naturally, we cannot expect vour office to approve nor disapprave of any product

documentation which has not been submitted for your review. It would have
saved time if we had asked for your Ruling at the site on these two

questions:

¥ Do the applicable Building Codes prescribe or specify the appropriate
use of shellac type sealants within the building envelope of exterior
walls and / or sub-floor sheathing-- If yes, where can I find those
instructions for proper use? [-QU, #2]

» If their proper use is not prescribed or specified by codes and no
Testing documentation or Code Evaluation Reports or Analysis get
submitted for review to the City Inspections Dept, then the
suggested changes to existing building design cannot be Approved,
nor can they be allowed to be added to existing building

- ? [=-
components-- Correct? [-QU. #3]“.‘__‘ ﬁ @

The next point is the last one I hope you will re-evaluate by code. Listed below the
dashed line are quotes from codes that bear on the question of repairing smoke
damage in any way that would fit the intention of these regulations. From these
references [ seek your Ruling on the following conclusions as requirements that
must be complied with (summarized in question #4 at end of the references):

> SEC 103.5 Reconstruction, alteration or repair. Also applies to repairs
which are for “less than substantial structural damage”. So all repairs done
must "not adversely affect the performance of the building” including
arbitrary changes by Contractors to the existing building envelope by adding
building materials which are pot “fike materials” compared to existing
building components (per 301.2.2 New and replacement materials).

> SEC 103.5 Any renovation's overall design that overtly excludes repairs
necessary to address substantial smoke damage, violates_through neglect
the provision stating: “repairs shall not adversely affect the performance of
the building or structure” (per 103.5).

¥/ 3412.2.4 Alterations and repairs; and Chapter 14, SEC 1404.1
“Materials not prescribed herein shall be permitted, provided that any such
alternative has been approved.” And other provisions of IBC SEC 1403.2
gives minimum performance requirements stating exterior walls: “shall be

designed and constructed...fto prevent the accumulation of water within the



wall assembly... and a means of draining water that enters the assembly to
the exterior.” This provision is applicable to this project because over fifty
percent [50%)] of the “wall assembly” is being repaired as a “Level 3
Alteration” (per IEBC SEC 101 & IBC Chapter 34).

> 2009 VA REHAB CODE. SEC 506.2.1 The use of unapproved sealants and
any other changes to the design of the existing building components cannot
be permitted because they do not measure up to the current codes and also
fail to restore the wall assembly to their predamage condition- “For damage
less than substantial structural damage, the damaged elements shall be
permitted to be restored to their predamage condition.”

> The above references indicate some specifics and intent of the codes. These
and attached quotes below are provided for Mr. Robbin's benefit and also to
show why I believe these indicate that any ‘change’ to existing building
envelope (wall assembly) must then include requiring those “Alterations” to
also fully comply with all the current provisions of the 2009 VCC. If so then
the Alterations of the exterior walls also require the inclusion of House Wrap
or Air Barrier even if the brick veneer has to be removed to accommodate—
Correct? [-QU., #4].

Mr. Saunders, please provide your written Rulings on these four questions
numbered above Inside brackets- [ ], and provide any information or insight you
desire to bring out. I greatly appreciate your time and attention to bring some
closure to these four problems.

Most sincerely,

John S, Thulin 206 Springvale Dr. Lynchburg, VA / 434-907-3831

CODE DEFINITIONS- EXTERIOR WALL ENVELOPE. A system or assembly of
exterior wall components, including exterior wall finish materials, that provides
protection of the building structural members, including framing and sheathing
materials, and conditioned interior space, from the detrimental effects of the
exterior environment.

2009 VA CONSTRUCTION CODE / ADMIN / SECTION 103.5 "
Reconstruction, alteration or repair. The following criterla is applicable to
reconstruction, alteration or repair of buildings or structures:
1. Any reconstruction, alferation or repair shall not adversely affect the performance of
the bullding or structure, or cause the building or structure to become unsafe or
lower the existing levels of health and safety.

3412.2.4 Alterations and repairs. An existing bullding or pertion thereof, which does
not comply with the requirements of this code for new canstruction, shall not be altered or
repaired in such a manner that results in the building being less safe or sanitary than such
bullding is currently [JST: its condition prior to the fira and smoke damage]. If, In the



alteration or repair, the current level of safety or sanitation is to be reduced, the portion
fter r repall i conform fo th uirements of Ch hrou

Chapters 14 through 33.

CHAPTER 14. SECTION 1404 MATERIALS

1404.1 General, Materials used for the construction of exterior wails shall comply with the
provisions of this section. jals not prescribed herein shall eill rovi

an alternative ha na

2009 VA REHAB CODE:

301.2.2 New and replacement materials. Except as otherwise required or permitted by
this code, materials permitted by the applicable code for new canstruction shall be_used.
Like materials shall be permitted for repairs and alterations, provided no hazard te life

health or property is created. Hazardous materials shall not be used where the code for
new construction would not permit their use in bulidings of similar occupancy, purpose and
[acation.

2009 VA REHAB CODE:
506.2 Repairs to damaged buildings, Repairs to damaged buildings shall comply with this
section. 506.2.1 Repairs for less than substantial structural damage. For damaage less

than substantial structural damage, the damaged elements shall be permitted to be

ir m

END.
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John S. Thulin
206 Springvale Dr.,
Lynchburg, Va. 24502

Re: Ruling Requests
Mr. Thulin, ¢ December 9, 2014

After reviewing your ruling request, dated November 21,2014, | wanted to take this opportunity
ta explain our position regarding the repairs and/or renovations to your home. Section 103.5 of the -
2009 Virginia Uniform Statewide Building Code addresses the “Reconstruction, alteration, or repair” of
an existing structure. As you have pointed out, no repair can be made that adversely affects the -
‘buildings performance. As we have interpreted your e-mail, your main concern centers around the use
of “shellac” as a rmeans to help eliminate the odors associated with smoke. It is our opinion that the use ]
of the “shellac” on the interior surface of the wall cavity does not adversely affect the performance of H
the wall. Our experience indicates.this method has been used repéatedly and is a- widely accepted;
means to address smoke adors in situations similar to yours, Should your pending repairs include the
use of the “shellac”, we would NOT view its use as a violation of the applicable codes. That said, the
bullding codes do not require you to.address the 6dors and, should you disagres with this
interpretation, you would be free to eliminate the application of the “shellac” at your discretion.
Although your e-mail details numerous points and includes four ruling requests, we feel the information.
we have provided should suffice as our official ruling on the'issues in question., Thank you for your
requests and we look forward to receiving your Construction Permit Application.

Should you need anything further please fzel free to contact me
Sincerely
Doug Saunders, CBO

Building Official
City of Lynchburg, Inspections Division

A Great Place to Live,Work & Play!




THE CiTY OF LYNCHBURG, VIRGINIA

JRUS

City Hall, 00 Church Street
Lynchburyg, Virginla 24504 e {434) 455-3910
Inspections Division FAX @ {434) 845-7630

PETITION FOR APPEAL
TO THE BOARD OF BUILDING CODE APPEALS OF THE CITY OF LYNCHBURG, VA

The undersigned respectfully petitions you to consider this appeal from the decision of the Inspections
Division on the basis of the following:

BACKGROUND INFORMATION:

1. Building Use Group Classification/Type of Construction:
Classification R-3 / Type 5B

2. Address:
206 SPRINGVALE DRIVE, LYNCHBURG, VIRGINIA 24502

3. Relief Sought:

A. We are seeking a fully accurate application of all relevant Codes and Statutes,

relating to specific questions previously submitted for the restoration of our single
story brick and wood frame home listed above. Our purpose is to correct a misquided
and guidated design f the fire insurance company which exclud m

corrective actions (such a moving_contaminants) and incorrectly limi in

aspects of the fire restoration project-- contrary to certain Code requirements. To
validate or confirm our position on this in detail, we asked Mr. Saunders as Code Official to provide

four [4] specific Rulings on the applicable Codes. His reply was less cific to Code provisions
than we needed by offering a generalized opinion that references Section 103.5.

Mr. Saunders states that this requirement that “repairs shall not adversely affect the
performance of the building” dogs NOT mean that smoke odors (which are contaminants
extensive throughout the building envelope) have to be corrected; X guote his letter of Dec

: “...the building codes do not requi u to address the odors...”. He has answered
our first question [#1] by arbjtrarily excluding severe smoke damage and fire byproducts now
within _the exterior walls_from being considered as a critical impairment of the “building

performance”. Could anyone living_in such_a building consider that the bwlglng was "performing”
deguatelv'? Would such a ﬂawed renovatlon also fail the test of bgmg repaired in_such_a
i )/ f er 3412.2.4?

)



Al W u of fire damage required to be fully removed or full
repaired or replaced in full compliance with new construction requirements of the 2009

Virginia Construction Code [VCC'I OR— ta bw to pre-f' ire congltlgn

ne hundred-

It appears from his letter that “building performance” must be limited only to rebuilding
structural components of the house, thus eliminating any need to consider code
compliance applicable to NEW ‘“design changes” added to the building envelope,
particularly ignoring “JBC R703.1.1. Water Resistance’. This is an additional issue that we
will ask to be over ruled in the last item more fully discussed later in this appeal discussing House
Wrap / Air Barrier requirements,

Qur_second dquestion [#2] was to discover if there were any Code references governing the
proper application of materials and methods of sealing odors as required by the insurer, namely:
the_use of impermeable shellac type sealant within the interior side of the exterior wall

velo that possibly may create an unwanted drainage plain and barrier for increased

condensation problems? This guestion he did not answer so we can only assume there are no such
instructions or regulations for proper use of shellac sealant for this purpose within_ the Code,

But this In_turn opens the door to our third [3] question about the other Code regulations that are
still applicable which _have been interpreted contrary to our interests as the property owners-- We
did not expect the Code Official to “Approve” materials or methods for use which have not been
studied nor tested nor documented by research results (either independent or otherwise), and
which have not n_officially submitied in writing for Review to the Inspections Dept of
Lynchburg; But that appears to be what has happened. And this is contrary to Code regulations
outlined- for_possible “appraval” pertaining to products not precisely specified for use by any
Building Code (per our previous guestion #2). The 2003 Internatianal Building Code (IBC)
refers to this process as “Alternative materials, design and methods of construction and
eqguipment.” The International Code Council’s (ICC) 1997 Uniform Building Code
(UBC), refers to the same provision as "Alternate materials, alternate design and methods
of construction.”

These stipulate what an_acceptable and reasonable process would be for_considering any
alternatives for approval when the Codes themselves do not provide instructions for proper use

within the building system, Our guestion was to verify that since the “shellac_tvpe producis”
required by the insurer provided no such documentation from the Manufacturers that had been
suggested, that these products by default fail to meet established criteria for the approval process
and must be disqualified and not allowed to be used. But that is the opposite of Mr. Saunders’
oginign, which is a ruling without documentation to support his conclusions: “...Qur

rience indi this meth n_used r nd_is_a_widely accepted
means to address smoke odors...”. So because they have been repeatedly and widely used in
the past {without verifying their eﬂ’gg on the building envelope over time), that this is sufficient
reason to approve them now. In_other words he is speculating on the effect of these products
without evidence. We know that “Past Performance” of the products within the building systems
examined would be a basis of such approval-- but no such examination or follow-up_to previously
installed products has ever been done by Mr. Saunders gr the Inspections Dept. Neither has the
effectiveness of these sealants to entirely hold out odors without causing increased condensation

has never been scrutinized by shellac Manufacturers, Code Officials or Engineers, to our
knowledge,




A.2 We reque ast practice of automatically approving the e of sealants
based on speculati benefitting fire insuran ani ver and property owners
n allowed to continue, and that a Palicy Decision will be made th ill require
submittal of in d mentation that substantiates the lack of harmful effects

ining_to moisture dispersal) when sealant d re_pr d for use
within ilding envelope; Clearly and definitely requiring useful documentation

submittals prior to obtaining any “approval” for use.

Our fourth question [#4] related to House Wrap or required Air Barrier to be used on the exterior
framing system of the exterior wall envelope. Mr, Saunders has indicated in a prior email to_ me that

such would be required but at a subsequent meeting_at the burnt house he changed that to_mean
only reguired where the structural components of the wall were also being replaced. Qur position

is that even when shellac type products properly obtain approval for use by submitting adequate
documentation, this is still definitely a NEW change in the design of building envelape and is_an
additional installation of 8 NEW COMPONENT at these remaining exterior wall system. This should
trigger the automatic requirement that all new construction design must include and comply
with requirements of the VCC,_just as a single room addition would have to in svery

respect, Once we change any wall_(hy substantially changing its desian and how it functions) i

must comply with the VCC by adding the Air Barrier on the exterior side of the sheathing.
A.3 We request this judgment to require an Air Barrier to substantiate the value of the

VCC and _thus clarify that changin nents is not the only criteria for
this compliance reguirement.

We also note that there is a City statute, “Section 11-103 Repair of Existing Buildings Item b.” that
could be included in_this interpretation to the effect that because *...over fifty-percent [50%+] of

our_existin il was damaged by fire...” then the entire building should be made to comp!

with the VCC and/or the YRC as we have particularly asked for in this Appeal per each item above.

- In summary we request relief to the decisions by Mr. Saunders to have them over ruled
pertaining to four items we have numbered above as:

A. We are seeking a full te application of all relevant Codes and Statutes, relating to specific

questions previously submitted for the restoration of our single story brick and wood frame home
listed above. Our purpose is to_correct a_misguided and guidated design method of the fire

insurance company which excludes some corrective actions {such as removing contaminants) and

incorrectly limits _certain _aspects of the fire restoration project-- contrary to certain Code
requirements:
A.1- Incorrectly allowing fire byproducts and odors to remain within the building envelope without

abatement:

A.2-_Incorrectly allowing “approval” of sealant products of unknown effects (either short or long

ferm) to be used which may possibly block moisture vapor transmission through the walls, possib
causing unwanted condensation;

A.3- Wrongly allowing renovation plans to include a major and substantial design change from
existing construction components of the exterior wall_envelope system while at_the same time
excluding compliance requirements to bring these same walls fully up to current codes of the 2009
VCC and VRC that call for appropriate Ajr Barrier to be included on the outside of the sheathing,

Thank vou for careful consideration and evaluation of these requlatory concerns.

&£



BASIS FOR FILING BEFORE LOCAL BOARD OF BUILDING CODE APPEALS IN
ACCORDANCE WITH THE VIRGINIA UNIFORM STATEWIDE BUILDING CODE
2009 PART 1; CHAPTER 1 SECTION 119.5 AND SECTION 36-105 OF THE CODE

OF VIRGINIA.

1. Building Official____ Code Official____ Fire Official
2. True intent of the Code or rules legally adopted there under have been

incarrectly interpreted.

Signature:M‘J £ M Date: / Z Z3 / ‘7.
:}@ Signature: ) Date:

Name: JOHNS. THULIN and ESTHER F. THULIN

Address: 7212 RICHLAND DRIVE, LYNCHBURG, VIRGINIA 24502

Phone: 434-237-4654 HM. / 437-907-5831 WK.

STAFF ACTION:

| 7
/2 ~2 3~ '20/%%

Date Application Received:

)\{Q Scheduled Date & Time of Hearing:

Date Notice Mailed:

Date Decision Mailed:

At time of submission a $200.00 fee must be paid before appeal can- be
processed.

X THIS POCUMENT 5 A REFRING OF OR(G-(WAL

AFPPLICATION & SO DPOES NOT™ HAVE BLANK [TEHS
’m(;(’ APPL. WAS NOT" CoPIED Fpp US FRoM FiLe
‘RECORD " AS WE REQUESTER FOR JNes USIoN

HeRE.  pAT
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Addenda to Code Ruling Appeal (previously submitted 12-23-2014}
John & Esther Thulin-
206 Springvale Drive, Lynchburg

1-21-2015

Attachments:

Exhibit 1. Mr. Ron Geren's: “The Code Corner”- Alternative Methods and
Materials [approval process defined];

Exh. 2. Zinsser: “Disaster Restoration”- products guide from Rustoleum
Corp; [Evaluation Reports or Code Compliance Tests have not been done-
per email from their R&D Dept repr: Nicole Walden, Prod. Supp. Sup]

Exh. 3. KILZ MAX- Technical Data Sheet [no perm rating info etc...];

Exh. 4. Virginia Corcoran, Adm. Coord. III @ ECC-ES: Email about Kilz
brand sealer [no ECC Report on file];

Exh. 5. B-I-N Shellac Technical Data Sheet [no perm rating info, nor
performance guarntee...];

Exh. 6. ICC-ES News Release [Informs about Evaluation and code
compliance Reports...];

Exh. 7. ICC-ES Evaluation Report- Tremco Barrier Solutions Inc. [sample
case file, indicates vapor barrier to be placed only on exterior side of exterior
wall sheathing...expressly stipulating correct purpose and use of product as
apposed to denying “use for any particular purpose” as found on Kilz-Max
info.];

Exh. 8. Georgia-Pacific: GP- Plytanium Plywood [sample product
specifications by manufacturer citing applicable Code standards complied
with; shows necessary documentation is simple and easy to get for almost
any construction material...];

Exh., 9. Mr. Ron Geren’s emails to me [regarding Vapor Barrier...likely )
problem...only determined by test to evalute...; also recommends Building
Science Corp as experts to test the moisture impact of sealer used on
interior of wall cavity];

Exh. 10. Building Science Corp (www.building science.com) Digest, Article
106 “Understanding Vapor Barriers” [four page excerp. Full article available
online. Bottom of page one: “"Vapor barriers installed on the interior of
assemblies prevent assemblies from drying inward...”];

Exh. 11. Picture from our house [will be presented at hearing]} showing that
smoke was pressurized from the attic into the eves and down into the air
space behind the brick veneer and hetween brick and wall sheathing

materiais.
. AT HEH o~ BUT it
SUBMITTED AT RIN INSPECTICNE B

/Kﬂ"f" INCLUPEY fN fﬁﬁ@ JAN 2 1 2015

/2&7’ RECEIVED
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Brief Discussion and Conclusions

As you can see from the few items presented as attachments, a great deal of
work has been done to ascertain whether or not changing the design of the
existing building envelope by using the shellac sealer will cause more harm
than good, and to find where in the Building Code any provision defines what
would be acceptable, and if none are there what then is required to validate
how the exterior walls are proposed 0 be modified- per the dictates of the
Fire Insurance Adjuster (who is not a building design professional). Those
dictates adversely limit what is being paid for. We need not delve into details
of the policy provisions at all to resolve the issue, which is that the Inspector
for the City has officially approved use of the type of products which
{without Evaluation Reports or independent Tests) pose an unknown level of
genuine risk to us as the homeowners,

This is obvious if you follow the money and also see who it is that creates all
the barriers that defeat any possible remediation by means of the Court
system. Specifically and just for your information, I am refering to a clause
in my policy and I believe each of you will find it in yours- That water,
moisture, mold, odors, are excluded from coverage when the event
is gradual or construction related. Well that's fine for 2 new house but
when the Insurer steps in and dictates a material and a product that saves
them many thousands of dollars which also creates or greatly contributes to
the gradual accumuiations of these damaging problems, then they get of
Scot-free. The Contractor will claim the the property owners hired them to
do what had been agreed upon with the Insurer and they did not design the
faulty remedy.

Further, anyone who has ever investigated water problems in existing
buildings knows how difficult it can be to diagnose with certainty how the
moisture got there. Was it a roof leak, walls leaking, defective windows
leaking, condensation? (see exhibit 10 above). Building Science Corpis a
full service architectural firm that specializes in building envelope issues.
They charge a minimum of $4,000.00 to visit a site and investigate the
causes of water damage. In the real world of everyday consumers it is just
too expensive to pay for the analysis and pay for all the damage to be
repaired. No Lawyer in his right mind would try to prove a case like that.
Does that mean the homeowner should be blamed for the damage? Perhaps
so if they are foolish enough to accept all the risk in the first place.

The designer (aka Ins. Adjuster) who specified the shellac Is easily escaping
all responsibility for the design change only because he is not being
expected (by the Inspector) to provide the usual and customary
documentation for “Alternative Materials and Methods” called for by the



Code. But is it not extraordinary to ask for such documents on non-fire
damaged residential renovation projects? Yes. Because_typically all those

products are being used in the way_specified by the Codes. The huge
difference here is that the product is not so specified by Code and
neither have the manufacturers bothered to document the particular
use of their product and its measured effects as any property owner
would expect them to. A

/M FORMED

And in addition to this sealer issue is the overall question of the intent of the
Building Codes. Intent is to be Included in the application of Codes if I
understand. that correctly. When I quote provisions from the Va Rehab Code
it seems obvious what normal Is and what a change is, and how alternatives
should be scrutinized by independent testing before being approved.

See Section 301.2.2 “like kind materials shall be allowed to be
used...”;

Section 506.2.1 “For damage less than substantial structural damage-
the damaged elements shall be permitted to be restored to their
predamage condition” (not sealed behind the wall to hide it and hope
the odors do not come back in with moisture vapor; 1 have a friend in
Lynchburg whose home was supposedly restored in this manner and
she still gets smoke odors on rainy days);

Chapter 1404.1 “Materials not prescribed herein shall be permitted,
provided that any such alternative has been approved.” [see exhibit
#1 for the correct approval process].

Yes I firmly believe there is plenty of reason to put a defensive value on the
intent of these Codes to protect property owners from unnecessary risks and
to free us from having to always go to the last resort- the courts.

Thank you all for your careful consideration of this problem.

A ,z — . n

e
John 5. Thulin 7
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Alternate Materials and Methods

By Ronald L. Geren, Al4, CSI, CCS, CCC4, SCIP

I'm sure many of you have gone car shopping looking for that perfect set of wheels thal has every
feature and extra you want, But, as you look, you notice that Model No. | has some of the features you
want, and you can get all the exiras; Model No. 2 has the other features you want, but only a few of the
extras; and Model No. 3 has all the features, but none of the extras. 'Why can’t you get what you want?

_ Well, the same situation occurs in all modei building codes. Most of the provisions contained in

j building codes are “preseriptive,” or explicitly spelled out s to what's required in order to be approved,

But in this day and age of new technologies, creative use of materials, and development of new materials,

R it is very difficult to publish a prescriptive building code that addresses every conceivable material and

methed possitle. Understanding this, the mode! eode organizations have established within their building
codes provisions for allowing alternate materials and methods (AMM).

The phrase “alternate materials end methods” is generic in its meaning as each of the building codes,
as well as some jurisdictions, have their own terminology. For example, the 2003-fnternational Building
Cade (IBC)rrefers to it as “Alternative materials, design and methods of construction and equipment,”
One of the International Code Council’s (ICC) legacy publications, the 1997 Uniform Building- Cotle
» "(UBC), refers to the same provision as “Alternate maierials, alternate desigm and methods of
~ construction,” The bottom line is this: if you can’t find what you need in the code, there is another way

.+ for you to pel what you want,

'+ Now, this doesn't mean that every time you develop something unigue which is nol specifically
_ addressed by the code, all you have to do is call it an “Allemate Material” or “Alternate Method” and be
. done with it. The building official, in, accordance with the bm]dmg code, must approve the AMM:
- Building codes don’t provide specific criteria “that must be followed in order to get an AMM approved;
_ that responsibilily lies with the jurisdiction. Most, if not all, jurisdictions will have in place a pelicy or
" procedure for submitting and evaluating AMMSs. The City of Phoenix and City of Tucson, both have

procedurcs for submitting what they term “code modifications.” ‘

In car buying, you could probably get everything you want {1t a custom-buill vehicle; however, you're
probably not going to like the price. In some cases this applies to alternate materials and methods, In
order to approve the siternate material or method, the building official may require reports, tests, or both.
Sometimes, these reports and tests could cost several thousend dollars to accomplish. Some
manufacturers will have this done as s part of their product development, knowing their product doesn't
meet the prescriptive requirements of the code, ICC's Evaluation Services (ICC-ES) performs many of
these tests for complisnce with the [BC. Underwriters Laboratories (UL), Factory Mutual (FM), and
Intertek Testing Services {ITS), are some of the other well known testing labaratories. If you decide to
have a testing lab perform a test, it is recommended that you utilize a lab that's been accredited through
the International Accreditation Services (IAS). The IAS maintains a list of all accredited labs on their
website.

Another method utilized to get AMMs approved is hiring a consultant experienced in code
development and application. This is best used when the AMM applies to 2 specific project within a
single jurisdiction. A code consultant will prepare a report that draws on their experience from previously

S e U 00 S AL IR
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obtained approvals, or by using engineering concepts based on similar models and applying them 1o the
unique conditions of the preject. In some eases, unfortunalely, testing may still be required in addition to

the consultani’s report. Like testing, hiring a consultant will add cost to the project beyond the normal
design fees,

Finally, another process that has siaried to make its way onto the building code scene is the
performence-based method, This method focuses on what the building should do rather than stating how
! to do it. [U's very similar 10 2 performance specification when compared 1o a descriplive specification.
: The ICC has published the ICC Performance Code for Buildings and Faciiities, and the National Fire
. Protection Association (NFPA) has included a performance-based option in Chapter 5 of their NFPA
i 5000. These performance-based codes are intended for entire buildings and not just a single material,
! component, or system, However, the concepls coutd be utilized when evaluating an individual AMM ss a
~ ¢ part of the submission to the building official.

The items below are recommendations for when and how a request for an AMM should be used,

» [f the project is time and cost driven, then use the prescriptive requirements in the code. I not
entirely possible, use materials or systems that have already been tested by an approved testing
laboratory,

» If the project is cost driven, but time is flexible, then you could try to develop the AMM
submission in-house. This works even betier if you have a good, established relationship with the
building official and staff. However, before getting too far down the road on preparing the
request, make sure that the building official will even consider an AMM for you: si{uation,

s If the project is time driven, but cost is net critical, then hiring a consuitant to prepare the request
would be your best alternative. If you have a good relationship with the building official, and you
have some experience in preparing AMM requests, then you might consider keeping the effort in-
house.,

e For any of the situations above, if the AMM is complex, or requires some level of engineering to
prepare, or both, then hire a consultant. In the long run, it wilk save you time and money,

Alternate materials and methods give architects, engineers, and product manufscturers the ability to
explore new ways of providing different and exciting buildings for our environment without sacrificing
safety or quality. But you have to be prepared for possible setbacks and the associated frustration that
could come with it. The key, in my opinion, to geting an AMM aspproved is communication:
communication within the design team, communication with product representatives, and especially,
communication with your building official. And, the communication needs to start s early as possible in
{he design process.

To comment on this article, suggest other topics, or submil a guestion regarding codes, contact the author
at rordspecsandeodes. com.

About the Author: Ronald L. Geren, AIA, CS1, CCS, CCCA, SCIP, Is an ICC Certified Building Plans
Examtiner, and is the principal of RLGA Technical Services located in Scottsdale, Arizona, which
provides specifications and code consulting services to architects, engineers, owners, and product
manufacturers. A 1984 graduate of the University of Arizona, Ron has aver 23 years of experience with
mifitary, public, and private agencies.
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Shellac-Base Primer
Ultimate Stain Blocker

+ The ultimaie sidin blocker: Blocks stains from water, fire,
smoke and mold & mildew

« The ultimate odor sealer; Seals in smoke and fire odors
permanently and completely

+ Ultimate adhesion without sanding

» Oriss in 15 minutes; Recoat In 45 minutes; Cold
temperature application (0" F}

GENERIC TYPE:
Pigmented, shellac-base primer-sealer

SURFACES:

interior

New and previously painted drywall, cured plasterfcement based

coatings, woad {ping, fir, cedas, redwaad, plywood), matal

- (aluminum, stee!, stainless steed, capper), vinyl, fibergiass, cured

" masonry {stucco, concrete block, peured concrete, brick).

Blocks stains and odors resulting from watar & fire damage,

* seals stains from dark colors, grease, rust, creasote, asphall,

~crayon, lipstick, peaffiti, markers, knots, sap straaks, tannin
biged, etc.

Exterior
Spot prime persisient blead from knots and sap streaks
. before full-surface priming with water or 0i base primer.

R APPLICATION DATA:

& Brush, rolter or pad: Natural bristle or lambskin

B Alrless Spray: 011" D137 p @ BOO ~ 1200 psi
onvenlional Spray: Spray @ 45 - 55 pg!

Praciical Spread Rate: 450 - 500 sq. It. per gallon
Application Condillons: 0 = 807 F / $0% ~ B5% AH

Dry Tim (75*F / 50% AH)
. Towch 1520 mia, Recoat: 45 min,
Staln sedling. 45 mn  Fulf scrape cure. 1 day

b Tinting: Up to 2 6z. universal colorant

CLEANUP:

. Ammonia and water solution or
denatured alcohol. If dried on tools
let sosk overnighi in 1.4
: mmonia and water solution,

a

: E SO S
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ODOR BLOCKER | '!»

Dewaxed Shellac Sealer
Uitimaite Odor Blocker

« Seals in odors from fire, smoke and mold & middew

» Great clear sealer for attic rafters, wond cabirets
and furniture

« Preserves original surface appearance and
won't vellow with age

* Dries ir 15 minutes; Recoat in 45 minutes; Cold
temperature appiication {0° F)

+ Tintable to wood tones

GENERIC TYPE:
Dewaxed shelac in denatured alcchol

SURFACES:

intericr

Residential, comme-tial, industriai and Institutional woodwork
including paneling, doors, trim, cabinets, tlcors and related
wood suriaces. One or two coats will form a well-seaied,
odor-proot barrier that may be coated with any clear finish,
including polyurethanes and lacquers. May also be vsed as a
prefinish bond coat over existing clear finishes to promete
adhesion of new finish,

APPLICATION DATA:

Brush, roller or pad: Naturai bristle or fambskin
Airless Spray. 0117-013" tip @ 800 ~ 1200 psl
Conventianal Spray: Spray @ 45 - 85 ps’

Practical Spread Rate; 400 - 500 sq. H per ga'lon
Applicalion CondHions: 0% - 90° F / 10% - 85% AH
Ory Time (75°F / 50% RK)

Touch; 15 = 20 min.

feooal: 45 =,
Fulf serape cure: | day

Tinting: Up te 2 0z, universal colorant

CLEANUP:
Ammonia and water solution or denatured alcohol, i dned on
tools el soak overnigat in 1:4 ammonia and water solution.
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JOMAX Virus and Mold Killer

» EPA registered for fasl acting mold & nuidsw contro!

« Broad spectrum efhiciency — Disinfectant. Fungicide.
Virgcide * Bactericide, Mildewcide and Mildewsiat

* Unigue Cryocide” hrand disinfaciant Is a DuPont fomulated
technology exclusive to Zinssel

= Exceptional disinfestant, cleaning and deadonizing properties
+ Does nol inferfere with coating's adhesion
« Economical concentrate or convenient ready-to-use formula

GENERIC TYPE:

Cryocide™ disinfectant tecbnology — a combination

of chionne dioxide, quaternary ammonia and surfactant that
produces 4 highly potent broad speetrum biocide concentrate EPA
DATA — EPA Reg. No. B150-11-69587

Note. IT 15 A VIOLATION OF FEDERAL L.AW TO USE THIS PRODUCT
IN A MANNER INCONSISTENT WITH ITS LABELING. {NOT AVAILABLE
FOR SALE IN CALIFORNIA)

SURFACES:

Interior

Walls, floors, basins, bathroom lixtures, sinks, bathtubs, chairs,
counter-lops, tables, sinks, tollets, urinals and other hard, non-porous
surfacas JOMAX Virus & Meld Killer can he topcoated with any latex,
alkyd, shellac-base clear or pigmented paint or coating Kt will not
damaga (curad) paint flims making it excellent for matntenance
(Follow fabe! dHiution directions. Pretest painted surfaces for cotor referion.)

APPLICATION DATA:
lise 2 commercial low-pressite sprayer € to 8 inches lom the surlace
or pse & MAOp, Sponge, wipe or other suitable device

To Treat Surlaces Contaminaled with Mold & Mildew:

Mix 1 part domax Virus & Maold Kilter Concantrale with 3 paris waler
Dwael Time: Make surg the tisated asea is iharuughly we! for at least
14} rnutes and allow {o air dry. Hermove any ino'd debris 1gmnants.
Application Conditions. 50° - 80"/ 10° ~ BU" RH

Repgat application every 7 days or moie frequently if growth recours,

Cryooide 15 a registered trademark of dntemalional Bioside Ine 2 Dupont gompany

*Bee labsl rniu.'.[?ecla][!n lhuans 3“ tlg, '-"ﬂ;ﬁgg distantaminaling against Hivhor
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Mold and Mildew Proof*
Interior Paint

» Moig than a decada of proven performance backed by a
S-year Mold & Mildew-Proof* Paint Film Guaranes

» Contains EPA segistered mildewcides, Passes ASTM D5530
and D3273 testing

= Antimiciobial, Inhibits growth of odor-causing microbes on
the pant film*~

» Seli-priming high hiding, 2-coat system; Great adhesion
without sanding

« (reat for use as a finish coat ot in itenor wall cavittes

GENERIC TYPE:
Water-base, acrylic latex mold & mildew-proof inferior pamt

SURFACES:

Interior

New or previously painted interior gypsum board drywat!
wood {inchiding plywoeod, T1-11, parbeteboard, elc), cured
plastar and masonty (incleding stucco, concrate block,
poured concrete and brick); pnmad or previously pailed
metal (including aluminum, stee! and galvanized metal); rigid,
paintable plastics glossy surfaces (tile, Formica, glass)

APPLICATION DATA:

Brush, roller or pad: Synthtetic brisile or fabng
Alrtess Spray. 015 D17 tip & 2000 - 2250 pst
Praclical Spresc Rele: 400 sq 1 por pallon -
Application Gonditions 507 - 90* £/ 10% ~ 80% RH

Dry Time (75°F / 50% RH)
Touch. 30 min

Aecoal 2 tus

Full scrape cure 7 days

CLEANUP:
Water and detergent

“This product conta ns 2 midewcide 1o pravens the growdn at
riold & mildaw an Lhe paint film onty

**Daoes nat protect apans! ood-home or disease-causing bacteria

L




iMold & Mildew-Proof*
Interior Secler

» (Guaranteed lo prevent the growth of mold & midews for 5 years®

= Containg EPA registered miidew:cides, Passas ASTM D5590
and D3273 testing

« Antiriceohigl, Infubils growth of odor-causing microbes on
the pant film* *

» Effective even when film 1ewels: Non-coerosive, improves
the water resistance of woad, concrete and drywall

» Applies while, dries clear Great for interior wall cavities
trusses frame and mtgnor side OSB lumber, craw! spaces

GENERIC TYPE:
100% latex acrylic resin, water-base, interior sealer

SURFACES:

Inferior

Use on new or praviously painled gypsum drywall, wood,
cured plaster, cement, poured concrete and stucco, concrete
block; ceramic file, and metal

APPLICATION DAYA:

Brush ar reller Synthesc bnstle or fabnc

Aitless Spray Q35 4p % 800 ~ 1500 ps)

Pragtical Spread Rale 300 - 400 5q #1 pe- gallon
Application Eenditions 50* - SU°F /10" - B0* RH
Dry Hme {75* F / 50% AR}

Touch, 30 min

Regoal. 2 s
Full Serape cure 7 fays

CLEANUP:
Water and detergent

' Tris product contains 2 w'ideweide te pravent the grawth of meld & ruldew
on the pamt fim anlv
**Does not protect against food-baine oy gisease-caLsing bavtens
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Mold & Mildew-Proof*
Waterproofing Paint

» Guarantead to prevent the growth of mald & mildew
for 5 years*

» Lifetime Waterproofing Guaranies; Stops up io 34 psr

« Great for wet or dey walls

» Ultra Jow odor oil-base formuia has even less odol than
latex paint

» Great for interior or exteriel concrate or masonry including
cencrete floors prior to sub-floonng

« Bright white, smooth finish

GENERIC TYPE:
Salvent-base acrylic conerete/masonry waterpeoofing paint

SURFACES:
WATERTITE forms a mold & mildew-proof* impermaabie barrier
to water when properly applied to Interior or exterior, verhical or
horizonial, concrete-block, cast-in-place concrete and cementitious
stueco When applied o basement or cellar walls it slops moisture
from entering and when applied to canals or holding basins it
stops water from exiting into the substrate

APPLICATION DATA:

Apply one or two coats lo mest the surface condibon and the job requirements
WATERTITE is a hugh-so¥ids, bigh--1scosily coating that should he appliad withowt
thinning using a teush 0z raller {3/4" nap) For protaction against kydrostate
prassure, |f the fust coal is talled it must be back beusked 11 1s more imporiant
1o work Uie first coat inlo the sirrface than to make tha {ust coat totally ude the
suhsteate. On very porous or rough suitaces & thivd coat may be required if
pinholes are evidant

Praciical Spread Bate; 75— 100sq &

Application Sanditions: 56° - 89*F« 10% - 80% RH

Dry Time (70° F / 50% RH)

Towch 1 tn.

Recoal 4 hrs.

CLEANUP:
Clean hands and tools with paint fhinner followad by soapy water
Drips and runs that have dried may be removed using a strong solvent

‘This product conlains 2 mildewtide to prevent the grawth of mald & mildew
on the paln! film only.



Water-Base
Multi Purpose Interior Primer & Sealer

« Dries fast & dead flat

« Sands easily after just 1 hour

» Ulfra ;ow ador for interior work
» Flash rust resistant

= 3reat adhesion without sanding
= Easy soap & waler clear up

GENERIC TYPE:
Acrylic resin, water-based, interior primer and sealer

SURFACES:

New ar remodeled areas, drywall and bare wood.

Walls, ceilings, dooss, trim, railings, and related interior
paintable surfaces. Bonds lo glossy enamels and clear
finishes, hardboard, glass and tile. Provides [lash rust
resistance in its "wet staie’ when coating iron railings, stest
frames, piping, etc. Evens porosity on previously painted
surfaces. Seals porous drywall and masonry. Reslsis graln
raise on ngw woads and sands easily to a powder in one
hour making it a great enamel undercoater,

APPLICATION DATA:

Brush, ralier or pad: Use synthetic (nylon, polyester or blend}
Alrless Spray: 015 - 017 tip @ 2000 — 2500 st

Practival Spread Rate; 400 - 500 sq. it per ga'lon
Apglicatian Condilians: 50° ~ 807 F / 7% - B5% RH)

Bry Time {75° F / 50% RH)
Touch. 35 min Recoal. 1 he.
Stain Sealng 2 hrs  Fuli scrape cure: 5 - T days

Tinting: Up fo0 2 02 universal colorast

CLEANUP:
Water and detergent

Oil-Base Stain Blocker

= Oll-base parformance without the oil-base ador

+ High hiding stain blocker; seals stains from water, fire
damage and nicoting

* Bright white, non-yellowing; Dries to a dead flat finish
« Sprayable 350 YOG formuia
» Great for content fires and furnace puff backs

GENERIC TYPE:
Aorylic, solvent base, very low odor, interlor primer-sealer
stain killer

SURFACES:

Interior

Previously painted drywall, plaster, masonry {stuero,
congrets block, poured concrete, brick) and under high pH
{(up 1o 12.5) texture coatings and drywall compounds, wood
{pine, fir, cedar, redwood, plywood), metal {zluminum, steel,
stainless steel, copper), rigid plastics, glossy laminates &
fiberglass. Blocks slains resuiting from water & fire damage,
seals stains from nicoting, tannin bleed, dark calors, graffiti,
most markers, pencil, crayon, lipstick, etc.

APPLICATION DATA.:

Brush, relier or pad: Natural bristle or lambskin

Atrless Spray (3/4 GPM pump or larger): 017" tip @ 2500 pst
Conventional Spray: Spray @ 60 — 70 psi

Prattical Spread Rale: 350 - 450 s ft per gallon
Application Canditions: 40°— 90° F 7 15% - 85% AH

Dry Time (76'F / 50% RH)

Touel: 1 br. Aeceat" 2 hrs

Stzin seafing: 2 rvs.  Full scrape eure, 7 days

Tinting: Lip 10 7 oz. universal colorant

CLEANUP:
Mineral Spirils

R
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AS OF §1°2011 COMPL'ES OR 15 SERT FEB WATH .23
SCAOMD __Yes  MPI# NiA

GARB Yes _ MP(X-GREEN NIA
o1 Yes  GREENGUARD N/A
LADCO _ Yes GREENSEAL™ _ NA

AIM Yes_ CHPS NIA
LEEDS ___ VYes'  NAHB/IGC NGHS _N/A

“Procut map belp projects quatify ke LLED cregils.
Plzass 103wt gl oryLEED for adfdiiona! celauls

FILL /MAX TINT

No, L2002

Gallon— 1280z / 202"

§ Gallon — 6400z / 100z

“*Yinting is nol recomemended lor siainblocking
apgicalions.

FINiSH
85°=<200

Streen fevels capent on porosity and vanious suiace
irtequiatities.

COMPOSITION

Vehicle; Epoxy Resin

Weight Solids: 54.0% (+/-} 2%
Volume Solids; 37.5% [+/-) 2%
Weight / Gallon (tbs): 11.6 (+/) 02
Viscosity: 80 - 100 KU

VoG 759
Tive acdition of coloranis may add ¥OCs

FLASHPOINT
N/A

COVERAGE RATE

Coverage: 300 - 400 sq. ft. {28 - 37 m?} per
gallon, depending en the suriace iexture,
porosily end application method, Dogs ot
Include the loss of malerial from spraying.

RECOMMENDED FILM FHICKNESS
AL 300 sq. I1. per gallon:
 Wal: 5.3 mils; Dry: 2.0 mils

At 400 sq. {L. per gallon:
= Wet: 4.0 mils; Dry: 1.5 mils

PREMIUM APPLICATION TOOLS
Alrless Spray:

Tip: 015" - 021"

Filter. 52 mesh

PSI Fluld pressure of 2,500 - 3,800

TECHNICAL|DATA SHEET

KILZ MAX™ INTERIOR WATER-BASED PRIMER

KILZ MAX ™ is a water-based primer, sealer and stainblocker developed witi new leshnology
Ihal's ‘ormutzled lo perform Tike an oil-based product. H ackles tough stains including medium
10 heavy waler damage, 1us1, smoke, nicotine, grease, lannin. ink, penci, felt marker, pet stains
sng more. KILZ MAX also seals pe! and smoke odars. Topcaal with falex or oil-based paink

e Drywall
« Panied helai
= Wood

WHERE T USE
Use on properly prepared interias surfaces, such as:
= Brek o (eram’c Tile
* Glass »  Masonry
= Plaster »  Slueeo
Raoller:

Smooth Surfaces 3/8" - 1/2° nap
Rough / Porous Surlaces: 1/2° - 3/4° nap

Brush: Nylon / Polyester Blend
Clean ali fools belore and after use.

SURFACE PREPARATIONT

« The surface must be clean, free of dust, prease,
wax, peeling paint, mold, mildew and
walipaper paste. If washing is necessary, uss 2
fron-503py delergent or a TSP substitule, Rinse
weil ard allow to dry.

= Peeling or Checked Paint Serape off loose
paint and sand to 2 smooth surlace. Sanding
or removal of pain! conlaining lead is
hazardovs.

» Muold ot Mildew Covered Surfaces; Wash the
asea with a mildew remover, finse wilh waler
and atlow to dry before priming.

« Masenry, Brick, Stucco and Plaster: KILZ MAX
primer may be used on clean, dry, aged
masonsy sutlaces. New masonry musi be
allowed lo cure {dry) 2t least 30 days belore
applying KILZ MAX primer.

= Fire Resloration: |t is crilical to clean smoke
damaged suriaces thoroughly betore priming.

APPLICATION

» Eye protection is secommended.

» Apply as supplied using a brush, rolfer ot
Splayer.

« Da not 1kin lor slainblocking applica-
fians. A small amoun! ol water may be added
for other spray appications.

« Only apply i surface, air and product tempera-
tures are between 50°-90°F (10°-32°C).

= Slir thoroughiy before and occasionally during
use,

« Prime the entire surface to ensure a uniform
appearance of the toptoat,

« Stainblocking: Alter priming, lest for stan
bleed-ihrough by applying the topeoal fo 2
small section. 1l Ihe stain bleeds trough the
topcoat, apply a second coal of primes and
fes! again hefore toproating (he entire area, If
bleeding conlinues, a longer dry tme is
needed belore topcaating.

« Sealing odors: For persistent odors, apply 8
sacond coal of primer before {opcoating. Il
odor continues, 3 longer dry time is neaded
before tapcoaling.

» Tinting: Nol recommended lor stainblocking
applicalions. KILZ MAX primer may be linted
wilht up lo 2 ounces ol universal colorant per
gallon for pon-stainblocking projecls,

- Tinling to & lighter shade than the topcoal is
recommendgd.

DRY TIME at 77°F {26°C), 50% RH:
» To Touch: 30 Minutes
« To Recoat / Topcaat: 1 Hour

Application a! bowe! temperalimes, high humfdlly or poor
veniitation wiil aiteci dry lime.

M’kﬂﬂﬂmh&m Industries LLC

THE IloHTeion i B1C, Jed 5 5+ ntl D FEpHsenlaions o waifanties, exther axwess o fmplise, ol met haniahitly, bness for  parficnlit prpase of
of any oher gy ﬂmdp Wit respach ta I informalion oy do auy produd et talrlm,s

iwarmation

For MSDS ov [0 consiX with 3 technical service represenlaltys, clf 1-865-PRIMER-1,
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TERIOR WATER-BASED PRIMER

CLEAN UP & DISPOSAL

« Clean equipmeni and paint spatters with warm, soapy waler,

» || spilted, contale materia} 2nd remaove with an ing absorbenl. Jispose ot contaminaled absorbent, comtainer and unused product in acordance with al!
current federal, state and focal regulations.

+ Do not dispose of this proguct down a drain.

» Please cons dar danating any vnused product.

» For recycling or disposal information, contact your local househo!d refuse cofiectisn service.

LIMITED WARRANTY _

It this produg! is found o be deiective upon inspection by its representalive, Masterchem industeies LLG wilt, at its oplion. aither furnish an equivalent amount
of new product or refund the purchase price lo the original consumer purchaser of fis produc! upon proof of purchase. Masierchem Induslries wilf nof be
liable for any representations or warranties mads by any relail selfer or appficalor of this product, This warranty excludes (1) fabor or cost of labor for
the removal of this product ar any other grodust, the repalr or replacement of substrates 1o which this product is applied or the applica-
tion of replatemeni product and (2} any incidental or consequential damages. Some slales do ot allow the exclusion ar timitation of incidental
o¢ consequential vamages. 50 the above limitation or exclusion may nol apply lo you. This warfanly gives you speciic rights and you may also hava olher
rights which vary from stale o stale. This warranly is tiot iransierable. To make 3 wananly claim, wrile to Techinical Service, Masterchern Intiustries LLE, 3135
(i Highway M, Imperial, 840 83052-2834, or emaif Technical Service af techservice@masterchem.com.

TWARMING! #f you serape, sand of remove old paint, you may refease lead dust LEAD 15 TOXIC. EXPOSURE TO LEAD DUST CAN CAUSE SERIOUS
{LLNESS, SUCH AS BRAIN DAMAGE. ESPECIAC LY IN CHILDREN. PREGNANT WOMEN SHOULD ALSO AVOID EXPOSURE. Wear 2 MIOSH-approved respira-
ior lo conirol lead exposure Clean up carelully with 3 HEPA vacuum 2nd 2 wel mop. Belore you siar, find out how to prolect yourseif and your lamily by
contacting the Mational Lead Information Holline at 1-800-424-LEAD or log on lo wwi.gpa gov/lead.

WARNING: This produc! conlains chemicals known o the Stafe of California fo cause cancer and birth delects, or other repraductive harm.

WARNING! IRRITANT! HARMFUL OR FATAL IF SWALLOWED. Avaid conlact with yes. May cause gye, nosa and throat Irsitation. Avold brealhing of dus),
vapors or spray mist, Open windows and doors or use other means lo ensure fresh air enlry during appfication and Grying. Il you exparieice Bye walering,
heatlache, or diziness, or il 2ir monitoring demonsirales vapor / mist levefs are bove applicable fimils, wear an appropriale, properly filted respirator {NIOSH
/ MSHA TC 23C or equivalent) during and afier application. Faliow respiralor manufaclurer s direction for tespiralor use. Giose canlainer afler each use. Wash
thoroughly affer handling and before smoking and eating.

FIRST AID

o If swallowed, do not induce vomiting. Gel medical allention immediately:

» If you experfence dilficully in breathing, leave th area o oblain iresh air. i conlinued difficutty s experienced, get medical altentien immedialply.
» In case of eye conlact, flush eyes immediaiely with plenty of water for al feas! 13 minules and gel medicat allention:.

KEEP FROM FREEZING
KEEP T OF REACH OF CHILDREN

DO NOT TAKE INTERNALLY
{&]; E]h
M
.
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Thulin, John (DBHDS)
From: Virginia Corcaran [voorcoran@icc-es.org] on behalf of es [es@ice-e5.0rg]
Sent: Monday, October 27, 2014 5:36 PM
To: Thulin, John (DBHDS)
Subject: RE: KILZ Brand Sealant
Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged

Dear Mr. Thulin,

Thank you for your e-mail below. | do not find a report under the product name of "KILZ” or under that manufacturer.
They do not have an ESR report with ICC-ES,

¥ind Regards,

Virginla Coreoran
Adminlstrative Coordinator il

128 Evaluation Service, LLC

Waestern Regtonal Gfflce

3060 Saturn Street, Sulta 100

Brea, CA 82821

Tel: 562.695.0543, x3309 | 5562.695.4694

Emall: vearcoran@icc-es.org | Web: www.lcc-as.org

HlEy

-— j3‘;-.'.-#‘."'-;

s L S

"L EVALUATION SERVICE

From: Thulin, John (DBHDS) [mailt:ichn.thulin@dbhds virginia.qov]
Sent: Monday, October 27, 2014 1:05 PM

To: ICC-ES Help
Subject: KILZ Brand Sealant

I am trying to locate any evaluation or report on "KILZ” paint, sealant, or shellac. It
may licenced to be made by mare than one manufacturer, but I know that Masterchem



Industries LLC is one that does. I have been looking through some of your listings but
1 do not see the product, Can you help?

Thank you,

John S. Thulin
434-947-2363 Qffice
434-907-5831 Cell

Notice: This message is intended only for the individual or entity fo which it fs addressed and may be confidential and/or
privileged. If the reader of this message is not the intended recipient, you are hereby nolified that any dissemination,
distribution or copying of this communicalion is strictly prohibited, If you have received this communication in error, pleasa
nolify the sender by relum e-mail, and delete the original message and all copies from your system. Thank you.
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Product No.
Shellac-Base
Primer-Sealer/Stain Killer/Bond Coat 00900
' ) 00901
Performance Characteristics 00904
= Dries in minutes, ¢an be recoated in 45 minutes :
» Superior adhesian to glossy surfaces without scuff sanding 00968

s High-hiding formutla blocks stubborn and perslstent stains
v Seals porous surfaces with excellent enamel holdout

» Can be applied In freezing temperatures

» Permanently blocks every kind of odor

« Seals bleeding knots and sap streaks

» Dried film Is non-toxic and hypo-allergenic

Recommended Uses — Recommended for application to interior caliings, walls, doors, tim, cabinets, furniture, and
related paintable surfaces. Exterior uses are limited to spot priming only. May be used to block water, grease, rust,
smoke, asphalt, graffiti, and many other types of stains.

» Interior - New and previously painted drywall, cured plaster/cement based coatings, wood (plne, fir, cedar, redwood,
plywood), metal (aluminum, steel, statnless steel, copper}, vinyl, PVC, fiberglass, cured masonry (stucco, concrete block,
poured concrete, brick). Blocks stains and odors resulting from water & fire damage, seals stains from dark colors,
grease, rust, creosote, asphalt, crayon, fipstick, graffitl, markers, knats, sap streaks, tannin bleed, etc.

» Exterior - Spot prime persistent bleed from knots and sap streaks befare full-surface priming with water or all base
primer.

« Sealing — B-I-N seals unpainted or porous surfaces so topcoat paints have better coverage. It fills and binds wood
fibers to create a smooth, sealed surface with “enamel holdout” so fewer coats of paint are needed. Note that very
porous suifaces may require two coats and may reduce square foot coverage of the preduct.

« Mold & Mildew Resistance ~ Resists the growth of mold and mildew on the primer film,

» Stain Blocking — Can B-I-N is the ulimate interior stain Killing primer, One coat wilt effectively block stalns, including
water, nicotine, ink, graffiti, crayon, marker, rust and smoke stalns so they won't bleed into the topeoat. Some stains
require a second coat, Recommended for permanently sealing heavy fire and water stains B-I-N seals in smoke stains and
odars taused by fires, It also seals In wrine and other animal odors from smelling. B-I-N may be used In areas where

incidental contact to feod ltems accurs. B-I-N Is also recammensded for seafing nicotine stains or eders from tobacco.

» Over Wallcovering — B-I-N may bz usad to prime existing, soundly adhered, non-porous wallcoverings to hide
patterns/dark colors prior to painting,

Glossy Surfaces ~ Glossy enamel paint and elear finishes, ceramic tile, paneling, cablnets and metal surfaces can be
primed witheut sanding or deglossing.

65
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Surface Preparation - Surfaces should be clean, dry, sound and free of dust, dirt, excessive chalky material, grime,
grease, oif, wax, mildew, wallpaper adhesive or any contermination that may Interfere with adhesion, IF unsure, always
wash surface with a household ammonla and water solution, apprapriate deaning sclution, ar solvent (Do nat use TSP as
& cleaner). Remove any unsoundly adhered coatings. Sand any remaining palnt film edges smooth with the surface,
Lightly sand exposed exterior wood with 80 to 100 grit sandpaper to remove lpose or

weathered wood fibers, Attempt to remove existing stalns by washing, sanding, sctaping, etc. Kill exterior mildew with
Zinsser JOMAX® House Cleaner and Mildew Killer. Bare wood that has been exposed for more than 4 weeks should be
Hghtly sanded or abraded to remove weathered wood fibers. Countersink exposed nallhaads and fill all naltholes and
gouges with Ready Patch®, Remove interlor mold and mildew before painting with a solution of one cup household
bleach per gallon of water or a quality biocidal wash. Rinse well. Always wear protective clothing and goggles to prevent
eye and skin contact with bleach. Do not mix ammonia or any other chemical with bleach solution. If you are concerned
about mold and mildew behind walls, underneath flooring, in ventifation systems or other unseen areas, contact a
professional who spedalizes In mold and mildew remediation. For commerdial bulldings and schools fallow appropriate
guidelines for mold removal. Remove rust and wipe metal with & cloth dampened In alcohol then apply a rust-inhibitive
primer, WARNING! If you scrape, sand or remove old paint, you may release lead dust. LEAD IS TOXIC. EXPOSURE TO
LEAD DUST CAN CAUSE SERIOUS ILLNESS, SUCH AS BRAIN DAMAGE, ESPECIALLY IN CHILDREN. PREGNANT WOMEN
SHOULD ALSO AVOID EXPOSURE. Wear a NIOSH-Approved resgirator to control lead exposure, Ciean up carefully with a
HEPA vacuum and a wet mop, Before you start, find out how to protect yourself and your family by contacting the
National Lead Information Hotline

at 1-800-424-LEAD or log on to www.epa.govflead

Application Conditions — Apply when air and surface temperature Is between 0° and 90° F (-18® and 32° C} and
relative humidity is less than 70%. Bo not apply B-I-N If surface temperature Is within 159 of the dew point, Substrate
moisture content should not exceed 12%.

Application Methods ~ Shake or stir before using. Eliminate all sources of ignition. In most cases only one coat is
necessary to prime most surfaces. If excessive absarption occurs over very porous substrates a second coat may ba
necessary. Spot priming

is racommended only under high-hlding topceat paints. For best results prime entire surface before painting. Keep .
container closed when not In use, Do not thin this product.

« Brush, Roller or Pad — Use natural or synthetic {nyfon,  polyester or blend)

« Alrless Sprayer - Use 011" - 013" tp @ 800-1,200 PSI

- Conventional Sprayer — Spray at 45 ~ 55 P51

Tinting ~ Add up to 2 oz, {59 ml) universal colorant per gallon. Tinting the primer toward the color of the toproat helps
the paint hide In one coat. (Note that the addition of universal colorant may prolong the dry time of this product)

Dry Time — In most cases B-I-N will dry to the touch in 20 minutes and can be recoated In 45 minutes. The dry primer
film develops full adheslon after it cures In 1 to 3 days, Lower tetnperatures, higher humidity and the addition of tint wifl
prolong dry and cure time.

Coverage — — Approx. 500 sg. f. (46 m2} per gallon on smooth, painted, non-porous surfaces; 400 sq. &, (37 m2) per
gallon on rough, unpatnted, porous surfaces, Application losses may vary according to the porosity and texture of tha
substrate and the method of application and should be taken inta account when estimating the quantity of product
needed.

Cleanup — Clean up spills and drips with denatured alcoho! or ammoniated detergent. If splils or drips have dried use
denatured alcohol or ammoniated detergent to soften and remove primer, Wash spplication tools in a solution of 1 part
ammenia and 3 parts water iImmediately after use, If product has dried on application tool soak the tool overnight In 2
solution

of equal parts ammonia and water, Scrub clean with a stff brush. Follow manufacturer’s Instructions when deaning spray

equipment.

(o)



WARNING:

Flammable liquld and vapor. Contains ethanol, Keep away from heat, sparks, and open flame, Use with adequate ventilation. Do
ok smoke while using, Do not get In eyes, In case of eye contact, flush eyes with plenty of water for at least 15 minutes. Do net
breathe vapors. If you experience

difficulty in breathing, aye waterng, headache or dizziness, increase fresh air or leava the area to obtain fresh air, If symptoms persist
gat medical attention. If spraying use axplosfon-proof equipment and wear a NIOSH-approved respirator. Do not take internally, If
swallowed, contact a physician or Polson Control Center, Avold skin contact, Keep contalner closed when not in use. KEEP QUT OF
REACH OF CHILDREN. .

Warranty — B-I-N is quaranteed to perform as Indicated when applied acccrding to 1zbel divections to a properly prepared surface.
Directions are as complete as possible but cannot encompass all conditions, applications, and/or surfaces beyond manufacturer's
control. The contents of the container are warranted to be free from any other defect for 2 years from the date of manufacture. A
warrantees and guarantees are {imited to refund or reptacement of product used with proof of purchase, No other warranty or
quarantee ls expressad or Implied,

Typical Ph

Percent Solids, Weight: 51% Dry Time @75° F f 50% RH: 464 sq. ft gal

Percent Sclids, Volume: 29% Touch: 20 min
Density: 9.8 |b. {4.4 kg)/fqgal Recoat: 45 min
Viscosity Range: 53 -65 KU Stain Sealing @ 75° F/ 50% RH: 45 min
Theatetical Spread Rate
@
1 mill DFT: 464 s, ft gal Adhesion Cure @ 75° F/50% RH: 1-3 days
Cured Gloss @ 60° 5~ 10 % (flat)
Cured Enamel Holdout: 8% gloss maintained
Flame Spread {ASTM-84-
97A): 0, Class 1
Smoke Contrib. Freeze/Thaw Stable: Yes
(ASTM-84-97A): 5, Class 1 Shelf Life: 36 mo @ 75°F (24°C)
Flash Point (ASTM Storage/Handling: Store indaors
D3278): 54°F(12°C) 40° - 80° F
VOC: Max VOC 550 g/l {4° - 27°C)
MPI Certified: #36and 46

Disposal - Dispose of unused or unwanted product in accardance with local taws regulating solvent-based coatings.
Limitations ~ Not recommended for whole surface exterior application or for application to floors or decks or surfaces
subject to immersion or profonged contact with water. These limitations are not to be construed as all-inclusive,
‘Technical Assistance Available through local authorized

Rust-Oleurn dealers, For the dealer nearest you call (888} B55-1774 or visit our websita at www.zinsser.com,

Packaging

. Unit Case Case Pallet
Unit Size Code B
5 gallon 00800 1 51 ibs, 36 ea.
1 gallon 40901 4 42 lbs. 45 s,
1 quart 00904 6 16 Ibs, 112 ¢s,
1 pint 00908 & B ibs. 196 cs.

CAUTION: Read and carafully follow all information on this Technicat Data Bulletin, on the product label and the material safety data sheet for this
product, To the best of our knowledge, the date contalned herein are true and azcurate at the date of ssuance and are subject to change without
prior notice, User must contact Rust-Oleum ta verlfy correctness before specifying or ordering. No guarantee of accuracy is given or implled, We
guarantee our products to conform to Rust-Cleum's quality coatrol and assume no nnslblllﬁ j% £overage parformance ar injurles from use,

Visit Zinsser.com for our mqst up-to—datén' te:}la%! data bulletins, e

Rust-Oteun Carporation, 11 Hawthom Parkway, Vernon Hllls, IL 60061
An RPM Company

Phone: 847+3677700
www.nistoleum.com
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For Immediate Release For more information, contact:

Sept, 22, 2014 Melanie Edwards
Www.icc-e5.0rg _ Tel: 1-800-423-6587 x5688

medwards@icc-es.org

ICC-ES Introduces Connect+ Customer Care Service

Manufacturers who apply to the ICC Evaluation Service for an ICC-ES evaluation report (ESR) or
listing will receive enhanced, best-in-class customer care under the new Connect+ service. This valuable
service will benefit new and existing ICC-ES report holders by offering a dedicated service team
committed to customer satisfaction with answers to any questions applicants may have.

“Based on customer feedback, ICC-ES continues to implement new ways to simplify the application
process,” said [CC-ES President, Shahin Moinian, P.E, “We’re listening to our clients and constantly
improving our processes to meet their needs.”

The dedicated ICC-ES Connect+ Customer Care representatives and technical staff in each of ICC-
ES’ regional offices will guide applicants through the application and documentation process and
provide them immediate access to professionals when assistance is needed. Applicants can be confident
that the dedicated ICC-ES Connect+ Customer Care team will provide the highest lavel of individual
attention to each applicant. [CC-ES is supporting the Connect+ service by providing [CC-ES
representatives with on-going, advanced customer service training to further meet the needs of clients
and facilitate the code-compliance report process from beginning-to-end.

“We appreciate the professional service offered by ICC-ES knowing that jt is recognized industry-
wide as well as by the building code officials,” said Craig Snyder, P.E., Technical Director, CH
Machine, Inc.

Applicants may contact the staff members on the ICC-ES Connect+ Customer Care Team at 1-800-
423-6587 ext. 33814,

About ICC-ES

A nonprofit, limited liability company, ICC-ES is the United States’ [eading evaluation service for
innovative building materials, components and systems. ICC-ES Evaluation Reports (ESRSs), Building
Product Listings and PMG Listings provide evidence that products and systems meel requirements of
codes and technical standards. The ICC-ES Environmental Programs issue VAR environmental reports
that verify a product meets specific sustainability targets defined by today’s codes, standards, green
rating systems and ICC-ES gnvironmental criteria. The Environmental Programs now offer
Environmental Product Declarations (EPDs), to meet global market demand for science-based,
transparent, quality-assured information about a product’s environmental performance. ICC-ES isa
subsidiary of the International Code Councii® (ICC®). For more information, please visit www.icc-

€5.0rf.

B



Moy

ESR-2843*
Raissued July 1, 2012
This report is subject to ranewal July 1, 2013.

www.lcc-es.orq | (800) 423-6587 | {562) 699-0543

A Subsidiary of the Interational Code Councii®

DIVISION: 07 00 00—THERMAL AND MOISTURE
PROTECTION

Section: 07 25 00—Watar-Resistive Barriers/Weather
Barriers

REFPORT HOLDER:

TREMCO BARRIER SOLUTIONS, INC.
6402 EAST MAIN STREET
REYNOLDS, OHIO 43068

{614) 3224447
www.quaranteaddryhasements.com

EVALUATION SUBJECT:

ENVIRO-DRI™ WEATHER-RESISTANT BARRIER (WRB)
SYSTEM

1.0 EVALUATION SCOPE
Compliance with the following codes:
B 2012 and 2009 Infernationa! Building Code® (1BC)
u 2012 and 2009 intemational Residantial Coda® (IRC)
Property evaluated:
Water-resistive barier
2.0 USES

The Envira-Dri Weather-Resfstant Barrier System s used
as an altemalive to the water-resistive barrier spedified In
IBC Section 1404.2 and IRC Section R703,2. The system
compliss with ASTM E2570 as indicated in IBC Section
1408.4.1.1 and IRC Section R703.9.2.1. The sysiem may
be instalied over plywood, oriented strand board (OSE)
and “frinch-thick structural fiberboard wall sheathing on
exterior walls of Type V-B {IBC) construction or structures
constructed in accordance with the IRC.

3.0 DESCRIPTION
3.1 General:

Tha Enviro-Dri Weather-Resistanl Barrier System consists
of Enviro-Dri Field Membrane, Envira-Dni Jo'nt Sealant and
Envira-Dri Jaint Fabric.

311 Enviro-Drl Field Membrane: Envire-Dri  Field
Membrane Is a single-component flexible, polymer-
modified asphali emuision coallng material, Enviro-Dri
Field Membrane is packaged in 52-galion {97 L) and
330-galton (1249 L) drums, It has one-year shelf life when
stored st temperalures between 40°F and 100°F {4°C and
38°C}) and out of diract sunlight.

34.2 Enviro-Drl JoInt Sealant: Enviro-Dri Jolnt Sealant
is & single-componeni, flexible, polymer-modified asphait
emuision Joint seslant materal. Enviro-Dri Joint Sealant is
packaged in 52-gallon (197 1) drums. Enviro-Dr Joint
Sealant has one-year shelf fife when stored at
ternperatures between 40°F and 100°F (4°C and 38°C) and
out of direct sunlight

3.1.3 Enviro-Dri Joint Fabric: Enviro-Dri Joint Fabric is
a spun polyester fabric with a minimum weight of 1.4

oziyd®.

3.2 Water Vapor Transmisslon:

The water vapor fransmisslon value of Enviro-Dri {Tremeo
Barrier Solutions product numbers TRS730, TEST31, eng
TBS732), tested at an average of 0.030 inch (30 mils) in
aceordance with ASTM Ef96 (Water Method), is less than
35 gim® per 24 hdurs bul greater than 6 g/m? per 24 hours.

The water vapor transmission wvalue of Envire-Bn
(Tremeo Bamier Solufions product numbers TBS730A,
TBST31A, and TBS7I2A), tested al en everage of 0.012
inch (12 mils) In accordance with ASTM ES6 (Water
Methody, is greater than 35 gfm? per 24 hours.

3.3 Sheathing:

The use of the Enviro-Dri Weather-Resistant Barrier
System is limited to applications over the following
sheathing materals:

n Plywood, Exposure 1, complying with U.S. DOC PS-1

m Crignted strand board, Exposure 1, complying with U.S.
DOC PS-2

% YIrinch, Type IV, Grade 2 Stuctural Fiberboard
complying with ASTM C208

4.0 INSTALLATION
41 General:

The Insialzation of the Envira-Dri Weather-Resistant Barrier
System must comply with this repod apd the
manufacturer’s published Installalion inslructions. The
manufacturers published installation Instrustions must be
Aavaliable at the jobsite at all times during installalion,

4.2 Subsirate Preparation:

The Enviro-Dil Weather-Resistant Barrier System must be Ve
insialled on the exlerior slde of vertical exterior walls ov?)**

the extarior sheathing, The sheathing tyge must be ona &f
those listad in Section 3.3 of this report. Sheathing must be
installed as required by the applicable code. The sheathing
surfaces must be free -of all beng-inhibiting materals,
including dirt, oft and other foraign matier, The Enviro-Dri

*Ravised Fehruzry 2013

JC-ES Evaluatiun Reports ore nat io e construed ar represeming aeathetics or any other arirtbutes rot specifically addressed, nor are they (a be construed
as on enddorzement of the subject of the reporl or & recommendalion for its ute, There is »o worranly by JCC Evaluatian Service, LLC, express or Implied, as

10 any finding ar other matter in this repart, or as to any product covered by the report.

Copyright ©2013
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Weather-Reslistant Barrier System must nof be instailed on
wet surfaces, below-grade surfaces, or on surfaces subject
o waler Immarsion. The substrate must be sufficiently dry
to ensure bonding (adbesion) of the membrane and joint
sealant. Damaged sheaihing musi be removed and
replaced,

4.3 Enviro-Drl Weather-Resistant Barrler System
Application:

Envire-Dri Fielkd Membrane and Joint Sealani can be
applied vsing a brush, trowel, manual roller, powar roller or
spray equipment. Both Enviro-Dii Field Membrane and
Joint Sealant are ready for application as supplied. The
substrate must be prepared as described in Section 4.2 of
this report.

4.3.1 Waeather: The alr and surface temperalures at the
time of apphcation are permifted to be between (°F (-17°C)
and 130°F (54°C). Temperature during the application
must nof exceed 130°F (64°C). The Envire-Dri System
must not be installed during rain or impending raln or mist,
or on wet surfaces that might damage the system before it
can sufficlently dry and cure.

4.3.2 Enviro-Drt Joint Sealant Applicatlon: Jolnis
between sheathing panels or betwaen sheathing panels
and framing must be sealed eilher using Enviro-Dri Jo'nt
Sealant or Enviro-Dri Joint Fabric and coating, per section
4.3.4. When using Enviro-Dr] Joint Sealant, the joints must
not exceed ‘g inch (3.2 mmy) in thickness, The full depth of
the joint must be filled with the Enviro-Dri Joint Sealant
malerial. For joinls between tighlly butied sheathing
panels, the jolnt must be sealed by application of &
confinuous layer of Enviro-Dri Jolnt Sealant to the exterior
surface of the adjoining sheathing and across the joinl. The
Envire-Drl Jolnt Sealant must exiend a minimum of 'z inch
{12.7 mm) onte each adjoining sheathing panel and have a
minimum wet {hickness of 12 mils [0.012 inch (0.3 mm)].
For joints wider than 'y inch {3.2 mm) thal are backed with
framing, the joint between the inlerior edge of the
shesthlng panel and the framing must be sealsd with
Enviro-Dr Jolnt Sealant al a minimum of " Inch {6.4 mm)
wel thickness, measured as a radius from the jolnl,

4,3 Enviro-Dr] Fleld Membrane Application: The
sheathing area must be fully end evenly coated with
Enviro-Dri Fiekd Membrane applied at a minimum wet
thickness of 12 miis (0.012Zinch (0.3 mm)).

4.3.4 Enviro-Dd Fabrlc Application: Enviro-DA Joint
Fabric must be fully coated and adhered to the exerior
surface of the shealhing on both sides of joints and gaps
with either Enviro-Dd Field Membrane or Envira-Dii Joint
Sealant,

4,35 Cure Time: At 70°F {21°C) and 50 percent relalive
humidity, both Enviro-Dri Field Membrane and Enviro-Dri
Joint Sealant are dry to the touch within twe fo four hours.
Drying time varies depending on temperaturehumidily and
surface conditions; cocl or damp conditions may slow
drying, while hot or dry conditions may accelerate drying.
Enviro-Drl Joint Sealant normally takes longer to dry than
Enviro-Drl Fleld Membrane, because It Is applied In a

thicker application, Orylng time may vary with substrate
and ndividual Job conditions. Surfaces must be protected
framn rain untll completely dry.

£.0 CONDITIONS OF USE

The Enviro-Dii  Weather-Resistanl  Barrier  System
described in this report complies with, or is a sultable
altemative to what is specified in, those codes listed in
Section 1.0 of this repor, subject {0 the following
conditions:

51 Instalialon must comply with this repar, the
mantfaciurer's published Instailation Instruetions, and
the applicable sode, In the event of a conflicl between
this report and the manufaclurers published
Instalfation inslnuctions, this report govems.

6.2 For waterresistive coatings used in EIFS
applical'ons special Inspections are required at tha
jobsite In accordance with 2092 IBC Section
1705.15.1 and 2008 |BC Section 1704.14 1. For othar
applicalions, spedial Inspeclions are not required at
the jobsite if installation is done by an installer or
contractor frained by the manufaclurer, and a
cerlificate of instailafion is presented to the code
official al the completion of each praject, atharwise,
special inspections are required at the jobsite in
accordance with 2012 1BC Section 1705.15.1 and
2009 1BC Secllon 1704 15. Dufles of the inspecior
ncluda verifying fleld preparation of malerals,
explation dates, installation of companents, curing of
compenents, instalfation of joints and sealants,
applied dry-film thitkness and Interface of coating
material with flashings,

63 The Enviro-Dri Weather-Reslstant Barmier System is
lirnited {c Installations on vertlcal wals and must not
be used on parapets or on sloped or hosrizontal
surfaces.

54 The Envir-Dri Weather-Rasistant Barrier Sysiem
mus{ be covered with on exierior wall covering
complying with {he epplicable coda or a curent
ICC-ES evaluation report,

§.5 The Enviro-Di Weather-Resistant Barrer System
. vust not be used for repaiing moving cracks or
joints,
6.0 EVIDENCE SUBMITTED

Data in accondance with the 10C-ES Acceplance Criterla
for Water-rasistive Coafings Used as Weatherresistive
Barriers over Exterior Sheathing {AC212), dated November
2012,

7.0 IDENTIFICATION

Packages of the Enviro-Dri WeatherReslstani Bamier
System producls described in this report must be identified
by a label bearing the manufacturers name (Tremco
Barrier Solutions) and address, product name and product
number, identification of companeants, Tot or batch number,
quantity of material in packaged mix, storage instructions
and shelf life, and the ICC-ES evaluation repar numbar
{ESR-2643).
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Plytenium?® plywoad sheathing is ‘deal for residential and light commercial construction, and provides outstand'ag
performance for walls and roofs. It adds proven gerformance and durahility ta new homas, room additlons and renovations.

Available Sizes (Szed o £'x 4

Square Edge

3-11%" {1 216 m} x 7-1174" (2,435 m)

Bullding Code Performance Categories, Panel Thickness

» 3/8 CAT, D.354" {8.99 mm}

» 15/32 CAT {3-pvy), 0.451” {11.45 mmi
+ 15/32 CAT {4-py}, 0.4517 (11.45 mm)
= 15/32 CAT, D.67B" {14 68 mm]
» 23/32 CAT, 0.703" [77.85 mm}

Specifications
Length/Width Tolerance
Straightness Tolerance
Squareness Tolerance
Primary Species '
Tasting Agency
Classifications

Code Fire ClassHication
Flama Spread Rating
Bullding Code Compliance

Other |nformation
Forestry Cartification

Green Building Programs

NGBS Green Certified

+0, %" {30, ~1.6 mmi}

%" {£1.8 mm)

=% (23.2 mm]

Southern Yallow Fina

APA®.The Engineered Weod Association

Exposura 1 - Phwood suitable for uses not permanently axposed (o the weather. Panels
¢'assifled as Exposure 1 are intended to resist the effects of mositure on structur performance
as may otcuf dug to construction delays, or other conditions of similar sever ty.

Exterior ~ Plywood suitable for repeated wetting and redrying or long-tarm exposure to
waather and other conditions of similar severity.

Class or C

76-200, smoke-developed index <480

PS5 1-09 ar PS 2410

Plytanium plywood panels are made frorn wood sourced
through a systam that is third-party certified to the

( @ SUSTALABE Certified Soursing
Sustainable Foresity Initiative® procurement standard.

HImaTvE vt LM oEE
Atoeont

See aur Plytanium plywood Sustainability Fact Sheet available .
at www.builditbetter.com or more information on potential o
point contributions towards specific green bullding programs. o

Plytanium plywood is Home Innovation NGBS Green Certified
for Resaurce Efficiancy ant Indoor Environmental Quality.
Plegse visit Homainnovation.corm/Green for more infaimation,



Product Warranty

International Shipping

Formaldehyde Emissions

Manufactiring Locations

Pytanium® plywood is covered by a Liletime Limited Warranty, For terms and conditions,
please refer to our Lifetme Limited Warranty avaiabla at www.buidditbelter.com.

To pravent tha introduction and spread of plant pests, /SPM 15: Intarnetional Standards for
Phytasamtsry Measures, requires that internationally shipped solid wood palets be debarked,
treated with heat or fumigated with methy: bromice, and marked with 2 sesl of compliance
Pallets made with engineerad wood, including Plytanium piywood, are exernpt from
ISEM 15 regulations. This is because the precess of manufecturing angineered wood
destroys any Iive organisms n the wooed, (Source: “Boxes, Crate and Ree! Manufacturing,”
www. PerformancePanels.com)

Plytenium pywood conta ns no added urea formaldehyde resins, PS 1 and PS 2 structural panets
are gxempt from testing by the California Air Resources Board [CARB) in tha Composite Wood
Air Toxic Contro! Measure IATCM) and phanolic bended structural pansls are exempt from
testing or monitorng by HUD in the Manufactured Home Construction and Safety Standards

APA Mill Zip Harvast

Location Numbar  Codo Radius
Camden, TX 515 75834 90 mries
Carrigan, TX 816 75939 80 miles
Pusdiey, NC 348 78333 80 miles
Empaoria, VA 230 23847 40 miles
Gurdan, AR 517 71743 60 miles
Madison, GA 404 30660 100 miles
Prosperity, SC 329 29127 80 mies
Taylorsville, MS 282 39168 S0 mies

Warm Springs, GA 324 31830  ABD miles

@A GeorgiaPacific

Plytantum and the Plytsurm and Grorgle-Pacillz logos aig trad ks owried try or | d e

Gaeorg a-Pacific Wood Products Gerorgla-Pacitic Wood Products LLG. APA s a reginored yrademark of APA.Tha Enginsered Woad

133 Paacleee St., N.E Asyacistlon. Susta-rahle Forastry Inltistivs, SFL and the SF] fogo ars trademerks of Sustalnable
ach o Forestry inktistive, fnc. The Home innovatlon NGBS Grasrs Certitiad Topo in » irsdemark of Home

Atlanta, GA 30307 Innovalion Research Babig,

300-204-5347 www.builditbetiar.com ©2013 Georgly: Pactlic Woad Products LEC, All rights resorved. Rev B13 GF-TM LIt Hem 1521494,



Wood Standards L Page | of 1

Wood Standards s RS s Fond

——mzz ASTM's wood standards are Instrumeantat in the eveluation pnd lesting of the physlenst and chemical
- properties of a wide range of wood and wood-based producis. Wooden maledals covered here

inclede timber, lumber, wood-basa flbers, commercial sofiwoods and hardwoods, wood
preservetives, laminated Umber, and composite fumber to nsma & few, These matodals are notably
used In the fabrication of construction matedals such 8s structural pensls and members, constiuction
poles, and log bulldings. Thesg wood slandards are helpfulin guiding wanden materal and praduct
manuTacturers snd end users in thelr praper testing and fabrcation procedures Lo ensure scceplablp
quality towards safe and satislactory use,

List of wood standards developed by ASTM:

Jump to;
Fire Performance of Wood GO

Fire Performance of Wood

Besignatien Title
D280E - 10 Standerd Practice for Accelerated Weatherng of Fire-Retardant. Treated Wood for
Fire Testing
b3t/ Standard Test Method fot Hygroscoplt Properlles of Fire-Retardent Wood and

D320 - 13 (| Wood-Based Products
Standard Test Method for Evaluating the Fiexural Praperiies of Fire-Retardant

D5516-09 Trealed Softwood Plywaod Exposed | Elevated Temperstures

D5664-10 | Standard Test Method for Evaluating the Effecis of Fite-Retardamt Treatmeals gnd
; Elevated Temperatures on Strength Properiies of Fire-Retardanl Trested Lumbar

06305 - 08 ) Standard Practice for Calculating Bending Strength Design Adiusiment Factars for

Fire-Relardant-Treated Flywood Roaof Shesthing

DEGAS- 08 Standard Practico for Celculating Design Value Treaimant Adfustment Factors for
i Fire-Retardant-Treated Lumbear

E6S - 02(2007) ' Standard Test Mothod for Combustible Properties of Treated Weod by the Fire-

, Tube Apparatus

http://www.astm.org/Standards/wood-standards.html 1/20/2015



Thulin, John (DBHDS}
RO AR
From: Thulln, John (DBHDS)
Sent: Wednesday, January 21, 2015 10;28 AM
To: "John Thulin’
Subject: FW; Alternate Mak & Meth. / Fire Reslor.
FYL

From: Ron Geren [maiito:ron@specsandcodes.com]
Sent: Wednesday, Novernber 05, 2014 4:17 PM
To: Thulin, John {DBHDS)

Subject: RE: Alternate Mal. & Meth, / Fire Restor,

John:

| don't perform energy or moisture vapor transmission analysis—that’s a little beyond my capabilities.
However, there are some building envelop consultants that specialize In that type of service. The one firm
that is most prominent in the industry is Building Sclence Corporation located in Wastford, MA. Its founder,
Joe Lstiburek, has written many articles on residential moisture vapor transmission.

Ronald L. Geren, FCSI, AlA, CCS, CCCA, SCIP

RLGA Technica! $ervices
P: 602.569.9445
F: 602.569.7642 .

whi spaccondCodes.Com
From: Thulin, John (DBHDS} [mailtoziohn.thulin@dbhds.virginla. govl
Sent: Wednesday, November 5, 2014 1:37 PM

To: Ron Geren
Subject: RE: Alternate Mat. & Meth. / Fire Restor.

What would you recommend to “conduct an analysis”? Does RLGA Technical provide
that service and what price range are we talking about to get it done?

John

From' Ron Geren imaﬂtn ron@specsaugcodes,cmﬂ
Sent: Wednesday, November 05, 2014 3:14 PM

To: Thulin, John (DBHDS)
Subject: RE: Alternate Mat. & Meth. / Fire Restor.

John:

f the coating is applied to the back side and is not vapor permeable, then ) believe you will likely have a
probiem. As moisture vapor passes through the wall assembly, and hits the vapor retarder coating {(which wit
. be cold in the winter), the water will condense and the insulation will be damaged, thus reducing its "
effectiveness. Vapor retarders are required per the IRC in Climate Zones 5, &, 7, 8, and Marine 4. Virginiais
 considered a Climate Zone 4, so a vapor retarder is not specifically required, but you might stiil want to

" conduct an analysis to determine if one is not required for the specific location, or if the introduction of a
vapor retarder in the proposed location would “adversely affect the performance” of the wall. Withouta rea

analysis, everything mentioned is just pure speculation.
- 1
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Ronaid L. Geren, FCSI, AlA, CCS, CCCA, SCIP
RLGA Technlcol Services

P: 402,569.9645

F: 402.549.9442

www specsondeodes com

From; Thulin, John {DBHBS) [mailto:ichn.thulin@ dbhds.virginia.gov]
Sent: Wednesday, Navember 5, 2014 11:25 AM g

To: Ren Geren -

Subject: RE: Alternate Mat. & Meth. / Fire Restor.

Ron,

Thanks for the input. Good to know. One last look might help me conclude. Yes the
brick and the sheathing are both existing, and of course there is no way to put an air
barrier on the outer surface of the sheathing as expected due to the brick veneer. This is
the dilemma in that sealing only the opposite side of the sheathing may make it
impermeable to the point of causing an impermeable dam where moisture can condense
within the outer thickness of the sheathing. The other components of the wall will be
new- unfaced fiberglass batt insulation, 2" gyp bd, with permeable [atex primer and
paint. So the intended use of shellac is to cote the wood stud framing and the side of
existing sheathing that faces towards the interior of the house. As this is a design
change to the existing structure’s building envelope- I was assuming that a code
reference would require the brick veneer to be removed in order to comply by instailing
an air barrier on outside of the sheathing. The existing walls do not have an air barrier
already there. Naturally the brick would then have to be replaced with new afterward the
new air barrier goes on. Is this conception a definitely better solution that is code
required?

If not, should the sealant product be required to provide Code Evaluation Report or at
least Test Reports that demonstrate thelr use inside the interlor cavity of the exterior
walls cannot compromise or violate the intention of the codes?

Thank you,
John S. Thulin

From: Ron Geren [mailto:ron@specsandcodes. com]
Sent: Wednesday, November 05, 2014 12:26 PM

To: Thulin, John {DBHDS)
Subject: RE; Alternate Mat. & Meth, / Fire Restor.

John:

I'm having a little difficulty understanding the actual wall assembly. 1s the brick and sheathing new or existing? 1
exlsting, how do they plan on coating the sheathing?

If the materfal is a true vapor retarder, then the assembly will need to be analyzed to determine the vapor drive
direction and where is the best location of a2 vapor retarder, If there is also a vapor retarder behind the interior side wall
surface (i.e. gypsum board), then there will be a double vapor retarder condition that will compound the moisture



problem. Typically, a vapor retarder is placed on the warm side of an exterior wall—in Virginia, this is probably the
interior side.

if.the interior gpypsum board is new, why not instzll the vapor barrier aver the studs before installing the gypsum board?
if the brick and sheathing ts new, then an air barrier will probably provide better protection against moisture migration
than a vapor retarder, Mare moisture is carried in the air than through moisture vapor transmission, so blecking the air
movement {but keeping it vapor permeable}, will probably provide a better solution,

I hope this helps,

Ronald L. Geren, FCSI, AlA, CCS, CCCA, SCIP
RLGA Technlcal Services

P: 402.56%.9445

Fi 802.569.9442

www specsandeodes.com

From: Thulin, John {DBHDS) [mailtosjohn.thulin@dbhds.virginia.gov
Sent: Monday, October 27, 2014 11:25 AM

To: ran@specsandcodes.com

Subject: Alternate Mat. & Meth. / Fire Restor.

Mr. Ron Geren,

I have a case of an existing single occupancy, residential building (constructed in 1972},
with significant fire damage at two rooms, the attic and roof, plus a lot of soot and
smoke contamination throughout. To ascertain what is required to restore the fire
damaged areas is simple enough. But there is a potential problem to make sure the
overall renovation design does not compromise the remaining structure by creating an
ongoing moisture deterioration.

Specifically, the pre-existing building envelope is a “flow through system” design that
allows moisture vapor to pass through and dry out behind the brick rainscreen. This
occurs in cycles as the weather changes with the seasons. But new materials proposed
change the basic design by Introducing a vapor barrier on interior side of the exterior
walls.

The point of concern is 8 non-permeable shellac type sealant, proposed to be used only
on the Inside surfaces of the exterior wood studwall cavity (where wiring, plumbing and
insulation typically install); This appears to create a “drainage plain” hehind the
structural sheathing and fiberboard sheathing. This barrier type product Is intended to
seal out odors coming from fire by-products which were forced into the one inch dead air
space between the brick rain screen and the sheathing materials. These areas were
soaked with pressurized steam and soot when firefighters applied a hose stream to the
fire in the attic.

The intended materials and methods can cause moisture condensation within the
existing sheathing materials because ninety-nine percent of the sheathing thickness
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itself is on the outside of the drainage plain, which is exposed on the cold side of the
wall. This condensate moisture of course could be expected to deteriorate the wall
sheathings over time.

HMere in Virginia the VCC- repovation contruction code offers two requirements that in
this case appear to be in conflict with eachother (where underlined):

E. Reconstruction, alteration or repair. Section 103.5 Reconstruction, alteration or repair in Group R-5
occupancies. The following criteria are applicable fo reconstruction, alteration or repair of Group R-5 buildings or

structures: 1, Any reconsfruction, alteration or repair shall not adversely affect the performance of the building or

structure, or cause the building or structure lo become unsaife or lower existing levels of health and safety. 2. Paris

of the building or structure not being reconstructed, altered or repaired shall not h'e required to comply with

the requirements of this code applicable to newly constructed buildings or structures.

My explanation above explains why the interior sealant must be rejected as 1 must
assume it “adversely affects... the structure..” listed under item #1. But item #2 is
appealed to on the basis that no work is being proposed on the outside rainscreen or
outside surfaces of the sheathing materials and so they are "“Parts of the... structure not
being aitered or repaired”,

I do not want to be arbitrary in my decision as I want to be absolutely accurate. It
seems plain enough from these facts that the sheathing is being “altered” by adding the
sealant to the interior surface where none existed before,

The same dilemma is presentd regarding all the subfloor sheathing which is prbposed to
be “sealed” in the same manner on the interior surface of the sheathing, located above 2

cold crawl space,

What are your views? And can you also suggest another Code approach that will clarify
how best to handle this situation?

Please advise.

Thank you,

John S. Thulin
434-947-2363 Office
434-907-5831 Cell



@ 2008 Bullding Sdence Press

Building Science Digest 106

Understanding Vapor Barriers
2006-10-24 (rev. Apsil 2011)
by Joseph: Lstiburek

Abstracy

The fundtion of a paper barrier is to retard the migration of water vapor. Where if is Jocated in an
assermbly and its permeability is o fuchion of chimate, the characteristics of the materiak that comprive
the assembly ond the interior conditions. Vapar barriers are not Bypically intended to retard the
rrgration of air. That is the funetion of air barders,

Confusion on the issue of vapor batriers and air bartiers is common. The confusion
arises becanse air often holds a grent deal of moistuse in the vapor form. When this air
moves from location to location due to an air pressure difference, the vapor moves
with it. ‘This is a type of migration of water vapor. In the strictest sense air barders arc
#lso vapor barrers when they control the wansport of moisnire-laden ate.

An exccllent discussion about the differences between vapor batsiers and aic barriers
can be found in Quirrouette {1985),

Vapor barriers are also a cold climate artifact that have diffused into other climates
mare from jgnorance than need. The history of cold climate vapor bartars jtseifis a
stary based more on pecsonalities than physics. Rose (1997) regales readexs of this
history. It is frightening indeed that construction practices can be so dramatically
influenced by so little research and reassuring indeed that the inherent robustness of
most building assemblies has been able 1o tolsrate such foolishness.

So What is The Problem?

Incorrect use of vapor bartiers is leading 1o an increase in moistuse related problems,
Vapor barrers weze otiginally intended 10 prevent assemblies From gerng wet.
Howeves, they often prevent assemblies from drying. Vapor barriers installed on the

interior of assemblics prevent assemblies from deying inward. This can be problem

in any air-conditioned enclosuse. This can be 4 problem in uny below grade space.

V8



2 Building Sclenca Digest 106

This ean he a problem when thete is 2lso a vapor barrder on the extedor. This can bea
problem where brick is installed over building paper and vapor permeable sheathing,

What Do We Really Want ta Do?

Two seemingly simple requirernents for building cnclosures bedevil engineers and
architerts almost cadlessiy:

. keep water ont
. let water out if it gets in

Water can come in sevecal phases: liquid, solid, vapor and adsorbed. The liquid phase
as rain and ground water has driven sveryone ctazy for hundreds of years but can be
readily understood - drain everything and remember the humble flashing. The solid
phasec also drives everyone crazy when we have to shovel it or melt jt, but at least most
professionals understand the relaced building prablems {ice damming, frost heave,
freeze-thaw damage). But the vapor phase is in a class of craziness all by itself, We
will conveniently ignore the adsorbed phase and leave it for someone else to deal with.
Note that adsorhed water is different than absorbed water (see Kumaran, Mitalas &
Bomberg, 1994).

The fundamental principle of control of water in the liquid form is to drain jt out if it
gots in = and let us make it pecfectly clear ~ it will get in if you build where it cains or if
you put your building in the ground where there Is watee in the ground. This is casy to
undersiand, logical, with 2 lang historical basis,

The fondamental prnciple of control of water in the solid form is to aot let it get solid
and if it does - give it space or if it is solid not let it get liquid and if it does drain it
away before it ean get solid again, “This is a little more difficult to understand, but
logical and based on solid research. Examples of this principle include the use of air
eatrained concrete ta control frecze-thaw damsge 2nd the use of attic venting to
provide cold roof decks to control ice dameming,

The fundamental principle of control of water in the vapor form is to keep it out ind
to lot it out if it gees in. Simple right? No chance. It gots complicated because
sometimes the best steategies to keep water vapor out alse trap water vapor in, This
can be a zeal problew if the assemblies start out wet because of min or the use of wet
matedais.

It gets even more complicated becanse of climate. In general water vapor maves from
the wamm side of building assemblies to the cald side of building assemblies. This is
simple to undezstand, except we have rouble deciding what side of a wall is the cold
or warm side. Logically, this means we need different sioniegies for different climates.
We also have to take into accaunt differences berween summer and winger,

Finally, complications arise when materals can store water. This can be both good
and bad, A cladding system such as 2 brick veneer can act 85 a reservoir aftera
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Undersianding Vapar Barriers 3

rainstorm and significantly complicate wall design, Aldternatively, wood framing or
masonry can act 25 2 hygtie buffer absorbing water lessening motsture shacks.

What is requised is to define vapor contro] measures on 2 more regional climatic basis
and to define the vapor control measures more precisely.

Part of the problem is that we struggle with names and terms. We have vapor
retarders, we have vapor barriers, we have vapor permeable we have vapor
impenneable, etc. What do thesc terms mean? It depends on whom you ask and
whether they arc selling something or asgning with a building official. In an artempt to
clear up some of the confusion the following definitions are proposed:

Vapor Retarder*: The element that is designed and installed in an
assembly to retard the movement of water by vapor
diffusion,

* taken somewhat from ASHRAE Fundamentals 2001, Chapter 23,

The unic of measurement typically used in chamctedzing the water vapor permeance of
materials is the “perm®, It is further proposed here that there should be several classes
of vapor retarders (this is siothing new — it is an extension and modification of the
Canadizn General Standzrds Board approach that specifies Type 1 and Type 11 vapor
retarders — the numbers here are 2 little different however):

Class 1 Vapor Retarder 0.1 perm or lass
Class IT Vapor Retarder: 1.0 perm or less and greater than 0.1 perm
Class I1I Vapor Retarder: 10 permm or less and greater than 1.0 perm
Test Procedure for vapor retarders: ASTM E-96 Test Method A (the
‘ desiccant method or dry cup
method)

Finally, a vapor barrier is defined as:
Vapor Barder: & Class T vapor retarder.

The curzent International Building Code (and its derivative codes) dofines a vapor
retarder a5 1.0 perm or less (using the same test procedure). In other words the
current code definition of a vapor retarder is equivalent to the definition of a Class I
Vapor Retarder proposed by the author

Continuing in the spirit of finally defining torms that are tossed sround in the
enclostire business. It is also proposed that materials be separated into four general
classcs based on their parmeance (again nothing new, this is an exteasion of the
discussion in ASHRAE Journal, February 02 - Moisture Control for Buildings):
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Vapor impermeable: 0.1 pem or less

Vapor semi-impermeable: 1.0 perm or less and greater than 0.1 perm
Vapor semi-pemmesble: 10 perms or less and greater than 1.0 perm
Vapor permeable: greater than 10 perms

Recommendations for Building Enclosures

The following building assembly recommendations are climatically based (see SIDE
BAR 1) and are sensitive to cladding type (brick ar stone veneer, stucco} and structuse
(concrete block, steel or wood frame, precast concrete),

The sccommendations apply o resideatial, business, assembly, and educadonal and
mercantile ocenpancies. The recommendations do not apply to special use enclosures
such as spas, pool buildings, museurns, hospitals, data processing centecs or other
engineered enclosures such 25 factory, storage or urility enclosares,

The mecommendations are based on the following principles:

¢ Avoidaace of using vapor bartiers where vapor retarders will provide
satisfactory performance. Avoidance of using vapor refarders where vaper
petmesble materials will provide satisfactory pecformance. Theseby
encouraging drying mechanisms over wetting psevention mechanisms,

»  Avaidance of the installation of vapor bastiess on both sides of assemblies —
ie. “double vapor barders” in order to facilitate assembly drying in at least one
directon,

» Avaidance of the installation of vapor barriers such as polyethylenc vapor
barders, foil faced batt insulation and reflective tadiant barder foll insulztion
on the interior of air-condidoned assemblies - a practice that has been linked
with moldy buildings (I stiburek, 2002).

¢ Avgidance of the installadon of w'.nyi wall coverings on the inside of air-
conditioned assernblies - a practice that has been linked with moldy buildings
(Lstibuzek, 1993),

»  Enclosures are ventilared meeting ASHRAE Stundard 62.2 oz 62.1.

Each of the recommended building assemblies were evaluated using dynamic
hygrothermal modeling, The moisture content of building matedals that compaise the
building assemblies all remained below the aquilibrium moisture content of the
materials a5 specified in ASHRAE 160 P under this evalvation approach. Interior air
conditions and exterior air conditions as specified by ASHRAE 160 P were used.
WUFI was used as the modeling program (Kunzel, 1999).
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Inspections Division « Community Development
900 Church Street « Lynchburg = Virginia » 24504
www.lynchburgva.gov » P 434-455-39| 0 » F 434.845-7630
February 19, 2615
Mr. John Thulin
206 Springvale
tynchburg, VA 24502
Re: ‘Petition for Appeal BCA15-0001
Dear Mr. Thulin:
The Lynchburg Board of Building Code Appeals convened on Tuesday, February 10, 2015 to hear your
Petition for Appeal dated December 26, 2014, The decision of the Board resulted in a denial of your
appeal. Enclosed are the meeting minutes for your records.
Any person who was a party to the appeal may appeal to the State Review Board by submitting an
application to such Board within 21 calendar days upon receipt by certified mail of this resolution,
Application forms are available from the office of the. State Rewew Board, 600 East Main Street,

Richmond Vlrglma 23219 (804) 371- 7150

Please let me know if you have questions or need further assistance,

Sincerely,

e LS o

Doug Saunders
Building Official

Enclosure

Cc: Mark Smith, Chair, Lynchburg Board of Building Code Appeals

A Great Place to Live,Work & Play!

J—— . ——r y .t s e
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CITY OF LYNCHBURG BOARD OF BUILDING CODE APPEALS
Meeting Notes

Tuesday, February 10, 2015

1:30 p.m,
Economic Development Conference Room, City Hall

Members Present: Mark Smith, Chair, lennipher Lucado, Walter Miles, Otto Schonfelder, Tom
Sparhawk

Staff Present: Doug Saunders, Mike McKinney, Starlette Early
Others Present:  John Thulin (208 Spring Drive)
Call to Order:

Mr. Smith called this meeting of the Board of Building Code Appeals for the City of Lynchburg to order
and noted there was one petition for appeal.

General Business:

1. Petitlon for Appeal—Reference: BCA1501-0001; John S. Thulin and Esther F. Thulin; 206 Springvale
Drive; Petition dated December 23, 2014, (Document incorporated os part of these minutes. )

Mr. Smith noted the Petition document was lengthy and for purposes of the minutes he would refer to
the Petition dated December 23, 2014. The appeal, in summary, is questioning the use of a shellac type
sealant on the interior wood structure of a burnt building owned by Mr. Thulin, Mr, Smith invited Mr.
Thulin to provide the board with any details he would like on behalf of his petition.

Mr. Thulin is seeking to rely upon a section of the bullding code that, in his opinion, Is not being
enforced. The bullding code provides for an approach to dealing with the use of alternativé methods or
products that have not been validated and he is feqiesting enforcement of that code. He believes if the
code is enforced, it will allow him to then move to the next stage with his insurance company.

Mr. Thulin detatled his objections with using the shellac product as proposed by his Insurer, He contends

if the shellat is used the design of the walli5-iiow changed. And because the design of the building
-envelopg would be changed, he would like It to be brought up to current code compliance. Mr. Thulin

expressed concern that mdependent tests or evaluation repofts are not available for these shellac’
products to validite their usé. It is his hope the Board will enforce the code for use of alternative
methods and products, and require some type of test report or evaluation that can substantiate their
use for the intended repair. If this documentation is raquired and the insurance company refuses to
negotiate, then he would not be hindered from suing the insurance company for poor performance,

Mr. Thulin presented photos of the condition of the house. He explained the building envelope was
adversely affected from the fire. Emergency response efforts resulted in soot being forced out of all the
eaves and into the dead air space hetween the brick and the house, Mr. Thulin believes use of the
sealant is a “short-cut” repalr, sealing the interior of the sheathing inside the wall cavity and leaving the
outside contaminants between the brick and the wood frame, He indicated his willingness to use the
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sealant if the insurance com pany can provide product Information that assures the sealant will not
cause future problems with mold, mildew or moisture within the wall

There was discussion related to how the shellac i |s used to achteve the desnred repalr. Mr‘ Thulin noted
the Insurance company is proposing that he use the shellac rather than the more expensive method of
cleaning the outside of the wall. While his insurance is enough to cover the more expensive method of
removing the contaminants and cleaning the wall, the sealant method is the most economical for the
insurance company. He believes. Independent tests for these shellac products are not avallable because
they are designed ta meet the needs of the insurers and nat the customer.

Mr. Thulin was asked if the Building Offictal had denled or rejected the use of any of the materials he
proposed to use. Mr. Thulin confirmed nothing had been denied by the Building Official and, as the
owner, it was his responsibility to determine what products would be used, This responsibility led to his
research on the shellac sealant and his concerns related to using this product without the availability of
Independent tests to validate its’ performance. He remarked he had prior discussions with the Building
Official indicating If evaluation reports were unavailable for this product, he should not be expected to
use it. However, since this was the only product the insurance company was willing to pay for, he was
being required to use an untested product. Mr. Smith inquired whether Mr. Thulin had required
independent evaluation reports for any other products he planned to use {i.e. paint, drywall, flooring,
cabinets, etc.). Mr. Thulin responded, as the owner, he did not have to raquire the reports. However, he
also noted he could be selective on these other products and seek additional information as desired.

There was further discussion about the plans for finishing the walls and Ms, Lucado inquired whether
the wall wrap and vapor barrier was the only component Mr, Thulin was seeking to he brought up to
code. Mr, Thulin stated he believed the changes in the wall design triggered the need to bring ali walls
up to code, He confirmed there was no previous alr barrler prior to the fire, but it would now be needed
to meet current code compliance.

Mr, Saunders was asked to provide the board with details related to Mr. Thulin's appeal. Mr. Saunders
noted he had met with Mr. Thulin and the insurance company’s restoration contractor at the home and
he subseqiently has responded to various emails since that meeting related to the restoration process,
He clarified the section of the house walls the insurance company was planning to replace due to the
fire damage. In preparing a response to the questions submitted by Mr. Thulin in this appeal, City staff
had conducted research with the state and found that smake odor'is not covered by the building.code.
He also noted that Mr. Thulin was free to choose any product(s} he wanted to use in his restoration.

Mr. Saunders indicated the City has never received any product information to approve or disapprove.
He stated it was his belief Mr. Thulin would like the City to require all brick to be removed from the
house and a vapor barrier mstalled Mr. Thulin suggested that the envelope design modification should
warrant that specific code compliance requirement. Mr. Thulln also stated the City should require the
Ilnsurance company to comply wuth the approval process for using alternative methods or products,
requiring documentation to be submitted regarding the use of the shellac.

Mr. McKinney briefed the Board on his contact with the Virginia Department of Housing and Community
Development to seek clarity on several of the questions submitted by Mr. Thulin. He confirmed there
was ho réquirément in Virginia’s building code to address the smoke ador; however, he understood the
reasons a homeowner would want this abated. He falt the City's response provided Mr. Thulin the most
flexible and best possible scenario, While the City couild riot render an opinion to the effectiveness of
the shellac, he had learned it was a “tried and true” method used frequently in similar situations, Mr.
Thulin would be permitted to use another product if he still was not receptive to using the shellac given
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the undocumented performance. 'M.r. McKinney felt the City was allowing Mr. Thuiin the option to
proceed as he wished by not requiring any product docusnentation. Mr. McKinney reiterated the City
has not imandated use of 4 specific product in this restofation.

Mr. Milss coi_nmented regarding insulation systems, importance of location of impervious barriers
within an insulation system, and the potentiat effects of using shellac as an impervious barrier. Mr.
Smith confirmed a perm rating was not available for evaluation since a product has not yet been
submitted to the City. Mr. Smith confirmed the City permitted the use of spray foam insulation that
tontains a vapor barrler but noted there is no requirement for a vapor barrier in Zone 4.

Mr. Smith suggested that, because the:City had potreceived product data or a-design for the wall, there
had been no actual ruling on the matter. Mr. Thulln disagreed, stating the product data was provided as
an addendum to the appeal and it is the only product he can use that the insurance company is willing
to pay for in the restoration. There was further discussion on vapor barrier products and the wall
system. Ms. Lucado asked for clarification about when the requirements for rebuilding a structure to
current cade come into effect. Mr. Saunders explained that anything.requiring a complete rebuild
triggers the code compliance and elaborated on the specific areas of Mr. Thuiin's réstoration that would
need to be rebulit to current code, ‘

Mr. Miles inquired if the Board was being asked to disapprove the shellac product. Mr. Thulin stated he
was not asking for the board’s approval or disapproval of the shellac, rather he was seeking
enforcement of the approval process outlined in the code to validate alternative materials and metheds.
He suggested this was a process being denied him. By not requiving the insurance company to provide
documentation, the city was “in effect” approving the product. if the insurer could not ahide by that
process, then they would not be following proper procedure by telling him to use that product.

Mr. Smith provided an explanation of the purpose this Board serves in a building cade appeals process.
He suggested the charge of this Board is not to deny or approve any particular product or design, The
Board's powers are expressed in the language of Chapter 1, Section 119.5 of the Virginia Uniform
Statewide Building Code. Mr. Saunders read the language to the group and Mr. Smith reasoned the
conditions had not been met. Ms. Lucado suggested the applicant’s position is that the USBC has not
been applied or enforced in this situation and Mr, Thulin concurred.

Mr. McKinney referenced a section of the USBC {Section 103.5) and suggested it eliminated some of the
City's requirements regarding the use of the shellac product. He read the language of the code and
noted the City was neither requiring nor denying the use of the product in the restoration. Therefore,
based on this section of the code, the USBC did not apply to the use of the shellac product.

Mr. Smith closed the public hearing portion of the meeting and called for a motion. Mr. Smith motioned
to deny approval of the items stated in the Petition for Appeal dated December 23, 2014 due to not
being applicable to VUSBC 2009 Part 1 Chapter 1 Section 119.5 and Section 36-105 of the Code of
Virginia and letter from Code Official to owner dated December 9, 2024. Mr. Miles seconded the motion
and, with no further discussion of the motion, the Board unanimously voted 5-0 to approve,

With no further business, Mr. Smith adjourned the meeting.

_Mark w Suith ¥ VR

Mark W. Smith, Chairman Dﬁglas SatTEElers, Building Official
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APPEAL - STATE BUILDING CODE TECHNICAL REVIEW BOARD
REBUTTAL OF CITY OF LYNCHBURG APPEAL HEARING NOTES

1. The minutes or notes typed regarding the Appeal hearing are not accurate. The typed
minutes of the Appeal are not a complete record of the discussions or questions asked, but
are only a narrative which omits critical information.

2. The Appeal application was not read by four of the five members, and the points listed in
the Appeal were not read into the record for their consideration. The City Board naturally
failed to answer or rule on the four particular points of our original application for Appeal.

3. Contrary to the minutes pg 3- Several days prior to the hearing we submitted an
*addendum” of documentation providing all available product data for sealers intended for
fire restoration (which were previously given blanket approval verbally by the City Inspector
at the burnt house meeting- without first asking for product data information for review,
which he then subsequently approved by letter- still without asking for data); Neither the
specific product information we submitted nor the supporting doecuments attached in the
addenda were ever read by any member of the Appeals Board! This is evidenced by Mr.
Smith’s statements. This unfortunate fact bears directly on vapor barrier questions Mr. Miles
asked. The conclusions reached were resulted as Mr. Smith said: ‘because we lack
information related to vapor impermeability and perm ratings of this product’. The
Addenda previously submitted to that Board showed ALL data that the
manufacturer offers- in which they conspicuously omit perm rating data; My
Addenda also references an email response to me from the manufacturer's R&D
Dept. stating they had no independent testing or evaluations done regarding its

use as part of the building envelope design. The maker's lack of demonstrating

o Li use in building envel hould not work to our detriment b
being allowed by the Inspector whose decision was upheld by the Board.

4. We appealed to the City Building Code Review Board because the Inspector had given me
written rulings which were very clear but that were subsequently totally reversed by him.
He also failed to provide us the answer to a critical question we asked about code

provisions: “Are there any requiations for the proper use of adding an impermeable sealer

within the interior side of an existing building envelope when the puter side of the sheathing
is not fully protected by an air or moisture barrier?” Neither did he indicate what should be

expected of products for design approval when they are likely to create an unwanted
drainage plane inside the exterior wall structure; instead he has resisted application of
codes intended to govern “alternative methods and materials”. Mr. McKinney of the city
Inspections Department claimed at the hearing that these shellac products were: “...a tried
and true method or system...”. Accuracy of that comment depends on whether he Is
referring to them as a stain barrier, an alr barrier, or moisture vapor barrier (and how it Is
located in the building’s envelope), or only as an odor barrier {(which then depends on how
many layers or coatings are applied- according to the manufacturer's suggestion, which in
turn necessarily increases vapor impermeability?). Our position is that in our case its
use is not part of any “building system’ and that is the main flaw. Itisjusta
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product that has not been included in any building envelope design by design
professionals, nor by the manufacturers in any of their product literature as a part
of the building envelope components.

Comparatively speaking: If it is the experience of code officials that moistura vapor
intrusion from the outside of ‘roof assemblies’ is minimal (as my research indicates Is true in
some regions), that dees not satisfy our need for adequate supporting data to show that the
same is true for brick veneer over unprotected wood frame/ sheathing. The effect of the
brick as @ maisture bank / buffer and the ability of the sheathing to absorb moisture
condensation before drying- only to the outside and no longer drying- to the inside as
previously designed Is critical. This relates to whether or not adding a drainage plane on the
interior of the sheathing will be detrimental to the structure over time because of
condensation. This fs a condition which is hidden from view behind the brick veneer and so
the effects must be accurately pre-determined before it is accepted as- “tried and true” in
this respect. Otherwise do we not perpetuate a continuation of this deterioration in every
project that uses these sealers in this manner?

Mr, McKinney at the hearing agreed that adding the sealer: “...is an alteration and design
change of the existing building envelope”. He then quoted some reference that:
“...changes are to be approved except when safety is an issue”., We have no

problem with the products in guestion being “approved” properly, but we find no code
references that suggest automatic approval or say there are NO procedures nor steps to
confirm appropriateness of design changes. This design change approved by the Inspector
without written evidence supporting it should be over-ruled in this case. We also have
reason to expect that renovations that are “alterations” of the existing building envelope

components be required further to megt current code regulations such as adding an air

barrier at all affected exterior walls regardiess of whether it is 8 VCC or VRC project,
Reference was made by a Mr. Miles of the Board about possibility of sealing the walls with
closed cell foam which is accepted widely and as such it would not likely be permeable but
acceptable! The city has no questions about allowing its use as part of the exterior walls.
This view may have helped the Board take a shortcut through the facts. They decided by
rule of thumb that any sealer in the walls must also be approved without scrutiny. The
Inspector will not require the ICC-EV (independent evaluation tests or reports} be submitted
for approval of closed cell foam in our exterior walls. If these ICC-EV reports contribute
nothing why ever use them? But if these reports state limits or installation restrictions to
also require use of an exterior air barrier in connection with their foam spray at the
interior side, how then can the city approve its use in older homes where the air or moisture
barrier does not exist, without making a serious error? I found an example that DOW
Chemical Company insists en restrictions with their closed cell spray foam per ICC-EV
report, As this closed cell foam is also a sealant within the building envelope, does not the
example of the DOW company inform us of what Is needed? Can this same leve! of

rofessionalism through ICC-FV, supported also by professional designer be acknowledged
as a requisite for us and all Virginia home ownars per cade when making changes to the

eavelope?

SIGNED: JOHN S. THULIN
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City of Lynchburg — Inspections Division
City Hall, Second Floor, 900 Chureh Sweet, Lynchburg, VA (434) 455-3910 Fax (434) 845-7630

Construction Permit Application
CONTACT INFORMATION:

Date 3, é“" /5 Permit Requested By: ES?#E/? F; 7—140/ LT AS
Meiling Address: 72 /‘2 ﬁl‘éﬁlﬁﬂ/ﬁ /DK

City Lytcppune s/ 2024500 vhone 13 =23 7 K45
Email Address; _Z- j— @'6' @M S/VQM ('j/ ,,,1) o 7 Jr—da,_? 7
PROPERTY INFORMATION:

Parcel D # (PIN) I ~CD } OO ) Logasion of Property EX 2( DPAINY YalE PR
Legal Owner of Property EjTﬂE}? 71:: 7H ULIA/

PERMIT REQUEST: £
Type Wark to Be Done:  { ] New construction [J Addition [ Renovation [E*Qair
Wilt Exterior be Affected: ] Yes [ No HUD: [JYes (INo

{If yes, see Historic Presevvation Conuaittes -HPC)

Dessrption of Work SRZZMR KED TN FROH FERE o 4 7-3 -3

Est. Date of Completion: I/

Total Cost of Construction: $ f o O, faslsliv)

BUILDING DATA:
Building Area / b @( Sq. Ft, Storles /

Use__ D LMgrE  FAHILY Type Constructlon

Additional Proposed: Floor Areq Helght Ft  Stories SUnits_____
ZONING INFORMATION: .

Zoning: K { Lot Dimensions {froyy, left side. riht side. rear) { / / Ft.
TRC Appraval®s [J Yes Date; I 1 © Distrbed Area: aoees

Date [ssued: /

Land Disturbing Permit Required: ] Ves 7 No Permit#:

CONTRACTOR INFORMATION: (sec reverse bide for owner boflder fnformation if applicable
Contraclor Name: jO)‘) A S ./ /7[ Lf J LA Phone:

Address Phore:

Mechanics Lien Agent:

SUBCONTRACTOR INFORMATION;:
Framing Contractor: S oh £ . Se

T’C{’:'/L:F ). Phone:

Blecbical Contractor: ~SZH 47 S THbvw Phone:
Plurmbing Cantractor: —:)-C‘J/M/ '5, T A Phone:
Mechanical Cnnunctor:j Dhy S _ THutzw Phone:




Owner Builder
Fintend to carry out the work deseribed in this permit application as an owner/ bullder: U_}{D No

tf you answered yes above, you must complete and sign an owner/builder affidavit. Altach a €opY 10 this application.

§ 534.1-1183. Neeessity for license

No person shall engage in or offer 1o enpage in conlracting wosk in the commonweaith unless he hag been licensed under the
provisions of this chepter. The Bosrd may waive any provisian of this chiapter for Hubytat for Humanity, ils Jocal affillates or

subsidiaries, and any other nonprofi orgmlzation exempt from taxation under
§ 501 €(3) in the Internal Revenue Code (28 U 8., § 501 () {3} for the pumose of construction single-fanjly
come persens, Priortn o joint venture

Uwellings thel will be given ta or sold below the appsaised value 1o Jow-in
in the Commonwealth (1) each contracting party of the joint

engaging i or offering to engage in cuntrecting work
vensure shall be lizonsed under tho provisions pf this chapter or (i} u license shalf be obteined in the name of the Jjoint

vemture uader the provisions of this chapter.

A Class C license is required when the tota) value reforred 1o in 2 single contract or project Is no mare than $10,000 or
the tetal vatue of 2ll such water, well, or lndscape inigation contraots undertaken within any twedve-month perfod is
no more than $120,0600;
A Class B Heense is required when the total valye reforred to fn & single comweact is $10,000 or more, but Jess thun
$120,000, or the lotal value of all such water , well, or landseupe imigalicn conlracts undertaken witiin any fwelve-
month period is $150,000 or more, but less than §750,000; and
A Class A license 5 required when the tolal value refemes to in 2 single contracl or projec is $120,000 or more, or
when the iotal velue of il such water, well, Or landscape inigation contracts undertaken within any hvelve-mionth
perivd is $750,000 ar mors,
1, (print name) E 5 7— #E l@ E ’T/#[l{ mﬁéﬁmhy eertify and acknowledge that 1 understand and will comply with the
requirements of chapter 11, Article 1, Section 54,101103 ofthe Code of Vlrzinie, shown above. T do understand that oMy changes
to this application or to-a peymil issued from these applications must be reporied 1o the Bujlding Official within two {2) working
days of the change. Any acts prohibited by Section 54,1-1113 shall constitute the commission of & Class | Misdemeanor.

Sigoature: ML? : m{)(/\; Date: 5 —'é "‘/\5
§ 54.1-1115, Prohibfted Acts
A. The following acts are prohibited and shall constitute the commission of a Closs 1 Misdemcanor

1. Contracting for, ar blddirg upon the canstuctlo, removal, repeir or fmprovements (o or Upon rea! property
owned, conirolled or leased by another person without a Nicense or cerlificate.

2. Attempting to practice contracting in the Commonwealth excepl as provided for in this chapier,

3. Presenting or atlempting to use the Ticense or certificate of another,

4. Giving false or forged evidence of any kind 10 the Board or any member thereof in an application for the

issuance or renewal of = license or certificate,
5. Impersonuting another or using an expired or revoked license ol certificate,

6. Receiving or considering as the awending avthority a bid from anyore not properly licensed of certified vader
this chapter. The awarding authority shal} require a bidder to submit his license or certificate number prior to

considering a bid,

B.  Any person who undertekes work withqut any valid Virginia contracter's license or certifionte when o license or
ceriificate is required by this chapter shall be fincd m amount not o exceed $500 per day for cach day that such
persan Is In violation, in addition to the autherized penelties for the commission of 2 Class | Misdemeanor,

¢, No person shall be entitled 1o ngsert the lack of Heensure or certification 25 requived by this chapter as & defenss 1o
any action ! a low or suil In equity if the party who secks Lo rooover From such person glves substantial
perfomnance within the terms of the contwet in good foith end without actuel knowledge of Lhe Keensure or
cerfifiention requirements ol this chaper.

Failure o renew 8 license or certifjeate issued fn secordance with this chapter shall create o rebuttsbie presumption of zelual

knowledge of such licensing or centiffcalion requirements,
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.. LHE CITY OF LYNCHBURG, VIRGINIA

B O Y T T T

CITY HALL, LYNCHBURG, VIRGINIA 24504
434-455-3910
434-845-7630 (FAX)

INSPECTIONS DIVISION

OWNER EXEMPTION AND
AFFIDAVIT OF ACKNOWLEDGEMENT ;
LYACHG R, 2. 150
RE PROPERTY: A 06 SPRINMgvby DR Jas2. ATCHLAD DI LY pc/fg%&

n_ESTHEA F.  TRUyiga ,of RO SIRTAG B3 15z

(Adress)

affirm that I am the owner of the tract or parce! of Iand located at
206 SORUEYALE DR Ly Attguks, v 2 K2

I have applied for @/Building, & Blectrical, (@ Fechanical, !E/Pf{lmbing permit as required under
the Virginia Uniform Statewide Building Code. I certify I am doing all said work alone, without
assistance frou: any outside source. I am familisr with the prerequisites of Section 54,1-1111 of the Code

of Virginia and I am nof subject te licengure 25 a contractor or subeontractor. '

I understand all work done under this permit must be doke in accordance with all applicable provisions
of the Virginia Uniform Statewide Building Cede, and in compliance with Zoning and City Ordinances,

1 further understand all work must be inspected and approved, prior to concealment, by the City of
- Lynchburg’s Inspections Division. I understand ¥ am responsible for requesting and arranging
inspections for all work completed, and the referenced property may not be occupied until inspections

are made and & Certificate of Oceupancy issued.

In the event of additional inspections, due to failure or compliance with the Codes, or when requests for
inspections are made before the work to be inspected has been completed to the degree reguired, or the
inspector cannot obtain reasonable access to the work, a reinspection fee will be assessed for each
subsequent inspection. Vielation of provisions of the Virginia Uniform Statewide Building Code
(Building, Electrical, Mechanical, and Plumbing) or any requirements made by the inspectors under the
powers of the City Code shall be liable to a fine up to 2,500. Every day of fajlure to conform te such
provisions or reguirement shall constitute 2 separate offense,

Stgred and scknowledged by B0 @% 7 Thudu. in the City of

Lynchburg, Virginia on the é day of %fm’% ; 20 5 » int the presence
of undersigned witeess, /C Zrnn K- /g)/’/"""‘(/-;rﬂ-' (Witness)
INSPECTIONS DIV
MAR 06 2015
RECEIVED
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PERMIT ATTACHMENT #1: SCOPE OF WORK (Page 1 of 2)
BUILDING PERMIT APPLICATION DATED: MARCH 06, 2015 )X{ _

/
PERMIT SITE: 206 SPRINGVALE DRIVE LYNCHBURG

PERMIT TO BE ISSUED BY LYNCHBURG CITY, VIRGINIA ,\\0“%\3\\5
O

WORK SHALL COMPLY WITH THE VIRGINIA RENOVATION 0‘&‘5??’ Qgﬂ%\"

REHABILITATION CODES, WH QE\\IEO

INSTRUCTION / NOTES- FOR DEMOLITION AND CONSTRUCTIOﬁ‘:E

1. THIS PERMIT IS TO DEMO AND REPLACE PARTS OF STRUCTURAL AND INTERNAL BUILDING
COMPONENTS DAMAGED BY FIRE AND SMOKE DAMAGE. ALL WORK SHALL COMPLY WITH
APPLICABLE BUILDING CODES AND CITY ORDINANCES, AND AS FOLLOWS-

2. RESTORATION OF ALL REFERENCED ITEMS WITH LIKE KIND MATERIALS AND METHODS SHALL BE
SAME AS EXISTING, EXCEPT THAT PRE-ENGINEERED ROOF TRUSSES SHALL BE USED AND SHOP
DRAWINGS SHALL BE PROVIDED FOR APPROVAL REVIEW BY LYNCHBURG CITY INSPECTIONS
DEPARTMENT PRIOR TQ ORDERING AND INSTALLING. ANY STRUCTURAL FRAMING, WIRING,
PLUMBING, HVAC SYSTEMS REPLACED, OR ANY SUCH ITEMS REPAIRED SHALL FIRST BE
INSPECTED BY THE CITY INSPECTOR. NO FINISHES ARE TO BE INSTALLED WITHOUT THE
VARIOUS INSPECTIONS REQUIRED BY THE INSPECTOR.

5. LIST OF DAMAGED COMPONENTS BEING DEMOLISHED AND REPLACED WITH NEW UNDER THIS
PERMIT SHALL INCLUDE:

a. ALL STRUCTURAL ROOFING (INCLUDING SHINGLES)- RAFTERS, COLLAR TIES, AND
CEILING JOQISTS OF THE MAIN HOUSE AND ALSQ THE FRONT PORCH, AND REMOVAL OF
ENTIRE ATTIC FLOOR SHEATHING. EXISTING REMAINING EXTERIOR WALLS WHICH ARE
NOT LISTED HEREIN TO BE REPLACED SHALL BE SHORED AND SUPPORTED AS NECESSARY
TO LIMIT ANY MOVMENT DAMAGE WHILE ROOFING IS BEING REPLACED.

b. APPROXIMATELY ONE THIRD OF THE ENTIRE BRICK VENEER, LOCATED AT THE LEFT SIDE
AND REAR OF THE HOUSE ARE TO BE REMOVED / REPLACED. THIS COMPRISES THE SIDE
WALL OF THE LEFT BEDROOM AND BOTH EXTERIOR WALLS OF THE REAR UTILITY ROGM
(AREAS BURNED THROUGH WITH FIRE) PLUS ALL THE WAY OVER TO THE LEFT SIDE OF
THE SLIDING GLASS DOOR OPENING OF THE REAR DINING ROOM ARE TO BE REPLACED
WITH NEW (PER INSURANCE COMPANY ESTIMATE).

c. ALL WALL FRAMING OF THE AREAS WHERE BRICK IS REMOVED SHALL ALSO BE
DEMOLITSHED AND REPLACED WITH NEW 2X4 WOOD FRAMING 167 ON CENTER, 12"
SHEATHING, AIR BARRIER TYPE HOUSE WRAP (TYVEC OR EQUAL BRAND), AND NEW BRICK
TIES, ETC AS REQUIRED PER V.R.C. THIS SHALL INCLUDE REPLACING DAMAGED 34"

SUBFLOCR AND 2X10 FLOOR JOISTS AT 16” ON CENTER IN PART OF EACH OF THESE
THREE ROOMS (BEDROOM, UTILITY ROOM AND DINING ROOM),

d. ALL EXISTING PLUMBING AND WIRING WITHIN THE FOOTPRINT OF THE ENTIRE HOUSE
SHALL BE DISPOSED OF AND REPLACED WITH NEW, INCLUDING ELECTRICAL SERVICE
PANEL, DISCONNECTS, AND ALL FIXTURES OF THE PLUMBING AND ELECTRICAL SYSTEMS.




THIS SHALL INCLUDE NEW SMOKE ALARMS AT THE KITCHEN, THE BEDRQOMS, HALLWAYS,
AND UTILITY/ LAUNDRY ROOM AND AS REQUIRED BY CODES,

. ALL EXISTING METAL DUCTWORK WITHIN THE CRAWL SPACE AND SUBFLOCR SHALL BE
REMOVED AND REPLACED WITH NEW.

REMOVAL AND DISFOSAL OF ALL ABOVE CEILING AND WALL CAVITY INSULATION, PLUS
ALL INTERIOR GYPSUM WALLBOARD AND CEILING FINISHES. ALL THESE SHALL BE
RESTORED WITH NEW MATERIALS THROUGH-QUT THE HOUSE.

. INTERICOR WALL CAVITIES SHALL BE THOROUGHLY CLEANED AND/OR TREATED FOR
SMOKE AND SOOT CONTAMINATION PRICR TO INSTALLING WIRING, PLUMBING AND
INSULATION SYSTEMS.

. ALL INTERIOR FLOORING SYSTEMS {ABOVE THE SUBFLOOR), AS WELL AS ALL DOORS,
WINDOWS, WOOD TRIM FINISHES AT THE SURFACE OF ALL WALLS AND FLOORS SHALL BE
DISPOSED OF AND REPLACED WITH NEW. ALL SUBFLOORS SHALL BE THOROUGHLY
CLEANED AND/OR TREATED FOR SMOKE AND SOOT CONTAMINATION PRIOR TO
INSTALLING NEW MATERIALS.

ALL WOODEN MATERIALS OF THE EXISTING FRONT PORCH ARE TO BE REMOVED.

ALL TRASH AND DEBRIS OF BURNED PERSONAL PROPERTY (CONTENTS OF THE HOUSE)
AND ALL DEMOLISHED MATERIALS FROM THE HOUSE SHALL BE DISPOSED OF BY DUMP
TRUCKS AND DUMPSTERS, UNTIL ALL OF IT IS REMOVED FROM THE PROPERTY, DUMP
TRUCKS AND TRASH BINS SHALL BE COVERED BEFORE HAULING DEBRIS FROM THE SITE.

. - NO UNSAFE STRUCTURES SHALL BE ALLOWED TO REMAIN OR PERSIST AND A PLASTIC
SAFETY FENCE WITH WARNING SIGNS SHALL ENCIRCLE THE PERIMETER OF THE
DEMOLITION AREA.

THE EXTERIOR WATER MAIN PIPING AND EXISTING FOUNDATIONS, PLUS EXISTING
TERRANE AND SITE DRAINAGE SURROUNDING THE HOUSE SHALL NOT BE ALTERED. ANY
AREAS SUBIJECT TO WATER RUNNOFF WHEN SOILS ARE SUBJECT TO BEING DISTURBED BY
THE WORK SHALL BE PROTECTED BY TEMPORARY SILT FENCE INSTALLATIONS TO
MITIGATE MOVEMENT OF TOPSQIL AND SILT.

. THIS PERMIT SHALL BE REQUESTED TO BE MODIFIED WITH DRAWINGS AND
SPECIFICATIONS, TO BE SUBMITTED IF REQUIRED PER CODE FOR THE INSPECTIONS
DEPARTMENT REVIEW AND APPROVAL PRICR TO ANY SUBSTANTIAL CHANGE TO THE
ABOVE LISTED SCOPE OF WORK.

SIGNED BY APPLICANTS ;1\ M
ESTHER F. THULIN {Eﬁuvmﬁ DATE03 < ’(5

JOHN S, THULIN &4« /fx r7/4/"01\1‘150 345

(PERMIT APPLIC. ~ 206 SPRINGVAL DRIVE - SCOPE OF-WORK - Pg 2 of 2)

The City of hynohburg
These Plans Have Been Revieveed for Code Compliance

Thiz plan raview doss not reiove e cordrecinr of his
restonsibEily 1o comply with all appitcahle codes,

The isauencs ¢f & permit bascd on tase plans shall not
prave. the Buiiding Oificlal iom thareafter requiting
8 oLt Ltinn OF 267000 in plane, construstion,
or v lstions of the code,

Trie v ooy of dw plans must b kept at the site of work
&) 3! be open t Inspaction by the Building Offical ar

hie auhorized representative,
R
/%/Z . 5 AR
Dat>

Plan Revizwar
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BUILDING
Permit

City of Lynchburg
Community Development
Inspections Division
900 Church Street
Lynchburg, VA 24504
{434) 455-3910
Fax 845-7630

Permit#: RES15-00112

Dale Issued:  3/13/15

Expiration Date:

9/9M15

Site Address:;
Type Work To Be Done:

205 SPRINGVALE DR
BUILDING REPAIR

PIN# 25001001

Description of Work: Repairs due to House Fire

Applicant Contractor Mechanics Lien Information;
THULIN, ESTHER F THULIN, JOHN Mechanics Lien NONE IDENTIFIED
206 SPRINGVALE DR 206 SPRINGVALE DR Agent:
LYNCHBURG LYNCHBURG Address:
VA 24502-4149 VA 24502-4149

Phone:

Owner Contractor Licenses Primary Subcontractors {altach list If needed)
THULIN, JOHN 8 & ESTHER F VA License #: OL:DTF_00888043 Electrical: THULIN, JOHN
206 SPRINGVALE DR Class: Plumbing: THULIN, JOMN
LYNCHBURG Expiration: HVAC: THULIN, JOHN

Lynchburg Gas:

VA 24502-4149 License # Sprinkler:

Type Construction: VB

Bldg Area (sqft): 1,661

Unfinished Basement Area (sqft): O
Sprinklered: NO

Occupancy Type: R-5 Residential
# Stories: 1
Deck (sqft): 0

Elevators: 0

Use of Building: Single Family
#Units: 1

. GaragefAccy Bldg (safiy: 0

Zoning; R1 City Waler: YES City Sewer: YES
Total Cost of Construction: $100,000.00
PERMIT FEE SUMMARY .
TYPE AMOUNT PAID RECEIPT #
Building Permit Fee BLDG 485.00 485.00 | PM03800S
Building Plan Review Fee BPRW 48.50 48,50 | PMO038005
Building State Levy LEVY 9.70 870 | PMO38005
Totals $543,20 $543.20 Balance Due: $0.00

THE PERMIT PLACARD ISSUED WITH THIS PERMIT MUST BE DISPLAYED 50 THAT IT 1S VISIBLE FROM THE STREET DURING CONSTRUCTION.
APPROVED PLANS MUST BE KEPT QN SITE AND AVAILABLE TO THE INSPECTOR AT ALL TIMES.

This permit i issued as a resull of an enforsament order and expires on the date shewn above, Requasts for extensions must be made in writing and be approved prier Lo lhe
expiration of this permil. | understand that all werk must be dene in accerdanse wilh all applicable provisions of the Virginia Uniform Statawlda Bullding Code andin

compliance with Zoning and alt cther City Ordinances.

| further understand alf work musl ba inspected and approved prior to concealment by the Gily of Lynchburg Inspections Division | undersland | am responsible for reguesting
and arrenging tnspeclions for alt work completed and that Lhis properly cannot be occupiad unfil all inspeclions are made and approved and a Cartificate of Occupancy is

issued”

Signed:

Print Narne:

Date:
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VIRGINIA: @@PY

BEFORE THE
STATE BUILDING CODE TECHNICAL REVIEW BOARD

In RE: - Appeal of Stephen Seldon and Others.
Appeal No. 95-2
FEB 17 19%5
Decided

STATEMENT OF THE APPEAT

Mr. Stephen Seldon and five other homeowners in Chesterfield
County bring this appeal to the State Building Code Technical
Review Board ("Review Board”). The issues are stated in a
December 5, 1894 letter from the homeowners to Mr. Robert Olsen,
Chairman of the Chesterfield Board of Building Code Appeals
("local appeals board") and concern the certification of the
building'official and policies of the Chesterfield County
building department.

The local appeals board met on January 4, 1995 and denied
the appeal for reasons stated in a letter from Mr. Olsen to the
homeowners dated January 9, 1995.

The Review Board conducted a hearing on February 17, 1995 to
decide whether authority exists to hear the appeal. Chesterfielgd
County submitted a "Motion to Dismiss" to the Review Board. Mr.
Seldon, along with documents submitted with the application for
appeal to the Review Board, submitted a letter dated February 11,
1995 which presented argument and statements concerning the
appeal.

FINDINGS OF THE REVIEW BCOARD

The jurisdictional issue raised by this appeal concerns §

116.5 of the Virginia Uniform Statewide Building Code, Volume I,



New Construction Code and § 106.5 of the Virginia Uniform
tatewide Building Code, Volume II, Building Maintenance Code
(referred to collectively as the "USBC"). These sections
determine what may be appealed under the USBC and are set out in
pertinent part below:

§ 116.5. Application for Appeal. The owner of a building or

structure, the owner’s agent or ahy other person involved in

the design or construction of the building or structure nay
appeal a decision of the building official concerning the

application of the USBC or his refusal to grant a

modification to the provisions of the USBC covering the

manner of construction or materials to be used in the
erection, alteration or repair of that building or
structure.

§ 106.5. Application for appeal. The owner of a building or

structure or the owner’s agent may appeal a decision of the

code official concerning the application of the [USBC] or
his refusal to grant a modification to the provisions of the

[USBC] covering the manner of maintenance or use or the

materials to be used in the maintenance or repair of that

building or structure.

The pertinent wording of these sections of the USBC are
similar in that an application of the USBC must first be made by
the building or code official as a prerequisite for a right to
appeal.

The appeal presented was general in nature and did not
involve the application of the USBC to a specific building or
structure owned by Mr. Seldon or the other homeowners.

The Review Board has no jurisdiction to determine the
competency of a building official. That authority lies with the
Board of Housing and Community Development under § 3.4 of Part
IITI of the Virginia Certification Standards.

FINAL ORDER
The appeal having been given due regard and in consideration

of the "Findings of the Review Board" set out above, the Review

2



Board hereby rules that no valid appeal exists. The appeal is

/’v%w%e/

denied.

\ ’hhi/rm te ‘Tachnical Review Board

As provided by Rule 2A:2 of thé Supreme Court of Virginia,
you have thirty (30) days from the date of service (the date you
actually received this decision or the date it was mailed to you,
whichever occurred first) within which to appeal this decision by
filing a Notice of Appeal with Norman R. Crumpton, Secretary of
the State Building Code Technical Review Board. In the event
that this decision is served on you by mail, three (3) days are

added to that perieod.
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VIRGINIA:

BEFORE THE
STATE BUILDING CODE TECHNICAL REVIEW BOARD

IN RE: Appeal of Jeff Ligon
Appeal No. 02-11

Decided: January 24, 2003

DECISION OF THE REVIEW BOARD

I. PROCEDURAL BACKGROUND

The State Building Code Technical Review Board (“Review
Board”) is a Governor—appointed board established to rule on
disputes arising from application of the Virginia Uniform
Statewide Building Code (“USBC”} and other regulations of the
Department of Housing and Community Development. See §§ 36-108
and 36—114‘of the Code of Virginia. Enforcement of the USBC in
other than state-owned buildings is by local city, county or town
building departmenis. See & 36-105 of the Code of Virginia. An

appeal under the USBC is first heard by a local board of building

code appeals and then may be further appealed to the Review Board.

See § 36-105 of the Code of Virginia. The Review Board's
proceedings are governed by the Virginia Administrative Process

Act. See § 36-114 of the Code of Virginia.

(G0



I7. CASE HISTORY

In June of 2002, the Pulaski County office responsible for
the enforcement of the USBC notified two residential concrete
foundation installers of a policy dictating how long formwork had
to be left in place after the pouring of concrete foundatioq
walls.
| Mr. Jeffery E. Ligon (“Ligon”), one of the installers, filed
an appeal to the Pulaski County Building Board of Appeals (“County
USBC board”), which heard the appeal and ruled that the CoUnty was
correct in its determinations.

Ligon then appealed £o the Review Board.

In consideration that the action by the County officials
appeared to ‘be a general polic? directive and did not appear to be
the enforcement of the USBC for a particular project or under an
issued USBC permit, Review Board staff scheduled a preliminary
hearing to determine whether a valid USBC appeal existed. Ligon
and County officials were given opportunity to submit written
arguments concerning the preliminary issue and were notified of
the time and place of the preliminary hearing. No written
arguments were submitted; however, Ligon was present and testified

at the preliminary hearing.

ITI.. FINDINGS OF THE REVIEW BOARD
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The Pulaski County directive concerning how long to leave the
formwork on concrete foundation walls stems from a dispute between
Ligon and the County on a particular project. However, Ligon
agrees that he was never cited for a USBC violation for that
particular job.

The purpose of the directive issued by the County officials
appears to be to.put Ligon and any other concrete foundation
installers operating in the County on notice of what criteria will
be used to approve future concrete foundations. Since this
directive was not issued pursuant‘to any USBC permit or
referencing a;y épecific construction project currently underway;
the Review Board finds that no application of the USBC has taken
place.

Under §’112.5 of the USBC, an appeal may be filed of “the
code official’s decision concerning application of the USBC ...”
In this case, there has been no application of the USBC,
therefore, there is no valid appeal.

Concern was raised by Ligon that for a wvalid appeal to occur,
foundation walls would have to be deliberately constructed in
conflict with the County’s directive in order to receive a notice
of noncompliance so that an appeal may be filed.

While not affecting the determination that no wvalid appeal

exists in the situation presented, the Review Board notes that

plans and specifications are generally required for any USBC

162



project. When such plans are submitted for the construction of
foundation walls, the specifications may indicate the time period
for curing prior to stripping the formwork. Should a USBC
official or enforcing agency reject such plans, reguiring instead
a longer time period, the permit holder or other person involved
in the construction project would have a right to appeal such
rejection under § 122.5 of the USBC. Therefore, no actual work
would have to be deliberately constructed in conflict with a
directive of a USBC enforcement agency to enable a valid appeal to

be_ filed.

IV. FINAL ORDER

The appgal having been given due regard, and for the reaéons
set out herein, the Review Board orders the decision of the County
USBC board to be, and hereby is, overturned and vacated since no
valid appeal existed before it. Further, the Review Board orders
Ligon’s appeal to the Review Board to be, and hereby is, dismissed

as invalid.

|- bttt

Vi —Chalrman, State Technical Review Board

te Entered
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ADDITIONAL DOCUMENTS SUBMITTED
BY THULIN
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Potts, Richard {DHCD)

From: Thulin, John {(DBHDS)

Sent: Wednesday, August 05, 2015 4:456 PM

To: Potts, Richard (CHCD)

Cc: John Thulin; Esther Thulin; doug.saunders@lynchburgva.gov

Subject: SBCTRB/ APPEAL OF JOHN S. THULIN / APPEAL NO. 15-2/ CORRECTION TO STAFF
DOC.

Importance: High

STATE BUILINDING CODE TECHNICAL REVIEW BOARD
AUG. 5, 2015

RE: CHANGES TO STAFF DOCUMENT NEEDED TO ADDRESS SPECIFIC CODE
REFERENCES AS ALREADY LISTED AND REFERENCED IN “"SPECIFIC REMEDY SOUGHT”
APPLICATION FOR APPEAL

A. PROBLEMS IN THE STAFF DOCUMENT
Substantial work has been invested to present relevent documentation of codes
and resourse information (from a design expert- BSC, and a code expert- Mr. Ron
Geren) to clearly lay a track for resolution of certain issues bearing on the
meaning and intent of the building codes that are applicable to fire restoration
work on my house.

My premise being that the applicable regulations are a protection and are
safeguards of the public interest. Thus far in this process of appeals, first to the
City of Lynchburg and then to the State Board, I fear has only produced an
exercise of bureaucratic “loop-hole in the regs” type discussions by officials aimed
at dismissing all responsibility for these issues. Issues that impact many fire
victims throughout this State. If the stated underlying premise is not justified by a
carefull and full answer to apply the specific codes I have already listed for you in
a beneficial manner, I suggest we are then straying from the highest and best
objectives of your Board to the detriment of the citizens of Virginia.

I acknowledge that each point must be scrutinized. But I alsg see that by not
addressing the specific codes I have listed and the applicable wording of them thus
allows for a change of direction and oversimplification. I have no grudge against
bureacacy as necessary organization to implement the benefits of laws and
regulations. I too am a State employee and I have undertaken this Appeals
process to help others in like situations, as well as my own family. The problems
faced here are repeated in every major fire restoration as regards the dilemma of
creating a moisture drainage plane (unintentionally?) within the exterior building
envelope system-- simply because no code officials nor design professionais are
directly involved in that key decision.
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B.

If my appeal documentation already submitted is actually read by the Board rather
than relying upon the |limited assumptions in the Staff Document alone, then I
trust those codes referenced will be addressed in a particular manner such that
the added meaning most needed will be the result- to the great credit of the
Board.

The requests for rulings I have submitted from the beginning until this time carry
the weight of logical common sense being rooted in the regulations—These surely
deserve your professional attention in every particular point I have there listed.
May I respectfully redirect you to those documents to see what I mean by this?

My greatest concern and my appeal specifically is for proper and best application
of those codes for my property restoration, not how can the code be twisted for a
financial gain as impiied or assumed by the Staff Document. If this tainted view
cannot be erased from their minds then all subsequent deliberation is predjudiced
by it and will fail the test of justice (if courts become the final answer).

APPROPRIATENESS OF THIS APPEAL

(1) The City Board denied the original appeal because there was no Building
Permit at the time rulings were made by the Inspector which were
contradictory flip-flop decisions. I made every attempt from the beginning to
determine what the Inspections dept of the city would require. 1 even
requested an on site meeting as part of the pre-permit disclosure required
before a building permit with accurate scope of work could be applied for,
Since this is authorized by USBC 119.5, this step definitely includes decisions
made by the Inspector at that meeting an integral and essential part of the
Permit later applied for. The Permit was later applied for and all reference to
shellac was ommited as the Inspector had already (improperly) denied me
the benefit of code provisions for the proper approval process defined by
code as “Alternative Materials and Methods”; This subject being central to
my appeal so that a true application of these requirements would remedy
the deficiency in the Scope/Permit. By approving the permit as written the
city has basically acknowledged that they are enforcing the Inspectors
previous decisions by means of that permit (requiring appeal as remedy). If
the code holds out refuge for those who need direction prior to applying for a
permit and the City Inspections Dept pretends to provide such code
guidance and then denies all responsibility for the outcome, has not the
building code been improperly applied?

(2) Staff Document refers to two Final Orders of two cases where the State
Board denied appeals. Having read these I am impressed with the reasoning
and common sense approach and in fact agree with both of those rulings. I
only meantion them here to show that my case is clearly not a reflection of
the identical reasons for a denial. In Appeal No. 02-11 there was no specific
permit and no particular project, and no part of the USBC was in dispute.
None of these faulty conditions can accurately be attributed to my case. In
Appeal No. 95-2 the Order states: “...concern the certification of the Building
Official and policies of... the County building department.” Again, none of
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that is applicable to the case I have asked an Appeal for. My Appeal bears
directly on the impact to my property which was the subject of the
conflicting rulings from the Inspector and his refusal to allow me the benefit
of the codes as written. I need not ask for an exception to be included as an
appropriate appeal on these basis. To simply deny an appeal because others
had been denied, due to superficial comparison, is to paint with a brush
much bigger than can be lifted with both hands.

C. A SYSTEM THAT WORKS
Again I invest my trust in your Board and ask your renewed efforts to bring this
case to a final resolution. Much time has elapsed and soo much could yet be
accomplished for all facing the same problem.

PS- Mr. Potts, please reply to advise you received this document/ email today.
Thank you,
John S. Thulin

434-947-2363 Office
434-907-5831 Cell
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VIRGINIA:

BEFORE THE
STATE BUILDING CODE TECHNICAL REVIEW BOARD (REVIEW BOARD)

IN RE: Appeal of Joseph E. Ellis
Appeal No. 15-4

REVIEW BOARD STAFF DOCUMENT

1. The City of Danville Department of Community Development (DCD), the agency
responsible for the enforcement of Part III of the Virginia Uniform Statewide Building Code, the
Virginia Maintenance Code, issued notices of demolition dated June 24, 2014 for buildings at
208 and 233 Jefferson Avenue, both owned by Joseph E. Ellis (Ellis).

2. The notices of demolition issued by DCD were mailed to Ellis’ mailing address
by certified and regular mail, but were not signed for. The notices were also posted on the
buildings and copies were published in a Danville newspaper on July 5, 2014.

3. Ellis filed an appeal of the notices to the City of Danville Local Board of Building
Code Appeals (City appeals board) on November 17, 2014,

4, The City appeals board conducted a hearing on Ellis’ appeal and limited the
hearing to only a consideration of whether the appeal was timely, After deliberation, the City
appeals board ruled to dismiss Ellis’ appeal as untimely.

5. Ellis further appealed to the Review Board.

6. This staff document was drafted and distributed to the parties and timeframes

were established for the submittal of objections; corrections or additions to the staff document;
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the submittal of additional documents for the record; and written arguments to be included in the

record of the appeal prepared for the hearing before the Review Board.

Sugsested Issite for Resolution by the Review Board

1. Whether Ellis’ appeal to the City appeals board was timely; and if ruling in the
affirmative, whether to remand the appeal to the City appeals board for a hearing on the merits of
the demolition orders, or whether to accept jurisdiction of the appeal concerning the merits of the

demolition orders.
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COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA.

DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
State Building Codes Office and Office of the State T'echnical Review Board
Main Street Centre, 600 E. Main Street, Suite 300, Richmond, Virginia 23219
Tel: (804) 371-7150, Fax: (804) 371-7092, Email: alan.mcmahan@dhcd.virginia.gov

APPLICATION FOR ADMINISTRATATIVE APPEAL
Regulation Serving as Basis of Appeal (check one):
& Uniform Statewide Building Code
Statewide Fire Prevention Code
___ Industrialized Building Safety Regulations

Amusement Device Regulations

PropeztVs ih Qowokts

Appealing Party Information (name, address, telephone number and email address): _—-
J0sEPH E, BlLs - 209 JEPFELsor) AUE
245 JEFFErsoN) KUER] £ 72272 NEFERLoN AVE
DA le & 2454 [ A 240-477- jo8O

Opposing Party Information {name, address, telephone number and email address of all other parties):

S o TANVINe VA — Dept of Commonty Do
A77] OANTToR) <5 Co. Zax 330D
Dari e, VA 24542 A#  A24.799-5763

Additional Information (to be submitted with this application)
o Copy of enforcement decision being appealed
o Copy of record and decision of local government appeals board (if applicable and available)
© Statement of specific relief sought

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that on the ’I‘D day of MA‘ECLJ{ , 20 1?Za completed copy of this application,
including the additional information required abqvé', was either mailed, hand delivered, emailed or sent by
facsimile to the Office of the State Technical Review Board and to all opposing parties listed.

Note: This application must be received by the Office of the State Technical Review Board within five
{5) working days of the date on the above certificale of service for that daic to be considercd as the
filing date of the appeal. If not recgived within five (5) working days, the date this application is
actually received by the Office ofAhe Review Board will be considered to be the [ling date.

F=te
Name of Applicant: ’I‘/MEP/—{ E. & | }'\5

(please print or type)

Signature of Applicant: <",




Case I Statement:

Section 106.5 of the Virginia Maintenance Code (USBC Part IIT, 2009) provides the right to
appeal building code official decisions and the appeal deadline. Section 106.5 states, “The
applicant shall submit a written request for appeal to the LBBA within 14 calendar days of the
receipt of the decision being appealed.”

Joseph and Cassandra Ellis were sent a Notice of Demolition citing 208 Jefferson Avenue, Parcel
ID 50289, on June 24, 2014, by certified and regular mail to the address provided to Real Estate
for the City of Danville and on a title search performed by Attorney Robert Whitt. The address of
record, 245 Jefferson Avenue, was vacant at the time, The mail returned with no signature and
unable to forward.

The property, 208 Jefferson Avenue, was posted with a Notice of Unsafe Structure/Demolition
on June 25, 2014. Newspaper notification was circulated for two consecutive weeks in local
newspapers of general circulation, including the Register and Bee on J uly 5, 2014 and July 7
2014.

The City of Danville Inspections Department received the appeal of 208 Jefferson Avenue on
November 17, 2014, 145 days over the 14 calendar days to appeal.

This local board and the State Building Code Technical Review Board have both held that
timeframes for appeal in the USBC are mandatory. Consistently, ruled that the timeframes for
appeal in the USBC are mandatory. The Inspections Division went to the address of record,
which was vacant at the time, sent certified and regular mail, posted the property, and circulated
the posting in the newspaper of two weeks.

The only exception is if the local enforcing agency agrees to waive the timeframes. In this case,
the City did not agree to waive the timeframe, therefore the Ellis’ appeal for 208 Jefferson
Avenue should not be heard for lack of timeliness.
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Case II Statement:

Section 106.5 of the Virginia Maintenance Code (USBC Part III, 2009) provides the right to
appeal building code official decisions and the appeal deadline. Section 106.5 states, “The
applicant shall submit a written request for appeal to the LBBA within 14 calendar days of the
receipt of the decision being appealed.”

Joseph and Cassandra Ellis were sent a Notice of Demolition citing 233 Jefferson Avenue, on
June 24, 2014, by certified and regular mail to the address provided to Real Estate for the City of
Danvilie and on a title search performed by Attorney Robert Whitt. The address of record, 245
Jefferson Avenue, was vacant at the time. The mail returned with no signature and unable to
forward.

The property, 208 Jefferson Avenue, was posted with a Notice of Unsafe Structure/Demolition
on June 25, 2014, Newspaper notification was circulated for two consecutive weeks in local
newspapers of general circulation, including the Register and Bee on July 5, 2014 and July 12,
2014,

The City of Danville Inspections Department received the appeal of 233 Jefferson Avenue on
November 17, 2014, 145 days over the 14 calendar days to appeal.

This local board and the State Building Code Technical Review Board have both held that
timeframes for appeal in the USBC are mandatory. Consistently, ruled that the timeframes for
appeal in the USBC are mandatory. The Inspections Division went to the address of record,
which was vacant at the time, sent certified and regular mail, posted the property, and circulated
the posting in the newspaper of two weeks.

The only exception is if the local enforcing agency agrees to waive the timeframes. In this case,
the City did not agree to waive the timeframe, therefore the Ellis’ appeal for 233 Jefferson
Avenue should not be heard for lack of timeliness.

Pt
-y
W



Earl B. Boyoolds, Jr. ( :
Diractar of Ill . .

427 Pamon Straet
; Lo P.O.Box 2320
Coramunin Davelopmernt B S Dereie, Virgins $4543

i l] i Frone: 1341 799-5261

L

K.cnﬂ.c{h C.Gilke, Jr. _

Divisizg Direreer of Flamning DCRHrineng ol :.: ':F'Zx ;—13_4-: _g:s-;llj:l
Jeay D. Rimey rwcdlailleaa gor
Drxizicay Duector of Inzgecusa:

Joba L Moody, .D. i SO P AMENT

Devizon Drrectar of Sooial Sarvice:
oo E) i |]lc NI

INSPECTIONS DIVISION
NOTICE OF DEMOLITION

6/24/2014

ELLIS JOSEPH E & CASSANDRAE
245 JEFFERSON AVE
DANVILLE VA 24541

RE: 208 JEFFERSON AVE
Parcel ID; 21232
Application Number: 128141

Dear Property Owner(s) and/or Gecupant,

The City of Danville’s Inspections Division has inspected the building on the above referenced property
and found it to be in violation of the provisions of the Virginia Maintenance Code (PART lil of the USBC-2009)
for the maintenance of existing structures. Further, it has also been determined by the Building Maintenance
Official that this building is unsafe, unfit for human occupancy or unlawful pursuant to Section 105 of the VMC,
and is hereby deemed a dangerous structure as defined in Section 9-3 of the Code of the City of Danville, VA,
1986, as amended.

You are hereby notified that this building has been deemed an UNSAFE STRUCTURE, and the Building
Maintenance Official prohibits any use or occupancy.

ORDER

The Building Maintenance Official has determined that in order to abate the unsafe or dangerous
conditions on this property, this building must be demolished and removed. You are hereby ordered to
complete the demolition and removal of this building within 30 days of receipt of this notice.

The specific violations, which exist, that cause the building to be declared unsafe, unfit for human
occupancy or unlawful and a dangerous structure are as follows:

105 Unsafe structures: VMC Section 105 Unsafe and/or unfit for habitation.

301.3 Vacant structures and land: Ali vacant struciures and premises thereof or vacant land shall be maintained
in a clean, safe, secure and sanitary condition as provided herein so as not to cause a blighting problem or
adversely affect the public health or safety

304.1 Exterior of Structure: The exterior of a structure shall be maintained in good repair, structurally sound and
sanitary.

304.2 Protective treatment: Extericr wood and/or metal surfaces have peeling, flaking and/or chipped paint.
304.4 Exterior Structural Members: Struciural members shall be maintained free from deterioration and capable
of supporting imposed loads.

ot
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304.6 Exterior walls: All exterior waus shall be free from holes, bregks, and loose or rotting materials: and

maintained weatherproof and properly surface coated where reguired to prevent deterioration

304.7 Roofs and drainage: Roof and flashing shall be sound, tight and not have defects that admit rain.

304.8 Decorative features: All cornices, belt courses, corbel, terra cotta trim, wall facing and similar decarative
ratures shall be maintained in good repair with proper anchorage and in a safe condition.

304.10 Stairways, decks, porches and balconies: Exterior stairway, deck, porch and balcony maintained

structurally sound, in good repair, properly anchored and able to support imposed loads.

304.13 Window, skylight and deor frames: Windows, skylight, doors and frames shall be kept in scund

condition, good repair and weather tight.

305.3 interior surfaces: All interior surfaces including windows and doors shall be maintained in good and

sanitary condition.

Failure to comply with this order to abate the unsafe and dangerous conditions will result in the City of

Danville taking action to abate such conditions in accordance with the provisions of Virginia Code Section
16.2806 and/or the Virginia Maintenance Code, as the Building Maintenance Official deems appropriate. This
may result in legal action against you, which would subject you ta a fine of up to $2,500.00, or the City may
take the necessary action, up to and including the taking down and removal of the building, and charge the
costs or expense thereof to you. Any charges assessed, which are unpaid, would constitute a lien in that
amount against the property.

Right of Appeal

You have the right to appeal this decision of the Building Maintenance Official to the local Board of
Building Code Appeals as provided for in Section 106.0 of the Virginia Maintenance Code, and in Section §-3 of
the Code of the City of Danville, Virginia, 1986, as amended. A written request for such an appeal shall be
made on forms provided by the Building Maintenance Official, and filed with this office within 14 calendar days
from receipt of this notice. At the time of filing, a fee of Two Hundred dollars ($200.00) shall accompany the
=ppeal request. Applications for appeal may be obtained in the Inspections Office located in Room 208 of the
unicipal Building on Patton Street, Monday through Friday, 8:00 AM until 5;:00 PM.

Compliance with this order may require a building permit from this office. Failure to obtain the proper
permit{s) as required by the USBC shall constitute a separate violation. Should you have any questions or wish
to discuss this matter, please contact me at (434) 799-5261. Thank you for your cooperation in promptly
eliminating these violations.

Sincerely,
JACOB W WALKER JERRY D RIGNEY

Property Maintenance Inspector Division Director of Inspactions

CC; File
Post on Property

Enclosed:

DORQOTHY A. NESBITT INSTRUMERNT # 06-2405
1621 WYNDHAM WAY
EL DORADQO HILLS, CA 95762

COLLECTION ADVISORY GROUP INSTRUMENT # 11-5496
400 N. 8 ST. ROOM 898 # 11-5497
MAIL BOX 75

RICHMOND, VA 23219
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Gty of Danwille, Virginga

INSPECTIONS DIVISION
NOTICE OF DEMOLITION

6/24/2014

ELLIS JOSEPH E & CASSANDRA E
245 JEFFERSON AVE
DANVILLE VA 24541

RE: 233 JEFFERSON AVE
Parcel ID: 24234
Application Number: 128147

Jear Property Owner(s) and/or Occupant,

The City of Danville’s Inspections Division has inspected the building on the above referenced property
and found it to be in violation of the provisions of the Virginia Maintenance Code (PART ill of the USBC-2009)
for the maintenance of existing structures. Further, it has also been determined by the Building Maintenance
Official that this building is unsafe, unfit for human occupancy or unlawful pursuant to Section 105 of the VMC,
and is hereby deemed a dangerous structure as defined in Section 9-3 of the Code of the City of Danville, VA,
1985, as amended.

You are hereby notified that this building has been deemed an UNSAFE STRUCTURE, and the Building
Maintenance Official prohibits any use or occupancy.

ORDER

The Building Maintenance Official has determined that in order to abate the unsafe or dangerous
conditions on this property, this building must be demolished and removed. You are hereby ordered to
complete the demolition and removal of this building within 30 days of receipt of this notice.

The specific violations, which exist, that cause the building to be declared unsafe, unfit for human
occupancy or unfawful and a dangerous structure are as follows:

105 Unsafe structures: VIMC Section 105 Unsafe and/or unfit for habitation.

301.3 Vacant structures and {and: All vacant structures and premises thereof or vacant land shall be maintained
'n a clean, safe, secure and sanitary condition as provided herein so as not to cause a blighting problem or
adversely affect the public health or safety

304.1 Exterior of Structure: The exterior of a siructure shall be maintained in good repair, structurally sound and
sanitary.

304.2 Protective treatment: Exterior wood and/or metal surfaces have peeling, flaking and/or chipped paint.
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304.4 Exterior Structural Members: Structural members shall be maintained free from deterioration and capable
of supporting imposed loads.

304.5 Foundation walls: Foundation walls either not plumb or free of open cracks and breaks.

304.6 Exterior walis: All exterior walls shall be free from heles, breaks, and loose or rotting materials: and
maintained weatherproof and properly surface coated where required to prevent deterioration.

304.7 Roofs and drainage: Roof and flashing shall ke sound, tight and not have defects that admit rain.
304.8 Decorative features: All cornices, belt courses, corbel, terra cotta trim, wall facing and similar decorative
features shall be maintained in good repair with proper anchaorage and in a safe candition.

304.10 Stairways, decks, porches and balconies: Exterior stairway, deck, porch and balcony maintained
structurally sound, in good repair, properly anchored and able to support imposed loads:

304.13 Window, skylight and door frames: Windows, skylight, doors and frames shall be kept in sound
condition, good repair and weather tight,

304.15 Doors: All exterior doors, door assemblies and hardware shall be maintained in good condition,

Failure to comply with this order to abate the unsafe and dangerous conditions will result in the City of

Danville taking action to abate such conditions in accordance with the provisions of Virginia Code Section
15.2906 and/or the Virginia Maintenance Code as the Building Maintenance Official deems appropriate, This
may result in legal action against you, which would subject you to a fine of up to $2,500.00, or the City may
take the necessary action, up to and including the taking down and remaval of the building, and charge the
costs or expense thereof to you. Any charges assessed, which are unpaid, would constitute a lien in that
amount against the property. -

Right of Appeal

You have the right to appeal this decision of the Building Maintenance Official to the local Board of
Building Code Appeals as provided for in Section 106.0 of the Virginia Maintenance Code, and in Section 9-3 of
the Code of the City of Danville, Virginia, 1986, as amended. A writtan request for such an appeal shall be
made on forms provided by the Building Maintenance Official, and filed with this office within 14 calendar days
from receipt of this notice. At the time of filing, a fee of Two Hundred dollars ($200.00) shall accompany the
appeal request, Applications for appeal may be obtained in the Inspections Office located in Room 208 of the

Aunicipal Building on Patton Street, Monday through Friday, 8:00 AM until 5:00 PM.

Compliance with this order may require a building permit from this office. Failure to obtain the proper
permit{s) as required by the USBC shall constitute a Separate violation. Should you have any questions or wish
to discuss this matter, please contact me at (434) 799-5261. Thank you for your cooperation in promptty
eliminating these violations.

Sincerely,
e ~
ACOB W WALKER é‘ﬂj;(D RIGNEY

Property Maintenance Inspector Division Director of Inspections
CC: File
Post on Property

Enclosed

MADWELL LLC INSTRUMENT # 06-1967
234 JEFFERSON AVE
DANVILLE, VA 24541

COLLECTION ADVISORY GROUP INSTRUMENT # 11-5496
400 N. 8 ST. ROOM 898 #11-5497
MAIL BOX 75

RICHMOND, VA 23219
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LOCAL BOARD QF BUILDING CODE APPEALS
CITY OF DANVILLE, VIRGINIA

APPLICATION FOR APPEAL

Pursuant to Section 119 of the Virginia Uniform Statewide Building Code, or Section
F-112.0 of the Virginia Fire Prevention Code, or Section 9-3 of the Code of the City
of Danville, Virginia, 1986, as amended, a request for an appeal is hereby made this _
i7_day of Noyoumbe 2 , 20/% to the Board of Building Code Appeals,
relative to the following:

Appellant — (Applicant) v, Appellate
(Building Official, Building
Maintenance Official or Fire

Official)
Name —:&’F/E«\Dﬂ [ E,H \\S B{X){/&[ ng Maiute aerce-
Address 245 JETFEELSBN KL D;ﬁm’ﬂ

DA le (A 454 |

Firm/Company

Phone ‘2‘40 - 472“ ]'080

If building is owned by other than’ Appellant, show owner’s name and address:
VA

Name e

Address /

*#Plaase include $200.00 with this application, with checks made payable to the City of Danville.

CODE BEING % VIRGINIA UNIFORM STATEWIDE BUILDING COBE (USBC)
APPEALED: g VIRGINIA STATEWIDE FIRE PREVENTION CODE (SFPC)
0 SECTION 9-3, CODE OF THE CITY OF DANVILLE, VIRGINIA

il
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BASIS FOR APPEAL.:

The Building/Building Maintenance Official/Fire Official has denied the granting
of a modification which complies with the intent of the applicable code.

O The true intent of the applicable code has been incorrectly interpreted.
O The provisions of the applicable code do not fully apply in this situation.

The proposal to use an equivalent form of construction or compliance has been
denied.

A _—‘—_ﬁ\\
IPL( The decision of the code official regarding an order to abate an unsafe or )
dangerous structure is being challenged. /’/
BACKGROUND INFORMATION:

Location of building for which this appeal is filed: ZOg Wg‘ D_f\) %6

Current or proposed use of building or structure: WP[/IMQ . T/’(ﬁ kur-/{/(ﬂf
WAS used As 4 dwellina and (s papdrd 4o be
pxd As A dwelling v Ao —/ZH el
Specific action or decision you are requesting of the Board: (7})//1 Yy dé’ﬂ/z@/!"‘/‘l 2V
ordeR in grdew do Fimel with (uteeestod
(nveStors OZ e Doy ely.

Justification for this request: '1’&/0(19/(’# MK{(@ /Z&(-U& [(//%K C/?/‘/

‘ pwvcfadﬂc (oot ;,f//zm M&m’_ f({// 7%’/‘05%
/‘,;é/ﬁgcf’,,é)r /]‘)7%24/* J/&HL/Q o S@ve /mlxj//f(‘mfil

aud s e Fime o work with radividugda-
Fhad have  Shown [vtereST iy Working i
we fo <aype e <hudc Tt

(ATTACH SEPARATE SHEET [F ADDITIONAL SPACE IS NEEDED)



Please complete the following estimate of the cost of repairs:

Type of work: Amount
Demolition/ removal of damaged materials. «~ $ /O,000
Footing/ foundation/ chimney repair or installation. ¥ $ 5, 000
Structura! floor, wall or reof framing repair or installation. v’ $ s o0
Exterior roofing / flashing repair or installation, +* $ /0, 020
Exterior stair / porch / deck repair orinstallation. ¢ $ = 500
Exierior siding / trim repair or installation. $ S, 000
Exterior door / window repair or installation - v $/(/ 00
Interior wall / ceiling / flooring repair or installation. v/ $cro, 000
[nterior frim / millwork / cabinet repair or installation. $ 5’ olele
Plumbing fixture / appliance / piping repair cr installation. § 5 ¢00
Electrical fixture / device / wiring repair or installation. - $ /2000
Heating & cooling system repair or installation. $/0. 000
Hardware repair or installation. $
Insulation. v~ 3 5 ocd
Painting. v $ .5, oC0
Miscellaneous items or other, $

Total cost of work: | $/(J&, DU

Please answer the following questions:

What portion of this work, if any, do you jntend on perfo g yourself? A[;)f/lz .
THE [leupom 1S v fé)ﬂ“ﬁc/f(,/( )‘%;_ FEG Pcty UA/[/LAJ‘C'A ¢ S
//‘/f? /]//r/ r 774/( < él/, i/ €$S€zfl SPYRLE A TP 2t

_éa/ s //o,‘?c: S ceSH, D47 fie shel and. //fm/é,,
ave you recelved aty cos estlmates rom contractor operfo any of the above 7[ éL C(?d(ﬂ/

work, and if so, please a‘tach copies of written estimates? V&, m(ﬁ o2
At
he time frame that o
What is the time frame that you propose to start this work, and to have this work fully
completed? oMbt / ,{2,;(,/ wAl
vt NO
Bnte 12
Do you intend on borrowing money to finance any portion of this work? !A/(/) A /
If so, have you contacted any lending agents to determine your monthly payments?
768 JEFFELSSN DN Tl £ B
Address of Property i Name
dov 7 2014 Lf. S

Date ) T Signature

Pt
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LOCAL BOARD OF BUILDING CODE &PPEALS
CITY OF DANVILLE, VIRGINIA

APPLICATION FOR APPEAL

Pursuant to Section 119 of the Virginia Uniform Statewide Building Code, or Section
F-112.0 of the Virginia Fire Prevention Code, or Section 9-3 of the Code of the City
of Danville, Virginia, 1986, as amended, a request for an appeal is hereby made this _
\"1 day of ON O, , 2011 to the Board of Building Code Appeals,

relative to the following:

Appellant — (Applicant) v, Appellate
(Building Official, Building
Maintenance Official or Fire
Official)

xame SOSEPA B EN1LS B3 diny Mainen ene
Address ZASD ’\—E)F\ZEE_SUMA\)'—U Dﬁc}c‘b@\
eV | VA 7454 |

Firm/Company

Phone %O“ ‘A(‘?Z' \D?)O

If building is owned by other than Appellant, show owner’s name and address:

Name

Address /

++Please include $200.00 with this application, with checks made payable to the Ciry of Danville.

CODE BEING ﬁ{ VIRGINIA UNIFORM STATEWIDE BUILDING CODE (USBC)

APPEALED: O VIRGINIA STATEWIDE FIRE PREVENTION CODE (SFPC)
O SECTION 9-3, CODE OF THE CITY OF DANVILLE, VIRGINIA

ey
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o



BASIS FOR APPEAL:

The Building/Building Maintenance Official/Fire Official has denied the granting
of a maodification which complies with the intent of the applicable code.

a The true intent of the applicable code has been incarrectly interpreted.
0 The provisions of the applicable code do not fully apply in this situation.

. The proposal to use an equivalent form of construction or compliance has been
denied.

The decision of the code official regarding an order to abate an unsafe or '
dangerous structure is being challenged.

BACKGROUND INFORMATION:
Location of building for which this appeal is filed: ZZZ ui“)ﬁi%(%% A6

Current or proposed use of building or structure: ]Nb\\\ V’\C\ /ﬂ/Ul 20\ l CQ/\*"U’"\
tps e d wa \\ Lo Aoy ned & “’L\L‘Dt«uei h A%\Q"‘W\w)s

Specific action or decision you are requesting of the Board: A T)?M/Q[ d7'\9JL_\
67/61‘@-{/ en @fm) 80 iy R b\).A’YL\ rporten_{h,a
e otses v/« f/DDJ-J{T’\

Justification for this request: T—l—\OLY/\\’Q[ U\,ﬁ(/q WL Ldrh\/"\ Cﬁ’l‘
Yo Porclumw Smid (}ramvﬂn Lot~ Aleat M
Thegdn Looked fo RIS (J\m/\un'wv S bo“‘l,OaWS
g r\u49 Mg re %ero wvum\%’wfmﬁ) Dve lg
Yoot Maoe Shovon ke, 057 T oo e VYL
e e S0 Al shidetv et |

(ATTACH SEPARATE SHEET IF ADDITIONAL SPACE IS NEEDED)
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Please complete the following estimate of the cost of repairs:

Type of work: Amount
Demolition/ remova! of damaged materials. $ 750
Footing/ foundation/ chimney repair or installation. $ 00
Structural floor, wall or roof framing repair or installation. 3 /}—, o0
E xterior roofing / flashing repair or installation. $ R OOD
Exterior stair / porch / deck repair or installation. $ 4 0O
Exterior siding / frim repair or installation. =
Exterior door [ window repair or installation. $ 7 SO0
Interior wall / ceiling / flooring repair or installation. $ 8 o
Interior trim / millwork / cabinet repair or installation. $ ) o000
Plumbing fixture / appliance / piping repair or installation. $ & 00O
Electrical fixture { device / wiring repair or installation. 3 A4 owo
Heating & cooling system repair or installation. $ LooD
Hardware repair or installation. $ ~E
Insulation. § Liceo
Painting. $ Ao
Miscellaneous items or other. -
Total cost of work: | $ M, oo

Please answer the following questions:

What portion of this work, if any, do you intend on performing yourself? ﬁ«jo NE

Have you received any cost estimates from contractors to perfor y of the above
work, and if so, please attach copies of written estimates? \/gqu;n\ 6;]‘! M@l

What is the time frame that you propose to start this work, and to have this work fully
completed? (o Months

Do you intend on borrowing money to finance any portion of this work? WO

If so, have you contacted any lending agents to determine your monthly payments? _—

022, ermelom e VYeeph E. ELS

Address of Property
WJov. Y7 2ol c\ﬁwz; e

Date ~ Slgnature
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Ear] B._ Rcyno](:!s, Ir. —— 127 Patlon Surecet
Director of “l | P P. 0. Box 3300
Community Development . (R Danville, Virginia 20513
(111 Phone: (L31) 799-5261
TTY: (434 7738142

i

IR

Department of .7 71 0 Fax: (13.1) 797-8919
Ommunltj ’ wiw.danville-vagov
John L. Moody, J.D. DEVELOPMENT

Bivision Direclor ol Soctal Sewvices . ] .
City of Danville. Virginia

Py

Kenneth C. Gillie, Jr.

Dyivision Director of Planning

Jerry D. Rigney
Division Director of Inspections

CERTIFIED MAIL
March 26, 2015

Joseph E. Ellis
245 Jefferson Ave. #1
Danville, VA 24541
Joseph E. Ellis
911 Benson Ter
Silver Spring, MD 20901
Re: RESOLUTION - 208 JEFFERSON AVE, DANVILLE VA 24541
Mr. Ellis:

Please see the attached Local Board of Building Code Appeals Resolution that pertains to the
above mentioned address, adopted on March 19, 2015.

If you have any questions, please contact my office at (434) 799-5263.

Jerry .Rigney,C.P.C):?/?
Attachment
JDR/wbh
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LOCAL BOARD OF BUILDING CODE APPEALS
CITY OF D&ANVILLE, VIRGINL&

RESOLUTION

WHEREAS, The Local Board of Building Code Appeals (LBBCA) of the City of Danville, Virginia met on
March 19, 2015 to consider an appeal request from Joseph E. Ellis , the appellant, for the

building(s) or structure(s) located at 208 Jefferson Ave., Danville, VA 24541; and WHEREAS, the LBBCA,
upon consideration of the facts and issues presented in this appeal, _agrees (agrees/disagrees) with the
Building Official (Building/Code Official) in this matter, for the following reasons:

e The Board agreed that the appeal was not filed within the 14 day appeal period required
by the 2009 Virginia Maintenance Code §106.5.

THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the LBBCA, that the decision of the Building Official (Building/Code

Official) in this matter is hereby upheld (upheld/reversed/modified), which results in the appellant

having to take the following action(s):_of the Notice of Demoltion date.

with the following stipulations and/or conditions (if any):_none applicable,

ADOPTED 3"/ 9"/ <

Date Chairman

Upon receipt of this resolution, “Any person who was a party to the appeal may appeal fo the State
Review Board by submitling an application to such Board within_ 21 calendar days upon receipt by

certified mail of this resolution. Application forms are available from the Office of the State Review
Board, 600 East Main St, Richmond, Virginia 23219, and (804} 371-7150.



Earl B. Reynolds, Jr.

' - i 127 Patton Sureet
7 Director of I' doe § P. O. Box 3300
Community Developmeut I I ' ll . i Danmalle, Virggnia 21513
P bl > 09.59
_ Kenneth C, Gillie, Jr. D r l ' ‘f j H 1’11(1)]\)'L ((tljil)):?)%)s)l [( ])1
Division Director ol Planuing cpartment o i Fax: CL34) 797-8019
Jerry D, Rigney wirw,danmalle-viegov
Division Divectoyr of Inspections
. John L. Moady, J.D. DEVELOPMENT
Division Direetor of Social Seivices ] . . o
Cily of Danville, Virginia
CERTIFIED MAIL
March 26, 2015

Joseph E. Ellis

245 Jefferson Ave. #1

Danville, VA 24541

Joseph E. Ellis

911 Benson Ter

Silver Spring, MD 20901

Re: RESOLUTION -233 JEFFERSON AVE, DANVILLE VA 24541
Mr. Ellis:

Please see the attached Local Board of Building Code Appeals Resolution that pertains to the
above mentioned address, adopted on March 19, 2015.

If you have any questions, please contact my office at (434) 799-5263.

Singgrely,

eni; D. Rigney, C.P.C. :
Attachment
JDR/wbh



LOCAL BOARD OF BUILDING CODE APPEALS
CITY OF DANVILLE, VIRGINIA

RESOLUTION

WHEREAS, The Local Board of Building Code Appeals (LBBCA) of the City of Danville, Virginia met on
March 19, 2015 to consider an appeal request from Joseph E. Ellis , the appellant, for the

building(s) or structure(s) located at 233 Jefferson Ave. Danville, VA 24541; and WHEREAS, the LBBCA,

upon consideration of the facts and issues presented in this appeal, _agrees (agrees/disagrees) with the
Building Official (Building/Code Official) in this matter, for the following reasons:

¢« The Board agreed that the appeal was not filed within the 14 day appeal period required
by the 2009 Virginia Maintenance Code §106.5.

THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the LBBCA, that the decision of the Building Official (Building/Code

Official) in this matter is hereby __ upheld (upheld/reversed/modified), which results in the appellant

having to take the following action(s):_of the Notice of Demolition dated June 24, 2014,

with the following stipulations and/or conditions (if any):_none applicable.

ADOPTED: ._?7"‘/ ?"’/ \C

Date Chairman

Upon receipt of this resolution, “Any person who was a party to the appeal may appeal to the State
Review Board by submitting an application to such Board within_21 calendar days upon receipt by
certified mail of this resolution. Application forms are avaifable from the Office of the State Review
Board, 600 East Main St, Richmond, Virginia 23218, and (804) 371-7150.
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THIS STRUCTURE HAS BEEN DECLARED BY THE CODE
OFFICIAL TO BE UNSAFE, UNFIT FOR HUMAN
OCCUPANCY OR UNLAWFUL PERSUANT TO THE
PROVISIONS OF THE VIRGINIA UNIFORM STATEWIDE
BUILDING CODE, AND IS HEREBY AN

UNSAFE STRUCTURE

ANY USE OR OCCUPANCY OF THIS STRUCTURE IS
UNLAWFUL, AND PROHIBITED BY THE CODE OFFCIAL.,
ANY PERSON USING OR OCCUPYING THIS STRUCTURE,
OR REMOVING THIS PLACARD, WILL BE PROSECUTED
AND SUBJECT TO THE PENALTIES AS PRESCRIBED IN

§36-106 OF THE CODE OF VIRGINIA. DO NOT REMOVE.

208 Jefexon Ae.  72-4-35

ADDRESS TAX MAP NO.

b-Z5-1%

DATE

COMMENTS: ) E-MOLJTLQ“ f

A
CO

DE OFFICIAL

FOR ANY QUESTIONS CONCERNING THIS UNSAFE STRUCTURE,

CONTACT THE CITY OF DANVILLE INSPECTIONS DIVISION AT 799-
5263 - -

O TRESPASSING
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o
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INSTRUMENT NO.
CITY OF DANVILLE, VA

PIN: 21232 Attachment |
Retumn to:

City of Danville

Inspections Division

P.O. Box 330

Danville, VA 24543

NOTICE OF DEMOLITION OF STRUCTURE

KNOW ALL MEN BY THESE PRESENTS, that the Building Code Official for the City
of Danville, Virginia has given notice to JOSEPH E. ELLIS AND CASSANDRA E. ELLIS,
who is the owner of a certain structure located within the Danville City limits at 208
JEFFERSON AVENUE, Tax Parcel Number 21232, that structure is unsafe and must be
repaired or demolished and brought into compliance with the standards of the Virginia Uniform
Statewide Building Code on or before July 26, 2014. If the structure is not fully repaired oz
demolished by the owner by the aforesaid date, the structure will be demolished by the City of
Danville in accordance with the provisions of the Virginia Statewide Building Code and the
provisions of the Danville City Code and a lien will be placed on the above-described property
for the amount of the demolition costs.

This Notice of Demolition of Structure will serve as notice to all prospective purchasers,
assigns, and successors in interest to the above-described property that if the structure located on
the aforesaid property is not fully repaired to the standards of the Virginia Uniform Statewide
Building Code or demolished by the aforesaid date, the structure will be demolished, by the City
of Danville in accordance with the Notice of the Building Code Official. The transfer of title or
the sale of the above-described property to the new owner will not affect the deadline set forth in
this Notice of Demolition of Structure. The deadline set by the Code Official for the repair or
demolition of the structure will remain in full force and effect unless modified by future action of
the Building Code Official.

Dated this 12" day of November, 2014.

CITY OF DANVILLE, VIRGINIA

«
=
E

de Official

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA
CITY OF DANVILLE, to wit:

Acknowledged before me on this 12 day of November, 2014 by Jerry D. Rigney,
Building Code Official for the City of Danville, Virginia

LiShadiod. %/WL,

Notary Public

My commission expires: J9 /1O \L/J rQ%{; L0

DESHANTA LENAE HAIRSTON
NOTARY PUBLIC
REGISTRATION # 7611454
COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA

ON EXPIRES
ML R SO

pant.
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Earl B. Reynolds, Jr.

j 427 Pation Street

Dircctor ol |" ‘,___3_,_ i o P. Q. Box 3300
Community Development e i Danville, Virginia 24543
" llll] P . Phone: ¢34 799.5961
I\e-r}?.c{h» C{" — Department of ; L (e 7788102
Director of Planning e . H P Fax: (134) 797-8019
Jerry D. Rigney wwivdanville-va.gov
Director of luspections b}
John L. Moody, ].D. DEVELOPME NT Pl

Director of Sacial Services R . ) A
City of Danville, Virginia

TIMELINE FOR 208 JEFFERSON AVE, DANVILLE VA 24541

» SEPTEMBER 23, 2003- NOTICE OF VIOLATION WAS SENT TO OWNER,
DOROTHY A. NESBITT (CERTIFIED MAIL WAS UNCLAIMED, REGULAR MAIL
NOT RETURNED)

» AUGUST 28, 2004- A FINAL NOTICE WAS SENT TO OWNER. (CERTIFIED
MAIL WAS SIGNED ON 9/10/04, REGULAR MAIL WAS NOT RETURNED) NO
REPAIRS OR IMPROVEMENTS WERE EVER COMPLETED BY MS. NESBITT

» MAY 24, 2006- JOSEPH AND CASSANDRA ELLIS PURCHASED THE
PROPERTY

» NOVEMBER 7, 2007- NOTICE OF VIOLATION WAS SENT TO OWNER
(CERTIFIED MAIL WAS SIGNED BY AGENT ON 11/7/07, REGULAR MAIL
WAS NOT RETURNED)

» SEPTEMBER 3, 2008- A FINAL NOTICE WAS SENT TO OWNER DUE TO
NONCOMPLIANCE (CERTIFIED MAIL WAS UNCLAIMED, REGULAR MAIL
WAS NOT RETURNED)

« SEPTEMBER 28, 2008- CITY RECEIVED A LETTER FROM JOSEPH ELLIS
REGARDING THE VIOLATIONS AND HIS INABILITY TO FIND A
CONTRACTOR

» SEPTEMBER 26, 2008- 60 DAY TIME EXTENSION NOTICE WAS GRANTED
AND MAILED TO THE OWNER TO COMPLETE REPAIRS. (CERTIFIED MAIL
WAS UNCLAIMED, REGULAR MAIL WAS NOT RETURNED) REINSPECTION
WAS SCHEDULED FOR 11/26/08. NO REPAIRS OR IMPROVEMENTS WERE
MADE TOWARD CORRECTING THE VIOLATIONS

e APRIL 17, 2014- TITLE SEARCH WAS COMPLETED BY ROBERT H. WHITT
» JUNE 24, 2014- NOTICE OF DEMOLITION WAS SENT TO OWNERS AND ALL

LIENHOLDERS AND TRUSTEES (CERTIFIED MAIL TO OWNER WAS
UNCLAIMED AND REGULAR MAIL WAS NOT RETURNED)



Prooe |2

JUNE 25, 2014- DEMOLITION PLACARD WAS POSTED ON THE PROPERTY

JULY 5 & JULY 12, 2014- NOTICE OF DEMOLITION WAS ADVERTISED IN
THE DANVILLE REGISTER & BEE

SEPTEMBER 17, 2014- UTILITIES WERE DISCONNECTED IN PREPERATION
FOR DEMOLITION

SEPTEMBER 18, 2014- ASBESTOS SURVEY WAS PERFORMED TO
IDENTIFY ANY ASBESTOS-CONTAINING MATERIAL

NOVEMBER 17, 2014- APPLICATION AND PAYMENT FOR APPEAL WAS
RECEIVED

PICTURES- WERE TAKEN THE FOLLOWING DAYS AND ARE ATTACHED
FOR VIEWING:

o NOVEMBER 5, 2007

o JUNE 10, 2014
o NOVEMBER 86, 2014

“Danville City Government - A World Class Organization”

s,
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LOGAL BOARD OF BUILDING CODE APPE&LS
CITY OF DANVILLE, VIRGINIA

December 12, 2014

TO: bers of the City of Danville Local Board of Building Code Appeals

FRO Jerry D. Rigney, C.P.C.A Director of Inspections

SUBJECT: 208 Jefferson Ave, Parcel # 21232, Map #1716-002-000026.000 and 233
Jefferson Ave, Parcel # 24234, Map #2713-027-000013.000

Case I: 208 Jefferson Ave, Parcel # 21232, Map #1716-002-000026.000

The City is requesting denial of the appeal based on the timeliness of the appeal. Part 111 of
Virginia Uniform Statewide Building Code, (VUSBC) Section 106.5 states that "The owner
of a building or structure, the owner's agent or any other person involved in the use ofa
building or structure may appeal a decision of the code official concerning the application
of the USBC this code to such building or structure and may also appeal a refusal by the
code official to grant a modification to the provisions of this code pertaining to such
building or structure. The applicant shall submit a written request for appeal to the LBBCA
within 14 calendar days of the receipt of the decision being appealed. The application shall
‘name and address of the person appealing, when the applicant is not the owner. 4 copy of
the code official's decision shall be submitted along with the application for appeal and
maintained as part of the record. The application shall be marked by the LBBCA to
indicate the date received. Failure to submit an application for appeal within the time limit
established by this section shall constitute accepiance of a code official's decision".

The time between the June 24, 2014 Notice of Demolition and the filing of the Appeal date
of November 18, 2014 is 148 days, not the allocated 14 days permitted by Section 106.5 of
Part Ill, Virginia Uniform Statewide Building Code (VUSBC). Therefore, the City contends
the application was not filed in a timely matter and the owners accepted the code official's
decision per Section 106.5 ... Failure to submit an application for appeal within the time limit
established by this section shall constitute acceptance of the code official’s decision,

Case II: 233 Jefferson Ave, Parcel # 24234, Map #2713-027-000013.000

The City is requesting denial of the appeal based on the timeliness of the appeal. Part I1I of
Virginia Uniform Statewide Building Code, (VUSBC) Section 106.5 states that "The owner
of a building or structure, the owner's agent or any other person involved in the use of a
building or structure may appeal a decision of the code official concerning the application
of the USBC this code to such building or structure and may also appeal a refusal by the
code official to grant a modification to the provisions of this code pertaining to such

"y
€
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building or structure. The applicant shall submit a written request for appeal to the LBBCA
within 14 calendar days of the receipt of the decision being appealed. The application shall
‘name and address of the person appealing, when the applicant is not the owner. A copy of
the code official’s decision shall be submitted along with the application for appeal and
maintained as part of the record. The application shall be marked by the LBBCA to
indicate the date received. Failure to submit an application for appeal within the time limit
established by this section shall constitute acceptance of a code official’s decision”.

The time between the June 24, 2014 Notice of Demolition and the filing of the Appeal date
of November 17, 2014 is 147 days, not the allocated 14 days permitted by Section 106.5 of
Part Ill, Virginia Uniform Statewide Building Code (VUSBC). Therefore, the City contends
the application was not filed in a timely matter and the owners accepted the code official’s
decision per Section 106.5 ... Failure to submit an application for appeal within the time limit
established by this section shall constitute acceptance of the code official’s decision,

Please see attached documenis

Attachments
JDR/whbh
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SENDER: COMPLETE THIS SECTION

& Complete items 1, 2, arid 3. Also complete
item 4 if Restricted Delivery Is desired.

X Print your name and address on the reverse
so that we can return the card to you.

B Attach this card to the back-of the mailpiece,
or on the front if space permits,

1. Article Addressed to:

JOS%:E E. Ellis

5% Orfo s,

o N

Z‘ /2 O Agaiit.
=/ 0 Addresseé

- %] AR of Dellvery
: [ 1’_“.

245 Sefferson Avetl

D. Is delivery address different from ftem l]_’_i'\_ O Yei e
If YES, enter delivery address belows *6 TINGA -~

JoER €. g s~

Danvdle VA a5t

3. Service Type

Certified Mall [ Express Mail
O Registered O Retum Recelpt for Merchandise
O Insured Mall O C.OD. .

4. Restricted Delivery? (Extra Fee) 1 Yes

2. Asticls Number

2010 0290 0O02 7873 1207

{Transfer from service label)

PS Form 3811, February 2004

'U.S. Postal Service s

Domestic Return Recelpt

102585.02-M-1540

'CERTIFIED MAIL.. RECEIPT

- (Domestic Mail Only;

No Insurance Coverage Provided}

Postage | $

Cartffled Fea

Relumn Recelpt Fee
{Endarsement Requirad)

'ostmark
Here

\ ?!326 X015

Restricted Deilvary Fee
(Endarsement Raquired)

Total Fostage & Fees $

Sent To

70L0 02590 oOoo2 72873 1207

q;e;ﬂn £ Ellig
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7873 1214

7010 0290 000d

--._US Postal Serwcem ;_

fCERTIF]ED MAIL.. RECEIPT

. (Domestic Mail Only: No Insurance Coverage Pravided)

- For dellvery information visit our website at www.usps.comg

DFFICIAL USE

Postage | § OF-N L IL{&

Certified Fee

‘ES\% Pdstmark

Relurn Re¢eipt Fea - ']
{Endarsament Aequlred) 6‘ '1 ere

Fastricted Delivery Fea
{Endorsement Required)
Total Pastage & Foos $ W_A_h\'

SEMT:_)O.S_*QDI‘\ E EltlS

PS5 Form 3800, Augus} 2006 ,° Ses Roverse for Instrustions .
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SENDER: COMPLETE THIS SECTION

N Complete items 1, 2, and 3, Also complete
item 4 if Restricted Dehve:y Is desired.
N Print your name and addrgss on the reverse

T d e “‘{‘-.1‘1“:’«..,-
COMPLETE THIS SECTION ON DELIVERY
A Slgnature

/( %&nt
Addressee

so that we can return the.card to you,
B Attach this card to the back of the mailpiece,
or on the front if space permits.

B. Recelved b{(PnntedNa mg} -

\l\[._

€. Date of Dellvery

5 331 5

1. Article Addressed to:

JQSe,Ph E. Ellis

D. Is delivery address different rtem 170 Yes

m
If YES, enter deliver) gddrﬁ?

Q)] Benson Terrate

Silver SP”’.QfJ , MD

3. Servica Type

M certiflod Mall [T Express Mal
[ Reglstered O Retum Recsipt for Merchandisa .
insured Mail [ c.0D.

2040 |

4. Restricted Delivery? (Extra Feg) O vYes

2. Article Nurnber
(Transfer from service label)

7010 02190

Jaoz2 7873 Lo2ly

PS Form 3811, February 2004

Domestm Return Heceipt

102595-02-M-1540
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233 Jefferson Ave
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THIS STRUCTURE HAS BEEN DECLARED BY THE CODE
OFFICIAL TO BE UNSAFE, UNFIT FOR HUMAN
OCCUPANCY OR UNLAWFUL PERSUANT TO THE
PROVISIONS OF THE VIRGINIA UNIFORM STATEWIDE
BUILDING CODE, AND IS HEREBY AN

UNSAFE STRUCTURE

ANY USE OR OCCUPANCY OF THIS STRUCTURE IS
UNLAWFUL, AND PROHIBITED BY THE CODE OFFCIAL.
ANY PERSON USING OR OCCUPYING THIS STRUCTURE,
OR REMOVING THIS PLACARD, WILL BE PROSECUTED
AND SUBJECT TO THE PENALTIES AS PRESCRIBED IN

§36-106 OF THE CODE OF VIRGINIA. DO NOT REMOVE.

233 efferson. Ave.  72-5-/9

ADDRESS TAX MAP NO.

L-25- 14

DATE

comments: _)EMat 710N

CODE OFFICIAL

FOR ANY QUESTIONS CONCERNING THIS UNSAFE STRUCTURE;
CONTACT THE CITY OF DANVILLE INSPECTIONS DIVISION AT 799-
5263

NO TRESPASSING
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i COMPLETE THIS SECTION

= Complete items 1, 2,
itern 4 if Restrigted
B Print your name an
S0 that we can ret

and 3. Also complete
Delivery is desired. -

d address on the reverse
urn the card to you, e
B Attach this card to the back of tha majlpiece,

or on the front if space permits,

A. Signature

X D~

B. Received by [ Printed Name)

Mo i{on

COMPLETE THIS SECTION ON DELIVERY

O Agent
3 Addressea

C. Date of Delivery

(12

1. Article Addressed to:

COLLECTION ADVISORY GROUP
400-N. 8 ST. ROOM 898

MAIL BOX 75 .
W_DI_(_OZ_U_. VA 23219 3. Servica Type

D. Is defivery address different from itern 17 [ Yes
I YES, enter delivery address below: [ No

Oinsued Mal 3 cop.

B Contified Mail I Expross Mail
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2. Ar

Number
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°032 101g o2 waip 3200

PS Form 3811, February 2004

U.

k)

Domestic Return Receipt

RTIFIED MAIL.. RECEIPT -

3 Yes

102595-02-M-154D

Totai m--vm o v me-

COLLECTION ADVISORY-GROUP
400 N. 8 ST. ROOM 898
MAIL BOX 75

RICHMOND, VA 23219

M womestic Mail Only; No Insurance Coverage Proviii.

]

m

1}

]

= Postage

] 7 f
Certified Fes fom &

1] [ .H:r s

[} Return Receipt Fee o ._..

B8 (Endorsement Required) Y

= Restricled Dslivery Fee _wmmu.f

O {Endorsement Required) AT,

S

Z "

=

n

-

[}

?

3

A
.
<

1



ﬂ“a

=gt
wrd
@ RIIEIED AN F ECEIRT:
, EW%F@%&E&Z&%MFWBg%ﬁ% ¢ Riol

SIEOtdalivéry [tiformation visit our viebsite At Wwiw.isp

Poslage
Cerlified Fee

Relum mmnm_.E. Fee
(Endorsernent Required) ]

Restricted Dmu?ma,. Fee
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MADWELL LLC
234 JEFFERSON AVE
........ DANVILLE, VA 24541

702 1010 0O0E LBLL 3294

COMFPLETE TH;s SECTION ON DELIVERY

‘.‘\. O Agent

O Addressee
C. Date of Delivery

nd

A. Signature -
itern 4 if Restricted Delivery is desired,

e
B. Rm@mﬂ W«,a FPrinted Zm_s&.
8B 0 2pemy

D. Is dalivery addmss different from item 17 L1 vog
If YES, enter delivery address below: O Ne

']

or on the frant if Space permits.

1. Article Addressed to:

MADWELL L1 ¢
234 JEFFERSON AVE
DANVILLE, vA 24541

3. Sarvicg Type
A Certitind Mair L) Express Maj

O Reglstered T Retum Recelpt for Merchandise
I nsured Maif O ¢.opn.

4. Restricted Delivery? (Extra Fee)

7012 1010 Ho02 Lailg 3194

Domestic Retyrn Receipt

2. Artialg Number
It ar from service fabey

PS Form 3811, February 2004

102585-62-M-1540
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INSTRUMENT NO.
CITY OF DANVILLE, VA
PIN: 24234 Attachment [

Return to:

City of Danville
Inspections Division
P.G. Box 3300
Panville, VA 24543

NOTICE OF DEMOLITION OF STRUCTURE

KNOW ALL MEN BY THESE PRESENTS, that the Building Code Official for the City
of Danville, Virginia has given notice to JOSEPH E. ELLIS AND CASSANDRA E. ELLIS,
who is the owner of a certain structure located within the Danville City limits at 233
JEFFERSON AVENUE, Tax Parcel Nurnber 24234, that structure is unsafe and must be
repaired or demolished and brought into compliance with the standards of the Virginia Uniform
Statewide Building Code on or before July 26, 2014, If the structure is not fully repaired or
demolished by the owner by the aforesaid date, the structure will be demolished by the City of
Danville in accordance with the provisions of the Virginia Statewide Building Code and the
provisions of the Danville City Code and a lien will be placed on the above-described property
for the amount of the demolition costs.

This Notice of Demolition of Structure will serve as notice to all prospective purchasers,
assigns, and successors in interest to the above-described property that if the structure lacated on
the aforesaid property is not fully repaired to the standards of the Virginia Uniform Statewide
Building Code or demolished by the aforesaid date, the structure will be demolished, by the City
of Danville in accordance with the Notice of the Building Code Official, The transfer of title or
the sale of the above-described property to the new owner will not affect the deadline set forth in
this Notice of Demolition of Structure. The deadline set by the Code Official for the repair or
demolition of the structure will remain in full force and effect unless modified by future action of
the Building Code Official.

Dated this 12 day of November, 2014.

CITY OF DANVILLE, VIRGINIA

™~
%
)
(=)
@

By: [/ #seg %ﬁw
Iy Riéney, BuildingZbde Official

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA
CITY OF DANVILLE, to wit:

Acknowledged before me on this 12% day of November, 2014 by Jerry D. Rigney,
Building Code Official for the City of Danville, Virginia

Bbhaudn 4 dpuide

Notary Public

My commission expires: T:LD(UCU'LJ 2% 018

DESHANTA LENAE HAIRSTON ¢
NOTARY PUBLIC

:\ REGISTRATION # 7411854

COMMONWEALTH OF vms:m..;

M CMMISSIO s
(Uo.r




COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA
DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
State Building Codes Office and Office of the State Technical Review Board

Main Street Centre, 600 E. Main Street, Suite 300, Richmond, Virginia 23219 R
Tel: (804) 371-7150, Fax: (804) 371-7092, Email: alan.mcmahan@dhed.virginia.gov <7 * . "\

N
S

APPLICATION FOR ADMINISTRATATIVE APPEAL

\l
Repulation Serving as Basis of Appeal (check ane): ‘ \ wg . \

a D y \
m)ﬁ Uniform Statewide Building Code ' W ‘\\ﬁ“ IR

__ Statewide Fire Prevention Codc
. Industrialized Building Safety Regulations

Amusement Device Regulalions .
s o T r,
. . g)/ opr 1Y s in (4 _J..r.f.’_‘zf‘! A
Appealing Party Information (name, address, telephone number and email address): __—mms o - o T

JOsEPH B, ELDLS = 208 JEFFELsor AUE
245 IFFersen NE ] £ 7373 NEAERLon AUE
DAL le VA A | A 240472 jo80

Opposing Party Information (name, address, telephene number and email address of all other partics):
gy Toa e e VA — D'fp'f" ef, Cer 'z,w)u;\,";:j )_,QU'

A7) Onllons =5 B s 350D

Doapan Hc,{ VA 7ASAE D Pi & A34. 194578

Additional Information (to be submitted with this application)
o Copy of enforcement decision being appealed
o Copy ol record and decision of local government appeals board (if applicable and available)

o Statement of specific relict sought
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
I hereby certify that on the ir\‘ day of }"/]/37 zCl,lt , 20 17';7,/3 completed copy of this application,

including the additional information required above, was cither mailed, hand delivered, cmailed or sent by

facsimile to the Office of the State Technical Review Board and to all opposing parties listed.

Note: This application must be received by the Office of the State Technical Review Board within five
(5) working days of the date on the above certificale of service for that dale to be considered as the
filing date of the appeal. notrec ’::ved within five (5} working days, the date this application is
actually received by the Office ofAh¢ Review Board will be considered (o be the filing dale.

Signature of Applicant: ST~ %@:ﬂ//ﬁ/f“sg i &__/

/
, LY
Name of Applicant: ArsiEH B = Bi D

(please print or type)

paud
K



Farl B, Reynolds, Jr I Ill i P, { q
Director of 11 & 1 § ' %‘1, ;' ‘ : 427 Patton Strect
Community Development {m 3 g‘]% 1] : . 0. Box 3340
C Department of @ 7 . Danville, Virginia 24543
Kenacth C. Gillie, Jr. - Phone: (434) 799-3261
Dircetor of Planning O I I I I I Iu /l]_ty TTY: {434) 773-8142
- lFax; (434 797-891¢
I

winswalanyilieay i un

Jerry D, Rigney DEVELOPMEIN

Director of Inspeclions y ) i
Ciny of Darville, Virginga

INSPECTIONS DIVISION

JJune 26, 2013

Robart H. Whitt Jr.

217 Lynn St
Danville, VA 24541

Dear Robert H. Whitt Jr.,

We are hereby requesting that your office perform the necessary title examination to identify all current
owners and lienholders of record, along with mailing addresses of said owners and lien holders, for the

following properties within the City of Danville;

Property Address Parcel # Map #
233 JEFFERSON AVE, DANVILLE, VA 24541 24234 72-5-19

Should you have any questions or need additional information, please let me know.

Jmigney. CPC/W-

Building Maintenance Official

Cc: File

Fist
5



ROBERT H. WHITT, JR.
ATTORNEY AT LAW
217 LYNN STREET, SUITE 110
DANVILLE, VIRGINIA 24541
434-792-2350
FAX 434-799-4149
e-mail: whittlaw{@comcast.net

July 3, 2013

Mr. Jerry D. Rigney

Department of Community Development
427 Patton Street

P. O. Box 3300

Danville, VA 24543

Re: Title examination to 233 Jefierson Ave.

Dear Jerry:

This is to certify that [ have carefully examined the records in the Clerk’s Oifice
of the Circuit Court of the City of Danville, Virginia, and find below the listed owners
and lien holders of the above described property.

1.

/thm

The owners of the property of record are Joseph E. Ellis and Cassandra E.
Ellis, 245 Jefferson Ave., Danville, Virginia 24541,

Deed of Trust dated May 1, 2006, from Joseph E. Ellis and Cassandra E. Ellis
to Samuel A, Kushner and Stephen G. Bass, Trustees, recorded in the
aforesaid Clerk’s Office as Instrument #06-1967 to secure the original
principal sum of $20,000, payable to Madwell, LLC, 234 Jefferson Ave,,
Danville, Virginia, 24541.

Federal tax lien docketed as Instrument #11-5496 against Joseph E. Ellis in
the amount of $40,266.06.

Federal tax lien against Joseph E. and Cassandra E. Ellis docketed as
Instrument #11-5497 in the amount of $39,544.,36.

Real estate taxes are delinquent in the amount of $31.03, plus penalty of 310
and interest of $00.34.

Very

}-\}
€
o



[ ROBERT H WHITT 3R
217 LYNN STREET

DANVILLE VA 24541
434752 2350

STATEMENT OF ACCOUNT
City of Danvilie
Attn: Jerry Rigney
427 Patton Street
Danville, VA 24541
o

Sta

entDate: 77372033 .

Date Due: Within 30 days

(| TITLE EXAPIINATION TO 233 JEFFERSON AVE. | | $250.0

el OTALDUE
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City of Danville, Virginia

Parcel [D:
Address:

Owner:

Mail-To:

24234
233 JEFFERSON AVE

ELLIS JOSEPHE &
CASSANDRAE

245 JEFFERSON AVE
DANVILLE, VA 2454(

ELLIS JOSEPHE &
CASSANDRAE

245 JEFFERSON AVE
DANVILLE, VA 2454{

Value Information

Finished Square Feet:

Land / Use: £2,500
Improvement; 56,000
Total: £8,500.00
Building Information
Year Built: 1920
Total Rooms: 8
Bedrooms: 4
Full Bathrpoms: 2
Half Bathrooms: 0

2,328

Additional Information

State Code:
Land Use:
Tax Map:

Notes:

110} Single Fam Res-1 Dwing
Residential
2713-027-000013.000

Card O1: Avg Lot: 50.0 X 151.0 (Map 72-5-19)

Approx Acres:
Legal Description:

Zone:

0.17 .
30FT PT NO 10 JEFFERSON
AVE

OTR Old Town Residential

Building

DISCLAIMER: This datin iy provided without wananty of any kind. either expressed or implisd of the enelosed infirmation dainies allvisk.

132



Page: 2

Building Information - 1

Property Class:

Residential

Style: No Data Finished Square Feet: 2,328
Year Built: 1920 Basement Square Feet: 0
Condition: No Dau Total Rooms: ]
Story Height: Two Story * Wathroenns arc wet inchidnd i tolal vece coun,
Bedrooms: 4
Dining Rooms: 1
Family Rooms: 0
Living Rooms: 1
Full Bath: 2
Half Bath: 0
Features: Size:
Foundation - Cinder Block 0
Frame, Siding, Wood 100 %
Metal, Formned Seams 100 %
Raised Enclosed Porch, Screened Walls 216 SF
Raised Slab Porch with Roof B8 SF
Improvements
Bldg #: [mprovement: Size:
1 Utility Room Frame, Avg 143
Land
Land Code: R06 Res FF {50) Rate: $50
Acres: 0.17 Adj. Rate: 351
Sq. Ft.: 7,550 Base Value: 52,530
Front: 50 Adj. Amount: 510
Effective Front: 50 Value: $2,530
Depth: 151
Transfers
Deed Page  Sale Price Sale Date Previous Owner Owner
D06 1966 526,900 5/212006 MADWELL LLC ELLIS JOSEPHE & CASSANDRA
E
D05 2180 50 5/5/2005 WELLBANK WILLIAM ] MADWELL LLC
D 04 1108 516,500 3/4/2004 POWELL WILLIAM K WELLBANK WILLIAM J
W 78 304 $0 2/18/1993 No Datu Ne Datu
D404 238 50 9/8/1964 No Data No Data
IMSCLALMER, This datn s prosided withoutwamany of any kinde vither expresaed or imphied o the enclosed informadon asunies all rsk.

193



Page: 3

Assessments

Year Land Use Improvements Total
2013 $2,500 50 56,000 £8,500
2012 £2,500 50 §6,000 £8,500
2011 §2,500 $0 36,700 59,200
2010 $2,500 50 £6,700 39,200
2000 $2,500 50 517,100 519,600
2008 $2,500 50 517,100 $15,600
2007 $2,500 50 516,100 518,600
2006 $2,500 &0 316,600 315,100
2005 £2,500 50 ¥17,000 319,500
2004 $2,500 80 $17,000 319,500
2003 $2,500 To §17,200 319,700
2002 . 52,500 80 317,200 319,700
2001 $2,500 &0 $23,500 $26,400
2000 §2,500 50 $23,900 326,400

15

- tory -
270.0 sf

15

7

FQR. Rsd Enc Scr Wall
216.0 =f .

Two Stery
1029.0 sf

J

23

ey POR Raised Slab w/RF

88.0 sf

Sistsh by Apac Madira™

IMSCEAIMER: This data s prosided withouy warrany of any kind, euher expres<ed or implied of e enclosed informating aasimas all risk,



DANVILLE

[ Buildings

[7] Parcels
Historic_Districts

Downtown
Holbrook Ress
North Danville

Old West End
Tobacco Warehouse
Street Names

coood

House Numbers

Information cortained en this map is ta be wred
Jor reference purposes only. The City of Danville
1¢ noi responsible for any inaceuracies lierein
camtnined, The City af Daiville makes no
represatation of wenTenty 0s i 1his wiap's
accuracy, and in parifeulor, 1's accuracy in
labeting. dimensions, conlanrs, properiy
baumdarics, or placemznt or lacation of an:
atap features, No respoasibility is assumed far
dantages or other liahilities due io the
aceuracy, availahility, use or misuse of the
Infarmation herein pravided.

Date: 6/5/2014
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ROBERT H. WHITT, JR.
ATTORNEY AT LAW
217 LYNN STREET, SUITE 110
DANVILLE, VIRGINIA 24541
434-792-2350
FAX 434.799-4149
e-mail: whittlaw@comcast.net

July 3, 2013

Mr. Jerry D. Rigney

Departiment of Community Development
427 Patton Street

P. 0. Box 3300

Danville, VA 24543

Re: Title examination to 233 Jefferson Ave,

Dear Jerry:

This is to certify that I have carefully examined the records in the Clerk’s Office
of the Circuit Court of the City of Danville, Virginia, and find below the listed owners
and lien holders of the above described property.

1.

/thm

The owners of the property of record are Joseph E. Ellis and Cassandra F,
Ellis, 245 Jefferson Ave., Danville, Virginia 24541,

Deed of Trust dated May 1, 2006, from Joseph E. Ellis and Cassandra E. Ellis
to Samuel A. Kushner and Stephen G. Bass, Trustees, recorded in the
aforesaid Clerk’s Office as Instrument #06-1967 to secure the ortginal
principal sumn of $20,000, payable to Madwell, LLC, 234 Jefferson Ave,,
Danville, Virginia, 24541,

Federal tax lien docketed as Instrument #11-5496 against Joseph E. Ellis in
the amount of $40,266.06.

Federal tax lien against Joseph E. and Cassandra E. Ellis docketed ag
Instrument #11-5497 in the amount of $39,544.36.

Real estate taxes are delinquent in the amount of $31.03, plus penalty of $10

and interest of $00.34.

Very

."“ £
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City of Danville, Virginia

Parcel ID:
Address:

Owner:

Mail-To:

24234
233 JEFFERSON AVE

ELLIS JOSEPHE &
CASSANDRAE

245 JEFFERSON AVE
DANVILLE, VA 2454|

ELLIS JOSEPHE &
CASSANDRAE

245 JEFFERSON AVE
DANVILLE, VA 24541

Value Information

Land / Use: 52,500
Improvement: 56,000
Total: $8,500.00
Building Information

Year Built: 1920
Total Rooms: 8
Bedrooms: 4

Full Bathrooms: 2

Half Bathrooms: 0
Finished Square Feet: 2,328

Additional Information

State Code:
Land Use:
Tax Map:

Notes:

1101 Single Fam Res-1 Dwing
Residential
2713-027-000013.000

Card 01: Avg Lot: 50.0 X 151.0 (Map 72-5-19)

Approx Acres:
Legal Description:

Zone:

0.17

30 FT PT NO 10 JEFFERSON
AVE

OTR Oid Town Residential

Building

DISCLAINER: This dai s provided withow warrany of any ki

doeither expreessed o implisd of the enclossd inform G on Aastimigs all risk,

i"rq..'».
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Building Information - 1

Property Class; Residential

Style: No D Finished Squarce Feet: 2,328
Year Built: 1920 Basement Square Feet: 0
Condition: No Detu Total Rooms: g

Story Height: Twao Story *fathpomns vl G ealad i soral vaons o
Bedrooms: 4

Dining Rooms: i

Family Rooms: 0

Living Rooms: !

Full Bath: 2

Half Bath: 0

Features: Size:

Foundation - Cinder Block 0

Frame, Siding, Wood 100 %

Metal, Formed Seams 100 9%

Raised Enclosed Porch , Screened Walls 216 SF

Raised Slab Porch with Roof 88 SF

Improvements

Bldg #: Improvement: Size:

] Utility Reom Frame, Avg 43

Land

Land Code: R0OG Res FF {50) Rate: 550
Acres: 0.17 Adj. Rate: 351
Sq. Ft.; 7,550 Base Value: $2,530
Front: 50 Adj. Amount: 510
Effective Front: 50 Value: 32,530
Depth: 151

Transfers

Deed Page Sale Price Sale Date Previous Owner Owner

D06 [966 326,900 5/2/2006 MADWELL LLC ELLIS JOSEPH E & CASSANDRA

E

D05 2180 50 5/5/2005 WELLBANK WILLIAM J MADWELL LLC
D 04 1108 516,500 3/4/2004 POWELL WILLIAM K WELLBANK WILLIAM J
W78 304 50 2/18/1993 Nov Dt No Deter
D404 238 5o 9/8/1964 No Data No Deta

DISCLAIMER. This daioos prosided withons warvancy of any kind, ciiher expreased o onphed of the enclossd informaton sssumaes afl sk
3 ! i

et
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Page: 3

Assessments

Year Land Use Improvements Total
2013 52,500 50 $6,000 $8,500
2012 $2,500 30 36,000 $8,500
2011 $2,500 50 $6,700 $9,200
2010 52,500 fo $6,700 $9,200
2009 $2,500 30 £17,100 £19,600
2008 $2,500 F0 $17,100 519,600
2007 $2,500 fo 316,100 318,600
2006 $2,500 50 316,600 £19,100
2005 £2,500 50 317,000 319,500
2004 $2,500 $0 $17,000 515,500
2003 $2,500 50 $17,200 519,700
2002 §2,500 50 $17,200 $19,700
2001 $2,500 30 $23,%00 526,400
2000 F2,500 ’ 50 323,900 £26,400

15

@ One Story @
~ 2700ef 7

15

17’

FCOR Rsd Enc Scr Wall |
2L6.0 =f wls

Two Stary
1029.0 sf

1R

23

) POF. Raised Slab w/Bf
88.0 sf

Sazizh by Apzc M=dirs™

IMESCEAINIER This data T prosided without warramy of ans kind, eithar expressed o fimphied of e erloyed Informaion nssemes all ik
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Buildings
Parcels
Historic_Districts

Downtown
Holbrook Ross
North Danville

Old West End
Tobacco Warehouse
Street Names

G

5

cogcoo

House Numbers

Inforvietion contgingd an this niap is 1o be ured
Jor reference purposes only. The Ciy of Danvitle
is ntai respensible for amy incenracies herzin
cantyined, The Cily of Dunville makes no
representation of warrenty as ta this map’s
acexracy, and in pardeular, irs eecucacy in
tabeling, dimensions, contaurs. properly
botmdurics, or placement or Iocation of any
map featires. No responsibilive is e suned for
dameges or other liahilities due 1o the

accrracy, avuilability, use or misuse of the
infarmation herein provided,

Date: 6/5/2014
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Parcel ID: 24234
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ELLIS JOSEPH E & CASSANDRA E
245 JEFFERSON AVE
DANVILLE VA 24541
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Earl B. Reynolds, Jr.

H

' _ — 427 Palton Sireet

D!xcctor ol ll' i P f :3 P. O. Box 3300
Community Development 1 5 ARG § Danwille, Vigginin 24543
(§ 1] 'eg Phone: (134 709-595!

Y
Kenneth C, Gillie Jr 'f-"]i ;"i TTY: (43:[) 773-8{:(2
¥ Fax: (431) 797-8910

Director of Planuing Depa”m@nr of i J .
) Jerry D. Rigncy. O mm | l nl j 7 wivw.danville-va.gov
Director of Inspections
T

Joha L. Moody, J.D. DEVELOPMEN

Dircctor of Social Services

City of Danville, Virginia

October 25, 2013

ELLIS JOSEPH E
& CASSANDRA E
245 JEFFERSON ST Avé
DANVILLE, VA 24541

Alre
RE: 233 JEFFERSON ST, DANVILLE, VA 24541
Application Number: CEDER20130000151

Dear Property Owner,

This letter is in response to your submitted Derelict Building Plan. In an attempt
to work with you, we are able to approve your submittal form. The work will be started
around NOVEMBER 15, 2013 per your submitted Derelict Building Plan Form. A re-
inspection has now been scheduled for APRIL 15, 2014; at that time all repairs and
improvements are to be completed. Faiiure to complete all repairs and improvements by
the aforementioned date the city will exercise all remedies as provided by Section 9-126
of the Danville City Code, to include administrative and legal action deemed necessary
to abate or remove the nuisance

Compliance with this notice may require a building permit from this office. Failure
to obtain the proper permit(s) as required by the USBC shall constitute a separate
violation. Thank you for your cooperation in promptly eliminating these violations. if you
have any further questions, please call me at (434) 799-5263 Monday-Friday, 8:00-5:00.

Sincerely,

Dennis J Bisson
Maintenance Code Inspector

| St
[y
pi §
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Pl gz o Fill out the chart 8o relum this fonm aiid any s Lpporting goc UnieEion 1 Ins pections
ot tha above referenced nddrass.

ADDRESS OF PROPERTY__2. 55> TEAERSoN AME

OWNERIAGENT NAME ___ S0y &1L S PrHONE NuMBER 240- 477.- 1080

OWNERAGENT ADDRESS _ 24T HEFFERStN) KM€ cmvstateze DanVille  (Ja 24541

NAME OF CONTRACTOR PHONE NUMBER

CONTRACTOR'S STATE REGISTRATION NUMBER CLASS: A B C (Citck One)
DEMOLITION

QFFICE USE ONLY

Submit Utility Release (Begin Date) Date Submitted
Termination latters from ufility companies Date Approvad
Asbastos Inspecticn Form Date Completed
Demolition Farmit Ohtained Daie Permil Issued
Demolition and Removal Completed  Projected Complation Date Dale Approved
(Lot mus{ be gradad (o maich the surrounding lots, propecly seaded snd straw placed on alt bare draas jo prevent erosion)
RENQVATION

OFFICE USE ONLY
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Please complete the following list of repairs and cost. Timeframes, including bedinning and ending
dates should not exceed 180 days,

Ty pe of Work Begin Date | Compietion Date Cost
TREE  RISVIGNRA WG 15 gl-\"> |8 SO0
oo wallom,. Roeonses U-Zo- A7 Zo- (B 18\ oo
Povc b, Raz@aiv ~ Taona A /< inEiof 6 WA [ 05 [5- dls 93 B0
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— PAINT A0\ DA |G, 4SS0
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SELOELR ool (A4 ol 15 18\ | GOT
$
$
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You are required ta cafl {for inspaction how campliange with the complation dates sbove until project is com reedands‘r roved)

'ote: Code Oficlal has the right to reject the plan of actlon or require architectural or engineering plans to verify the
{ans meet the requiraments of the USBC.
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Earl B. Revnolds, Jr.

127 Patton Street

Director of g .
Community Developiment L} i 0 ?{" Fiigt. PO Box 33
C Depariment of & ° . Danville, Virginia 24543
Kenneth C, Gillie, Jr. Phone: (4343 794.320)
Dircctor of Planning S ;" TTY: (434) 773-8(42
. Fax: (434) 797-8919
Jerry D, Rigney DEVE [. OPME N T wasan oo

Director of lnspections N : ) i
Chy ol Danville, Virginia

Inspections Division

NOTICE OF DERELICT BUILDING

July 12, 2013

ELLIS JOSEFHE
& CASSANDRA E
245 JEFFERSON AVE
DANVILLE, VA 24541

RE: 233 JEFFERSON AVE, DANVILLE, VA 24541
Application Number: CEDER20130000151
Dear Property Owner(s),

You are hereby notified that the City of Danville's Inspections Division has inspected the building at
the above referenced property. This correspondence will serve as official notification that the structure
referenced above has been declared a derelict building in accordance with Section 8-126 of the
Danville City Code.

The Danville City Code, in Section 9-128, defines "derelict building” to mean;

a residential or nonresidential building or structure, whether or not construction has
been completed, that might endanger the public's health, safety, or welfare and for a
continuous period in excess of six months, it has been (i) vacant, (ii} boarded up in
accordance with the building code, and (iii) not lawfully connected to electric service
from a utility service provider or not lawfully connected to any required water or sewer
service from a utility service provider.

A notice has been posted on the building declaring the building to be derelict in accordance with
Section 9-126 of the Code of the City of Danville, Virginia, 1686, as amended.

As a result of this declaration, you are hereby required to submit a written plan to the Building
Maintenance Official to renovate or demolish the above listed building within 80 days of this notice.
Your written plan should include specific dates the project will be commenced and completed to make
it habitable. A guide and check list to assist you in developing your plan is enclosed. Please note that
compliance with the Derelict Buildings Program carries significant financial incentives while failure to
comply with this notice carries legal and financial liabilities.



Estimated timelines for completion of a renavation should not exceed 6 months. Timelines for
demolition should not exceed 90 days. Extensions beyond these timeframes may be limited at the
discretion of the Building Maintenance Official.

If you complete your renovation or demolition within the specified timeframe, you may be eligible for a
refund of permit fees. Please submit your request for refund to this office in writing so it can be
processed. The City Assessor's Office will take the steps necessary to ensure the tax abatement
incentives are provided for, in accordance with City Code, after final inspection has been performed
and approved.

If you fail to submit your plan by the aforemantioned date the city will exercise all remedies as
provided by Section 9-126 of the Danville City Code, to include administrative and legal action
deemed necessary to abate or remove a nuisance.

Compliance with this notice may require a buitding permit from this office, Failure to obtain the proper
permit(s) as required by the USBC shall constitute a separate violation, Please submit your plan to
Jerry D. Rigney, CPCA, Building Maintenance Official, 427 Patton Street, Danville VA 24543, Should
you have any questions or wish to discuss this matter, please contact me at (434) 799-5263. Thank
you for your cooperation in promptly eliminating these violations.

Jt;fjgy.Rigney, CPCA
Building Maintenance Official

Sincerely,

e

arl McGaughey

Maintenance Cade Inspector

Ce: W. Clarke Whitfield, Jr., City Attorney
Christopher J. Lovell, Director of Real Estate
File
Post on Property

Enclosed

MADWELL LLC
234 JEFFERSON AVE
DANVILLE, VA 24541
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Danville Register & Dee

Advertising Affidavit

LAccountNurnber 1

3299549

700 Monument Street I
Danville, Virginia 24541
{434} 793-2311 July 27, 2013

Date I

INSPECTIONS JERRY RIGNEY
PO BOX 3300
DANVILLE, VA 24543

[ Date Category Description Ad Size Tolal Cost —!
07127/2013 Legal Natices NOTICE OF DERELICT BUILDING ELLIS JOSEP 1x51L 254.80

NOTICE OF DERELICT BUILDING

ELLIS IDSEPH &

vnoweL e Publisher of the

) SUA 2]
BEL233 IEFFERSON AVE. DANVILLE, VA 24541 Reg]ster & Bee

Ruar PFroperty Owner(s},

Tha City of Danviiiv's Insgqcuuns Dlvislun has
lspuclud the DUl diAg at Lhe abuve relerencucd

TRz Earte i dencs i aarte s it This Is to certify that the attached NOTICE OF DERELICT BUILDI was
E R DR s PR E L ) published by the Register & Bee in the City of Danville, State of

A natice bas buen pasted an tha bullding da-

:Ir.‘:rlnv:\j‘ll‘llusl‘:‘:llltﬂ’wg l‘a‘gu para ngdu:& :ﬁl)\‘;qﬂtv Virginia, on the following dates:

B AR R (S anae B At DP43T L3 ihe
u ange clal a ar

5tr ‘nf%an‘ll’l‘rf’s "2=-1543. To TUnOVALs GF l.'leuI 07/20, 07-’27)’2013
(ah 1hr within 90 days of this nolice.

il yau fall to subymit your pian by the alfarcmen-
thanud daca the clu wlll axurclse all remydivs
as provided by Sa; n 9-135 o) hw Cooe 8f the
cit orDanvirIe wr?mIa 198G, a5 amended. la
m—.'f'uuu allfnlr;lslrnl‘vu :nrls ILDualacu'?unh wi- .].. - . . - .
Jd udessary o abale or rema

DN L R ara i AS 2l o ixduniu i feraor he First insertion being given ... 07/20/2013
Lo you. Any charges assyssed il ara un

ald, wanld cenatitute a Hun 9 ENAL armeunt
against Lhe propuriy.

FDFI lNFQRMnTlON CONTACT:

SIS RIS ru5i5S, uildino Malnenancy Newspaper reference: 0003045770

Sworn to and subscribed before me this

Qt.(uﬁu ﬁcf A1 3

Notary Publlc Sup

SABAH D. GENTRY
] Motary Public
1y Commanvealih of Virginia

Rag. # 3203?3
ty Commission E«pirzs 3~

State of Virginia ;
My Commission expirey

THIS 18 NOT A BILL. PLEASE PAY FROM INVOICE. THANK YOU
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ROBERT H. WHITT, JR.
ATTORNEY AT LAW
217 LYNN STREET, SUITE 110
DANVILLE, VIRGINIA 24541
434-792-2350
FAX 434-798-4149
e-mail: whittlaw(@ecomcast.net

April 17, 2014

Mr. Jerry D. Rigney

Department of Community Development
427 Patton Street

P. O. Box 3300

Danville, VA 24543

Re: Title examination to 208 Jefferson Avenue

Dear Jerry:

This is to certify that [ have carefully examined the records in the Clerk’s Office
of the Circuit Court of the City of Danville, Virginia, and find below the listed owner and
lien holders of the above described property.

L.
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The owners of the property of record are Joseph E. & Cassandra E. Ellis,
245 Jefferson Avenue, Danville, VA 24541,

Deed of Trust dated May 23, 2006, from Joseph E. Ellis and Cassandra E.
Ellis to Samuel A. Kushner and Stephen G. Bass, Trustees, recorded in the
aforesaid Clerk’s Office as Instrument #06-2403, to secure the original
principal sum of $27,000, payable to Dorothy &, Nesbitt, 1621 Wyndham
Way, El Dorado Hills, CA 95762.

Notice of Tax Lien dated Octaber 21, 2011, recorded in the aforesaid
Clerk’s Office as Instrument #11-5497, in the amount of $39,574.36.

Notice of Tax Lien dated October 21, 2011, recorded in the aforesaid
Clerk’s Office as Instrument #11-5496, in the amount of $40,266.06.

Real estate taxes are delinquent in the amount of $10.99, plus interest of
$0.37, as of April 15, 2014.
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Janbille Register & Bee

Advertising Affidavit

700 Monument Street

l Account Number—l
3299549

il

l Date

Danville, Virginia 24541
{434) 793-2311 July 12, 2014

INSPECTIONS JERRY RIGNEY
PO BOX 3300
DANVILLE, VA 24543

Date Category Description Ad Size Total Cost

0711212014 Legal Notices 208 JEFFERSON 1x76L 374.80

NOTICE OF DEMOLITION
6/24/2014

ELLIS JOSEPH E & CASSANDRA E
245 |EFFERSON AVE
DANVILLE VA 24541

DOROTHY A. NESBITT
INSTRUMENT # 06-2405

1621 WYNDHAM WAY

EL DORADO HILLS, CA 95762

COLLECTION ADVISORY GROUP
INSTRUMENT # 11-5496
400 N, 8 ST, ROOM 898

_ # 115497
MAIL BOX 75
RICHMOND, VA 23219

RE: 208 JEFFERSON AVE
PARCEL ID# 21232

bear Property Owner{s}

The City of Danville's Inspections Division has
inspected the building on the abave referenced
property and found it to be in violation of the
provisions of the Virginia Maintenance Cede
(PART Il of the USBC-2009) for the maijnte-
nance of existing structures. Further, it has al-
50 been determined by the Building Majnte-
nance Official that this building is Unsafe, unfit
for human occupancy or unlawful pursuant to
Section 105 of the YMC, and is hereby deemed
a dangerous structure as defined in Section 9-3
of thedc%de.of the City of Danville, VA, 1986, as
amended.

You are hereby notified that this building has
been deetmed an UNSAFE STRUCTURE, and the
Building Maintenance Official prohibits any use
Or gccupancy,

ORDER

The Building Maintenance Official has deter-
mined thatin order to abate the unsafe or dan-
gerous conditions on this property, this build-
Ing must be demolished and removed, You are
hereby ordered to comFIete the demolition
and removal of this building within 20 days of
this notice dated June 24, 2014,

Failure to comply with this order to abate the
unsafe and dangerous cenditions will result in
the City of Danville taking action to abate such
conditions in accordance with the provisions o?
Virginia Code Section 15.2-905 and/or the Vir-
ginia Maintenance Code, as the Buflding Main-
tenance Official deems appropriate, This may
result in legal action against you, which would
subject you to a fine of up to $2,500.00, or the
City may take the necessary action, up to and
including the taking down and removal of the
building, and charge th costs or expense
thereof to you. Any charges assessed, which

N e

Publisher of the
Register & Bee

the following dates:

07/05, 07/1212014

The First insertion being given ... 07/05/2014

Newspaper reference: 0003301038

Sworn to and subscribed before me this

S R0/

This is to certify that the attached 208 JEFFERSON was published
by the Register & Bee in the City of Danville, State of Virginia, on
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State of Virginia
My Commission expires.

SARAH D. GENTRY
i Commonw:ealth of Virginia
&

Reg. #320G73
Wy Sammissian Evpires —l—aam

I A BILL. PLEASE PAY FROM INVOICE. THANK YOU
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SERN - COMPLELE THIS SECTION - -
= Complete items 1, 2, and 3. Also complete A. Sigraturs
Itam 4 if Restricted Delivery Is desired. X g Agent
 Print your name and address on the reverse /?f]/\ O Addressee
= z{t)tth?ltt‘g? Candri}tutrr? tge Cfrdf tt?l YOU'_I . B. Recelved by ( Prated Name) C. Date of Delivery
ach this card to the back of the mailpiece, - . :
or on the front if space permits. m "/)/]j,x/!/l 4 (J l 74’
- D. Is delivery address different fromitem 17 O Yes
1. Aticle Addressed to: . if YES, enter dellvery address below: 0 No
COLLECTION ADVISORY GROUP
400-N: 8 ST. ROOM 898
MIAIL BOX 75 3. Soice Typo
RICHMIOND, VA 23218 S Certified Mati [ Express Mail

3 Registarad O Ratum Receipt for Merchandise
3 Insured Mail O c.o.D.

4. Restricted Deiivery? (Extra Feg) O Yes
2, A Number
(L. .er from service label} 70le 1010 0ude B81E 3187
PS Form 3811, February 2004 Domestic Return Recelpt 102585-02-M-1540

Postage | § [
v Sl Cj}‘"}p
Certllied Fee / Ty
- \maﬁ\ ~
Ratum Receipt Fea ; : 5
{Endorsement Required) -

Restricted Delivery Faa i
{Endarsement Raguired) [ \

[~} a - | ?:J};\.““' ' r‘"’.:' - :
&P COLLECTION ADVISORY'GROUF %"
400 N. 8 ST. ROOM 898"~
MAIL BOX 75

RICHMOND, VA 23219

Sent To

7012 LOLO OO02 Lelk 3187

s} Pﬁ"‘
2 E.ﬂ{flft's@.:'ﬂ:':ﬂ.?ﬁL’L"'Lr;.;_";'v".:.'_‘«“-?-:-_i':‘::t:-:a::ﬂ;- i SN :g




Janville Register & Bee

Advertising Affidavit

l Account Number |

3299549
700 Monument Street L Date |
Danville, Virginia 24541
{434) 793-2311 July 12, 2014
INSPECTIONS JERRY RIGNEY
PO BOX 3300
DANVILLE, VA 24543
Date Categary Cescription Ad Size Total Cost
07/12/2014 Legal Nolices 208 JEFFERSCN 1x76L 374.80
NOTICE OF DEMOLITION
6/24/2014
ELLIS JOSEPH € & CASSANDRA E Publisher of the

245 JEFFERSON AVE
DANVILLE VA 24541

DOROTHY A. NESBITT
INSTRUMENT # 06-2405

1621 WYNDHAM WAY

EL DORADO HILLS, CA 95762

COLLECTION ADVISQRY GROAIP
INSTRUMENT # 11-5436
400 N. 8 5T, ROOM 898

. # 11-5497
MAIL BOX 75
RICHMOND, VA 23219

RE: 208 JEFFERSON AVE
PARCEL ID& 21232

Dear Property Owner(s)

The City of Danville's inspections Division has
inspected the building on the above referanced
property and found it to be in violation of the
provisions of the Virginia Maintenance Code
(PART Il| of the USBG-2009) for the mainte-
nance of existing structures. Further, it has al-
so baen determined by the Building Malinte-
nance Official that this building is unsafe, unfit
for human occupancy or unlawful pursuant to
Section 105 of the VMC, and js hereby degmed
a dangerous structure as defingd in Section 9-3
of the Code of the City of Danville, VA, 1986, as
amended.

You are hareby nofified that this building has
been deemed an UNSAFE STRUCTURE, and the
Building Maintenance Official prohibits any use
ar oceupancy.

ORDER

The Building Maintenance Official has deter-
mined thatin order to abate the unsafe or dan-
erous conditions on this property, this build-
ng must be demolished and removed. You are

hereby ordered to complete the demolition
and removal of this buifding within 38 days of
this notice dated June 24, 2014,

Fallure to comply with this order to abate the
unsafe and dangerous conditions will result in
the City of Danville taking action to abate such
conditions in accardance with the provisions of
Virginia Code Section 15.2-906 and/or the Vir-
ginia Maintenance Cade, as the Building Main-
tenance Official deems appropriate. This may
result in legal actian a?alnst you, which would
subject you to a fine of up to $2,500.00, or the
City may take the necessary action, up to and
including the taking down and removal of the

building, and charge the costs or expense
tharanf tn vnit  Amu mharmar azracead whinh

Register & Bee
This is to certify that the attached 208 JEFFERSON was published

by the Register & Bee in the City of Danville, State of Virginia, on
the following dates:

07/05, 07/12/2014

The First insartion being given ... 07/05/2014

Newspaper reference: 0003301038

Sworn to and subscribed before me this

Q‘MLL \C_J)JQO/U

® N/
: hY R PP .,@//w[/zw
Notary Public Supervisor

F%n.  SARAH D. GENTRY
l; ST Nolary Public
! {if v,;." ‘j\ Cammaonv:azalth of Virginia
irgini Bl Reg. #320873
State of V"'lea I e Iy Gammiasiagi Ewpireschs_—L:Lz

My Commission expires

I ABILL. PLEASE PAY FROM INVOICE. THANK YQU

‘.

Co



= Comp[ete |tarns1 2 and 3. Also compiete
itemn 4 if Restricted Delivery Is desired.

E Print your name and address on the reverse
sa that we can return the card to you.

® Attach this card to the back of the mailpiece,

or on the front if space permits.

C MFLET E TH[S SEC C’T IDN‘ QN DE’.!‘.WEHY

= 3 i ity pbaie

A. Signature

X O Agent
W\ O Addressee

B. Received by ( Phgted Name) G. Date of Dehvery

N Y A (2173

1. Arlicle Addressed to:

COLLECTION ADVISORY GROUP
400 M: 8 ST. ROOM 898

D. Is delivery address different from tem 1?7 [ Yes
If YES, enter delivery address balow: [ No

MAILBOX 75 3. Service Type
RICHMOND, VA 23219 o Cortifiec Mall [ Exprass Mail
{3 Reglstarad O Return Recelpt for Merchandise
O Insured Mall  IJ G.O.D.
4. Restricted Delivery? (Extra Fee) [ Yas
2. A Number

{r. ..er from service label)

7012 1010 0002 b&lb 3187

PS Form 3811, February 2004

Domestic Return Recelpt

102595-02-M-1540

Postaga | $

Certified Fee

Relurn Receipt Fee
[Endarsement Required)

Resticted Cellvary Fee
(Endorsement Required)

Total P
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Janbille Register & Bee

L Account Numbe:l
Advertising Affidavit

3299549

700 Monument Street
Danville, Virginia 24541 L Date ‘l

{(434) 793-2311 July 12, 2014

INSPECTIONS JERRY RIGNEY
PO BOX 3300
DANVILLE, VA 24543

Date Catagory Description Ad Size Total Cost _]
071122014 Legal Notices 233 JEFFERSON AVENUE Tx74L 365.20

NOTICE OF DEMOLITION

ELLIS JOSEPH E & CASSANDRA E
245 JEFFERSON AVE

DANVILLE VA 24541 Publisher of the

MADWELL LLC .
INSTRUMENT # 06-1567 Register & Bee

S
234 JEFFERSON AVE.
DANVIILLE, VA 24541

his i .
COLLECTIO?N%?'V{?SERJTG;}?l1Jp5q% T :)S]_Ishtodc;rtrhfy t;at ti?etatta;hBed 233 JEFFERSON AVENUE was
R - ; . .
400 N. 8 5T. ROOM 898 pfl .IS. ed by the Register €e in the City of Danville, State of
# 11-5497 Virginia, on the following dates:
MAIL BOX 75
RICHMOND, VA 23219

RE: 233 JEFFERSON AVE
PARCEL 1D# 24234

07/05, 0711212014

Dear Property Owner(s) The First insertion being given ... 07/05/2014
The City of Danville's Inspections Division has
inspecied thdefbmlccij:ptgto%the apc;wtz_ refe;etﬂced
roperty and found it to be in violation of the .

Erovisions of the Virginia Maintenance Code Newspaper reference: 0003301039
(PART Il of the USBC-2009) for the mainte-
na%ce ufdeirstm.g s(t:[rll;Ctll:Jl{esE r_-‘lté(theg:‘ it htas al-
$0 been determined by the Building Mainte- H :
nance Official that this building is Linsafe, unfit Sworn to and subscribed before me this
for human occupancy or unlawful pursuant to
Section 105 of the VMC, and s hereby deemed

o tha Code o7 the Gy o aeined In Section 8.3 &

of the Code of the City of Danville, VA, 1986, as

amended. Q{ ! uﬂ-{)\ | Ofb} ¢
= 4 -

You are hereby nofified that this building has Q

been deemed an UNSAFE STRUCTURE, and the ;

Building Maintenance Official prahibits any use ‘Qm J ;

Or oCCUpancy. Uy f
Onas | Hiza, N &?f,-'ag ’

ORDER Notary Public Supervisor

The Building Maintenance Official has dater-
mined that In order to abate the unsafe or dan-
gerous conditions on this property, this build-
Ing must be demolished and removed, You are
hereby ordered to complete the demolition
and removal of this building within 20 days of
this notice dated June 24, 2014,

SARAH D. GENTRY

MNetary Public
Fatlure to comply with this erder to abate the R
unsate and dangerous conditions will result in State of Virginia
the City of Danvilla taking action to abate such

? ] Reg. #320573
2kl ‘ et 5~ YON
fenl . S My Commission Eiplras_ﬁ.l_Ll
conditions in accordance with the provisions of My Commission expires !
Virginia Code Section 15.2-906 and/or the Vir-
ginia Maintenance Code, as the Building Main-
tenance Official deems appropriate. This may
result in legal action agarnst you, which would
l_ subject you to a fine of up ta $2,500.00, or the
_CltY may take the necessary actian, up to and
including the taking down and removal of the
building, and charge the costs or expense A BILL. PLEASE PAY FROM INVOICE. THANK YOU
thereof to you, Any charges assessed, which
are unpaid, would constitute a fien in that
amount against the property.

FOR INFORMATION CONTACT:
JERRY D. RIGNEY, CPCA, BUILDING

Sand,
3
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Earl B.. Reyno[c%s, Jr. Il! e 427 Patton Strect
D{rcc‘tor of & _'";’e"“'*-,“_ﬂ :}g: i P. O. Box 3300
Community Development EEE i] i ‘} o i Danville, Virginia 20543
] . o of i @l J Phoue: (134) 799-5961
Kenneth C, Gillie, Jr. C Depariment of # ~{ . TTY: (434} 773-8149
Division Director of Planning " -
Fax: {434) 797-8919
Jerty D. Rigney O mm n]_ wiv.damille-va.gov
Divisien Director of Inspections DEV ELOFP MENT
John L. Moody, I.D. Chiy of Danville. virginia

Division Director of Social Seivices

INSPECTIONS DIVISION
DEMOLITION AUTHORIZATION FORM

| (Name) Mike Burton Date 9-17-14

(Cwner, Agent, Contractor), authorize the City of Danville, Inspections Division to disconnect the necessary

utilities in order to obtain a building permit to demolish the structure located at the following address:
Address: 208 Jefferson Ave (PIN#) 21232
X ___ City Demolition Private Demalition

NUMBER OF UTILITIES TO BE DISCONNECTED

1 Utility (Water or Gas) $200.00 2 Utilities (Water & Gas) $300.00
Electric $0 Cable $0
Gas 3200 Telephone  $0

Water $200 Sewer 30

Utility Disconnection Fee Total: $

I.lll.l'll.l.l-ﬂﬂﬂ..lll.......lll..I'lll.IIlIllkllllll.ll.lllllllllI.ﬂlllllll‘lllllllﬂlllll

= | would like to request that the above mentioned utilities be reconnected at a later date for future
construction. (Temporary Disconnect)

Signed:

-OR -

* | understand that when the above mentioned utilities are disconnected that it will be my responsible to
have them re-connacted. (Permanent Disconnect)

Signed: %//é/ g“m—/‘*\

(*UTILITY DEPARTMENT USE)
CityWorks WO#_129146

Utility Service Name: Authorized Signature:

*PLEASE FAX AUTHORIZED COPY TO THE INSPECTIONS OFFICE AT:
(434) 797-8919% OR BY EMAIL TO harriwb@ci.danville.va,us

*NEEDED BY: .2014 - 197




EEME]) naq
AINOW 1INVIVE
HD3HD INnOwe
T I AT IINVIVE
AdE LA & HSVD ONINNIDZY
aivd mOH LNNODDVY
AT g T 7 aod
b LA old o4 f\ Y
A w.mar (% y\._w \_f M
m.msn_o \J.,.\, ] m‘%w E¥a’ G p...m
{ i Hicr ? A S é R
7(@ * SsaPpy
5 i
df.z‘v, Tod i _r \w oy ;L C N WONA CIARDTY
> U~ ¢ L ) S
R — e ’
\,_.:.m -7 T.Q v
oze7sz LdIFDTY
LT8¢ h |

WHCHIUI shu 1w

drarg py Ly 6 e VOGNS e s TR}

188



p————]

RIS
Py
;

,\1 -
. s
Joseph E. Ellis U osy 285m0
— e
245 Jefferson Ave #1, Danville, VA 24541 240-472-1080 ; ! ’Hnij] “’.JL l} Lo
ARSI

11/24/2014

|erry Rigney

Division Director of Inspections
427 Patton

PO Box 3340

Danville, VA 24543

Dear Mr. Rigney:

I received your message of the appeal date of December 12, 2014, However due to medical reasens and the impending
holiday scason. 1 respectfully request that we pus back the Appeal date to just after the first of the year.

I have a set of Pre-OP appointments the week of the 12th and a Surgery date of the 16th. after which, I will have a 6-8

week recovery time. This added time will also allow me to work on administrative type things to hopefully find a way to

selt the propertics in question. (ZD?) JEF-F'GE-CKD N AUE /Q_gg jC,ﬁ{;' o ] E,)

Your attention and help in this matter is greatly appreciated

Z%; e

Joseph E. Ellis

198



' ._TIFIED MAIL RECEIPT

_"{Damestic Mail Only; No !nsurance Coverage Provided)

Pastage | $ f;; /
_l%’_ % RD OF BUILDING CODE APPEALS
R AR 2\ // Y OF DANVILLE, VIRGINL&
s Batiy \?5% /
Total Postage & Fees | $

lovember 24, 2014

S R e | Danville Local Board of Building Code Appeals

FRO rry D. Rigney, C.P.C.A: Division Director of Inspections

SUBJECT: Notice of Meeting to hear an Appeal on December 12, 2014 at 2:00 P.M..
City of Danville 4" Floor Conference Room, from Joseph E. Eliis, for
properties located at:

208 Jefferson Ave, Parcel # 21232, Map #1716-002-000026.000

233 Jefferson Ave, Parcel #24234, Map #2713-027-000013.000

Hello Board Members. Thank you for serving on the Local Board of Building Code
Appeals (LBBCA) for the City of Danville, Virginia.

The LBBCA serves the City by hearing appeals concerning the application of the
Virginia Uniform Statewide Building Code (VUSBC), Part |, Part Il and Part ill. This
appeal is based on Part il of the Virginia Uniform Statewide Building Code “The Virginia
Maintenance Code”, 2009 Edition.

In accordance with Section 106 of the Virginia Uniform Statewide Building Code, Part 1|
“The Virginia Maintenance Code”, 2009 Edition, the City of Danville has received written
request for an Appeal to the Local Board of Building Code Appeals (LLBCA). The
Appeal has been made by Joseph E. & Cassandra E. Ellis.

On Friday, December 12, 2014 at 2:00 P.M. (in the Conference Room located at
427 Patton Street on the 4" Floor of the Municipal Building) the LBBCA will be
hearing the appeal concerning the Demolition Orders issued by the City of Danville
Inspections Division on the above subject propetties, according to the Virginia Uniform
Statewide Building Code, 2009 Edition. Attached is a package with the Agenda, copy of
the Appeal Application and other general information.

200



Request for Appeal

Joseph E. Ellis filed an Appeal regarding:
208 Jefferson Ave, Parcel # 21232, Map #1716-002-000026.000
233 Jefferson Ave, Parcel #24234, Map #2713-027-000013.000

The Appeal seeks to overturn the Code Officials decision that the structures listed
above must be taken down and removed in order to abate the unsafe and dangerous

condition on these properties.

Again, thank you for serving and we witl see you on December 12, 2014 at 2:00 P.M. in
the 4" Floor Conference Room in the Municipal Building located at 427 Patton St.

Attachments

JDR/wbh
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Earl B. Reynolds, Ir.

‘ . 427 Patton Strect
Director of i J ¥ P. O. Box 3300
Community Development T .] ] 5 B j Dauville, Virginia 24543
o j g ‘ Phone: (434} 799-5961
o, i eparmen i 58], T Gt
iector of Plazning pPa & ., Fax: (434) 797-8919
Jerry D, Rigney www.danville-va.gov
Director of Inspections
JolnI. Moody .0 DEVELOPMENT

Director of Social Services

City of Danville, Virginia

TIMELINE FOR 233 JEFFERSON AVE, DANVILLE VA 24541

» FEBRUARY 17, 1988- NOTICE OF UNSAFE STRUCTURE WAS SENT TO
OWNER, WILLIAM K. POWELL (CERTIFIED MAIL WAS SIGNED ON 2122188,
REGULAR MAIL WAS NOT RETURNED)

» NOVEMBER 30, 1988- NOTICE OF COMPLIANCE WAS SENT TO OWNER,
UNSAFE VIOLATIONS WERE CORRECTED

» JULY 15, 1994- NOTICE OF VIOLATION WAS SENT TO OWNER AND
TENANTS

e JULY 29, 1999- NOTICE OF UNSAFE STRUCTURE WAS SENT TO OWNER
(MUST BE VACATED AND SECURED AGAINST PUBLIC ENTRY) WILLIAM K.
POWELL RECEIVED NOTICE ON 8/4/99

* MARCH 4, 2004- WILLIAM J. WELLBANK PURCHASED THE PROPERTY

+ MAY 5, 2005- MADWELL LLC PURCHASED THE PROPERTY

+ MAY 2, 2006- JOSEPH AND CASSANDRA ELLIS PURCHASED THE
PROPERTY

e JULY 3, 2013- TITLE SEARCH WAS COMPLETED BY ROBERT H. WHITT
» JULY 12, 2013- NOTICE OF DERELICT BUILDING WAS SENT TO OWNER
AND TRUSTEES (CERTIFIED MAIL TO OWNER WAS UNCLAIMED AND

REGULAR MAIL NOT RETURNED)

e JULY 20 & JULY 27, 2013- NOTICE OF DERELICT BUILDING WAS
ADVERTISED IN DANVILLE REGISTER & BEE

» OCTOBER 25, 2013- 6 MONTH BUILDING PLAN WAS SUBMITTED BY THE
OWNER AND APPROVED BY INSPECTIONS DEPARTMENT. VIOLATIONS
WERE TO BE CORRECTED BY APRIL 15, 2014. APPROVAL NOTICE WAS
SENT TO OWNER (CERTIFIED MAILED WAS UNCLAIMED, REGULAR MAIL
WAS NOT RETURNED)

- 202



Page |2
APRIL 15, 2014- NO PERMITS WERE EVER PULLED, NO VIOLATIONS
WERE CORRECTED BY THIS TIME
JUNE 24, 2014- NOTICE OF DEMOLITION WAS SENT TO OWNER AND ALL
LIENHOLDERS AND TRUSTEES (CERTIFIED MAIL TO OWNER WAS
UNCLAIMED AND REGULAR MAIL WAS NOT RETURNED)
JUNE 25, 2014- DEMOLITION PLACARD WAS POSTED ON THE PROPERTY

JULY 5 & JULY 12, 2014- NOTICE OF DEMOLITION WAS ADVERTISED IN
THE DANVILLE REGISTER & BEE .

SEPTEMBER 17, 2014- UTILITIES WERE DISCONNECTED IN PREPERATION
FOR DEMOLITION

SEPTEMBER 18, 2014- ASBESTOS SURVEY WAS PERFORMED TO
IDENTIFY ANY ASBESTOS-CONTAINING MATERIAL

NOVEMBER 18, 2014- APPLICATION AND PAYMENT FOR APPEAL WAS
RECEIVED

PICTURES- WERE TAKEN THE FOLLOWING PAYS AND ARE ATTACHED
FOR VIEWING:

o JULY 29, 1999

o JUNE 24, 2014
o NOVEMBER 6, 2014

“Danville City Government ~ A World Class Organization”
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LOCAL BOARD OF BUILDING CODE APPEALS
CITY OF DANVILLE, VIRGINIX

December 3, 2014

bers of the City of Danville Local Board of Building Code Appeals
D Rigney, C.P.C.A.: Division Director of inspections
SUBJECT: Extension of meeting date from December 12, 2014 to March 19, 2015 at

2:00 P.M. to hear appeals from Joseph E. Ellis for the properties located
at 208 Jefferson Ave., and 233 Jefferson Ave.

Hello Board Members. Thank you for serving on the Local Board of Building Code
Appeals (LBBCA) for the City of Danville, Virginia.

On November 25, 2014,the Inspections Division received a request from Mr. Joseph E.
Eliis, owner of 208 and 233 Jefferson Avenue, located in Danville, Virginia. In the
attached letter from Mr. Ellis, he is requesting an extension of the appeal date of
December 12, 2014 for which he had filed an appeal to the LBBCA. In his letter he
stated that he was having surgery on the December 16, 2014 and would have a 6-8
week recovery time.

After consulting with Mr. Bob Newnam, Chairman of LBBCA, Mr. Newnam agreed to the
extension and a new appeal date and meeting is scheduled for March 19, 2015 at

2:00 p.m. in the 4 Floor Conference Room located at 427 Patton St. Danville,
Virginia. Please make note of the date change.

Attachment

JDR/wbh

cc. Joseph E. Ellis
Michael A. Nicholas, Esq.

204



English Custonmer Service

b 5PS.com® - USPS Tracking™

LISPS Mobile

Page 1 of 2

Register! Sign In

USPS Tracking™

Tracking Number: 70121010000268145985

s USPSCOM

g 11 Custamer Sorvice s
H o Have guestions? Wa're here to help.

Available Actions

Relurpy Receipt Alter Mailing

PRNCTIRNRCIINE ...
Updated Delivery Day: Thursday, December 4, 2014
TR
Product & Tracking Information
ST ICIEBIET
Postal Product: Extra Svcr
Certified Mail™
e DATESTIVE.
December 4, 2014, 10:05 ’
am Deliverod
- Yo s o s A0 08 i e Quremitar i

December 4, 2014 . 9 08 am

December 4, 2014 |, 8 58 am

DCecember 4. 2014 , 830 am

Cecember 4, 2014 | 5:26 am

December 3. 2014 , 10:08
pm

Qut for Delivery
Sarting Complete
Arrived al Unit

Deparled USPS Facilily

Arrived al USPS Facility

Track Another Package

Tracking {or receipt) number

HELPFUL LINKS
Contact Us

Sate Index

FaQs

ON ABOUT USPS COM
About USPS Home
Mawsroom

USPS Service Updates
Forms & Publications
Government Sensces

Carears

Caopyright % 2015 USPS Al Rights Reservad

booOla i DAkl LR

DANVILLE, VA 24541

e

N pARS

DANVILLE. VA 24541

DANVILLE, VA 24541

DANVILLE, VA 24541

ROANOKE, VA 24022

ROANCKE, VA 24022

Track It

QTHER USPS SITES
Business Customer Galeway

Paostal Inspectars
Inspector General

Postal Explorer

Mational Postal Museumn
Rasources for Developers

LEGAL INFGRIMATION
Privacy Policy

Terms of Us2

FOIA

No FEAR Act EEC Data

203



LOCAL BOARD OF BUILDING CODE APPEALS
CITY OF DANVILLE, VIRGINIA

AGENDA

LOCAL BOARD OF BUILDING CODE APPEALS
December 12, 2014
2:00 P.M.

L. CALL TO ORDER

2. APPROVAL OF MINUTES OF JUNE 26, 2014 MEETING
3. CONSIDERATION OF ANY PRELIMINARY ISSUES:
A. REFUSAL OF BOARD MEMBER GUS DYER W. DYER III
IN ACORDANCE TO SECTION 106.4 VIRGINIA MAINTENANCE
CODE
B. TIMELINESS OF THE APPEALS IN ACORDANCE TO SECTION
106.5 VIRGINIA MAINTENANCE CODE

4. CONSIDERATION OF APPEAL FILED BY JOSEPH E ELLIS, OWNER OF 208
JEFFERSON AVE, PARCEL ID 21231, MAPS # 1716-002-000026.000
DANVILLE, VIRGINIA.

5. CONSIDERATION OF APPEAL FILED BY JOSEPH E ELLIS, OWNER OF 233
JEFFERSON AVE, PARCEL ID 24234, MAPS # 2713-027-000013.000
DANVILLE, VIRGINIA.

6. OTHER BUSINESS

7. ADJOURNMENT
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LOCAL BOARD OF BUILDING CODE APPEALS
CITY OF DANVILLE, VIRGINLA

March 3, 2015

TO: Members of the City of Danville Local Board of Building Code Appeals

FR %ry D. Rigney, C.P.C.A: Division Director of Inspections

SUBJECT: Reminder: Notice of Meeting to hear an Appeal on March 19, 2015 at 2:00
P.M., City of Danville 4™ Floor Conference Room, from Joseph E. Ellis, for
properties located at:

208 Jefferson Ave, Parcel # 21232, Map #1716-002-000026.000

233 Jefferson Ave, Parcel #24234, Map #2713-027-000013.000

Hello Board Members. Thank you for serving on the Local Board of Building Code
Appeals (LBBCA) for the City of Danville, Virginia.

The LBBCA serves the City by hearing appeals concerning the application of the
Virginia Uniform Statewide Building Code (VUSBC), Part [, Part Il and Part lll. This
appeal is based on Part lli of the Virginia Uniform Statewide Building Code “The Virginia
Maintenance Code”, 2009 Edition.

In accordance with Section 106 of the Virginia Uniform Statewide Building Code, Part Il}
“The Virginia Maintenance Code”, 2009 Edition, the City of Danville has received written
request for an Appeal to the Local Board of Building Code Appeals (LLBCA). The
Appeal has been made by Joseph E. & Cassandra E. Ellis.

On Thursday March 19, 2015 at 2:00 P.M. (in the Conference Room located at 427
Patton Street on the 4" Floor of the Municipal Building) the LBBCA will be hearing
the appeal concerning the Demolition Orders issued by the City of Danville Inspections
Division on the above subject properties, according to the Virginia Uniform Statewide
Building Code, 2009 Edition. Attached is a package with the Agenda, copy of the
Appeal Application and other general information.
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Request for Appeal

Joseph E. Ellis filed an Appeal regarding: .

208 Jefferson Ave, Parcel # 21 232, Map #1716-002-000026.000

233 Jefferson Ave, Parcel #24234, Map #2713-027-000013.000
The Appeal seeks to overturn the Code Officials decision that the structures listed
above must be taken down and removed in order to abate the unsafe and dangerous

condition on these properties.

Again, thank you for serving and we will see you on March 18, 2015 at 2:00 P.M. in the
4 Floor Conference Room in the Municipal Building located at 427 Patton St.

Attachments

JDR/Mwbh
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Ellis Notified of Hearing:

-Alter filing for the appeal on November 17, 2014, City of Danville Inspections Division sent
M. Ellis notice of the hearing on December 12, 2014 to the address of record- 245 Jefferson
Avenue.

-Mr. Ellis acknowledged receipt of this letter by writing his own, received by Inspections on
November 25, 2014. The letter requested additional time

-A new notice dated December 3, 2014 which granted time extension and set the new date for the
hearing, March 19, 2015 was sent to the same address of record.

-A tenant, Alicia Courtney, signed for the mail on December 4, 2014.
-A reminder notice and hearing packet was hand delivered to 245 Jefferson Avenue on March 3,

2015 and signed by tenant Alicia Courtney and one was fedexed to another address in Maryland
discovered by City of Danville Senior Planner Renee Burton.
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LOCAL BOARD OF BUILDING CODE APPEALS
CITY OF DANVILLE, VIRGINIA

AGENDA

LOCAL BOARD OF BUILDING CODE APPEALS
March 19, 2015
2:00 P.M.

CALL TO ORDER

CONSIDERATION OF ANY PRELIMINARY ISSUES:

A. TIMELINESS OF THE APPEALS IN ACORDANCE TO SECTION
106.5 VIRGINIA MAINTENANCE CODE

CONSIDERATION OF APPEAL FILED BY JOSEPH E ELLIS, OWNER OF 208
JEFFERSON AVE, PARCEL ID 21231, MAPS # 1716-002-000026.000
DANVILLE, VIRGINIA.

CONSIDERATION OF APPEAL FILED BY JOSEPH E ELLIS, OWNER OF 233

JEFFERSON AVE, PARCEL ID 24234, MAPS # 2713-027-000013.000
DANVILLE, VIRGINIA.

APPROVAL OF MINUTES OF JUNE 26, 2014 MEETING

ADJOURNMENT
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Local Board of Building Code Appeals

March 19, 2015

Members Present Members Absent Staff .

Bob Newnam Marcia-Lee Rich Jerry' Rigney
Jeffrey L. Bond Gus Dyer Beth Harrington
Samuel S Thomas . Jeannise Galtoway

Charles D Lampley Mictiael A Nicholas

Arthur Craft

Bob Newnam:

Michael Nicholas:

Bob Newnam:
Beth Harrington:

Bob Newnam;

Beth Harringtor:

Beth Harrington:
Be\th'}Hlarﬁngt.(ljﬁf
~Jeffrey Bond:

Beth Hérrington:

Arthur Craﬁ:l.f;- o

Beth Harringtb’h:
Samuel Thomas:

Beth Harrington:

I'd like to call the Local Board of Euilding Code Appeals for the City
of Danville to Order, its two o’clock and we are going to start. | got
here a consideration of any ;:ffrllminary issues. | think what | want
to do first is let everybody that is here just ¢ give your name and
basically your occupation or somethmg like that and we'll go
around, okay, cause some of us are’ naw on the Board.

Before we do thrﬂ h ve her call the roII
Let's call the roII fm‘t

Bob Newnam.

- Here.

.\Marcia-‘L;_‘éé Rich

Gus Dyer

__ ‘_Jeffrey‘ ‘.Bqnc}

Here.

Asthur Craft.

~ Here.

Samuel Thomas
Here

Charles Lampley
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Joseph and Cassandra Eliis were sent a Notice of Demolition siting
208 Jefferson Avenue and 233 Jefferson Avenue on June 24, 2014.
This is by certified and regular mail to the address provided by the
City of Danville real estate records and a title search performed by
Attorney Robert Whitt. The property sited the address sited was
245 Jefferson Avenue. Inspectors went to that address and it was
vacant at that time. Also the Inspections Divison posted a Notice of
Unsafe Structure siting the demolition on both 208 Jefferson and
233 Jefferson the next day, June 25, 2014. Alsa the Inspections
Division ran newspaper circulations of the Notices on: July 5, 2014,
July 7, 2014 and July 12, 2014. Two separdte ones for 233,208
and they were both ran for two consecutlve weeks o

The City of Danville Inspections D"*partment received an apped: for
208 and 233 Jefferson Avenue ¢n November 17, 2014. Thisis a
hundred and forty-five days after the date of the appeal and of
course well over the fourteén days as reqqlred by the USBC. This
Local Board and the State Technical Buildihg Code of Review have
both held that the timeframe from the:USBC are manditory and
should be upheld. The Inspections Division went to the address
property of record, which was vacant at the timie. They sent certified
and regular mdli to this address, posted the property and circulated
the posting in the: newspape. fortwo weeks The only exception to
this timeframe is if the City will allow a waiver of it and at this time
the City does not. We hepe that the Board will uphold this rule and
find that.both 208 and 233 Jefferson were not appealed in a timely

_ ;_--fashlon s

_ That s !t fer the prellmlnary issue.

Bob Newnam:
Arthuy Craft; -
Fiﬁb Newnam:

Arthur Craft:

Michael Nietj@.l,as:gf

Bob Newnam:

Michael Nicholas:

Bob Newnam:

Okay
SR make @ motion to accept it as read.
You'll do what?

Aecept. .

Before you do that you have to hold a public hearing on the
preliminary issues....

Okay, okay.
...if there is anyone who wants to speak...

Exactly.
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Bob Newnam:

Sonja Ingram:

Bob Newnam:

Sonja Ingram:

Joseph Ellis:

Bob Newnam:

Sonja Ingram:

It was a hundred days pass the legal time limit to appeal. In other
words, if you don't appeal the understanding is that you have
accepted whatever the City is ruled for the property. You have to do
it in a timely matter and they’re saying they did not meet that
requirement and therefore this appeal, if the Board votes not {o.. to
agree with the City in this then we won'’t hear the appeal and the
demolition will go forward. :

Right.

That's my understanding, is that correct ch,:'ybody'? Both attorneys
agree on that? _

Okay.
| think 1 tried to clarify it for you, Go ahead.

So it was one hundred days after the épbééi was made that
the....(unable to clearly hear what was. bemg sald)

| had no idea (unable to clearly hear whai was belng
said).....transpired as being the date that { supposedly received the
demolltlon rotice" because I c:fo not have record of receiving any of
this. ..l talked to Jerry EERE

Excuse me, lets let h r speak and I will take more. Yes, go ahead.

. Yes, I'm frg?ing to clarlfy _because this is coming to me as a very big
- surprise, because wheqn... | am representing the Danville

- Preservation League znd when we were informed of this, you know

maybe a few days later Jerry had told us that we should go ahead
and file the appeal. We were not under any....l did not know that

| .. this was !i:ke_.one hundred days later at all.

Jgannise Galloway:

Bob Newnam:

‘Gan | respond?

lf-"{here is ever a request to make an appeal the Building Code

~Official cannot deny them. It's up to the Board to decide whether or

not they want to hear the appeal. So if anyone says | want to make
an appeal no matter what timeframe it is the City has to allow it so it
can come before this Board.

| see. Okay, thank you.

Okay?
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Bob Newnam:

Joseph Ellis:

Bob Newnam:

Joseph Ellis:

Bob Newnam:

Joseph Ellis:

Bob Newnam:

Joseph Ellis:

Bob Newnam:

Joseph Ellis:

Bob Newnam: -~

Joseph Ellls

Bob. Nownam’i -

__'43csseph Ellis:

Bob Newnam:

is working with me now and we are making great headway on the
residences that actually have people living in them.

Okay, | want to hold it to the timeliness cause that is the issue
before us.

Right.
Okay? Anything else on the timeliness that you \&rént to tell us?

If | could ask a question that could hefp clatrf,/ |t forthe Board You
say you have two address? : . o

Yes, | have two address.

Okay. You gave us 245 Jeffereon is that your legal address forthe
City of Danville? o -

Yes.
Okay. What is your other address?
My ather address,);,_ 911 Ben on Terrace Sllver Spring, Maryland.

Uh huh.

.,_i?tpcode ?{3901
_Okay.

'Ihat:s my other eddress up in Maryland that | reside at part time.
- Okey:.: A!rlght Anything else you want to say about the timeliness?

H‘*E,don’t kirow what else | could say other than I've done my best. I'm

grobably not, I'm very nieave to the policies in Danville and rely on
yaur guys and the city officials that | work with, attempt to work

_:.--with, here in Danville to tell me what my rights are as well. | had at
- no time heard that | had the right to appeal, it took somebody from

Virginia Conservation come to me and inform me that | had this
right and now we are hearing that is a day late, a hundred days
late plus the

Alright, anybody else want to speak to the timeliness issue?

Yes sir.
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Jeannise Galloway:

Bob Newnam:
Joseph Ellis:

Bob Newnam:

Joseph Ellis:

Jeannise Galloway:

Joseph Ellis:

Jeannise Galloway:

Joseph Ellis: !

Jeannise Galloway:

places people have one primary address and that is the address
they send the legal notifications to. So, as you heard the testimony
was had to be within two weeks and it was a hundred days or more.

Yes and if | may? If it was found that he received it at a later date,
we would use the date that he received it and go from there. But
evidence we had at the time was the only address hs had was 245.
The City did learn that he had another address frorm our Sanior
Planner, Renee Burton, but that wasn't until mon%hs after it. After
the notices went out and that process startefi

Okay. Alright, any discussion from the-‘_b_oard:members’?‘ -
Can | comment on that last statem‘énﬁ i

Yes because she made a comment after the closing so | wnl allow
it, sure go ahead. S f

She just admitted that Renee, seeh"i%iike it was, Renee never sent a
notice to that address in that regard so that fourteen day top has
not started yet. {f you were aware as what tme that there’s another
address envniver:i you e Gb!lgated to pursue.

We are obl:gated to glve lt w?0 the pmrvc.rty address of record..

But...

‘:i;his new_fa_:ddress...

Cé"n“ i finish? The new address was not updated in the City records.
It was not otherwise update. The only reason why it came up was

- ~because Nrs. Burton was working on a financial deal with Mr. Ellis.

Bob Newnam:

Again his property was also posted, both properties were posted
bright orange. They were also circulated through the newspaper.
These are all things that are required by the USBC. It's not really

.ﬁld'e responsibilty of the City to try fo track people down. We do
~everything that we can to find people and as soon as we exhaust all

those avenues, that is the cutoff date.
Thank you. We will shut it down again. Okay?
Does anybody want to make any comment on this before we ask to

agree or disagree with the Building Official on this? If we agree
with the Building Official the job it's done. If we don’t agree with the
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Beth Harrington:
Beth Harrington:
Beth Harrington:
Jeffrey Bohd X
Beth Harrington:
Arthur Craft.
Beth Harrington:
Samuel Thomas:

Beth Harrington:

Charles Lampley:

Bob Newnam:
Beth Harrington:

Bob Newnam:

Beth Harrington:

Bob Newnam: - |

Michael Nicholas:

: Bob Newnam:

Charles Lamfple‘y:' |

Bob Newnam:

Samuel Thomas:

Marcia-Lee Rich.
Gus Dyer.
Jeffrey Bond.
Yes.

Arthur Craft.
Yes.

Samuel Thomas

Yes.

Charles Lampley.

Yes.
Okay.
Unanimus.

What's the vote?

‘Unanimus:

h “Unaminis to' $ide withi the City that timeliness was not done and so
we will not hear this appeal.

You mége_ down the agenda to number five.

‘Adright. ‘At this point we are not going to hear is on your schedule
items three and four but we will approve the minutes of the June
26, 2014 meeting. Any discussion on that or do | have a motion to

-accept the minutes as provided?

I move that we accept the minutes as provided.

Do | have a second?

| second.
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Bob Newnam:

Scnja Ingram:

Bob Newnam:

There is actually an addition on the back of the house that is
realitively new that could be demolished. That entire addtion could
go away and that's what we have been working toward actually. If
we did that the main part of the house, the original part of the
house, would be much less expensive to rehab that.

If | can make a just a comment. If you are representing the
Preservation League | think it would behoove you-to talk to the
Building Official and say if there is something ir'tha historic zone
that is going to come under condemnation wauld you please notifiy
us or... and they might be willing to notify you when theay got
something and at least you would have a wotking relatioriship as
opposed to being behind the eight baji iegally on it after a hundred-
and some days pass when the no*me saidyou only have fourtaﬁn
days to do it in. S :

Right. That's right. That hab befnn sompmmg that we've been
struggling with for about five years now or probably longer than
that, is how we can get, you know, in front of these issues. So
many times you have, you know it's Iarn:i owner and that is why in
this particular instance we would like to acquire this property. Like |
say we have. bﬂen wommq on the federal lgin involved and | think
we can be succeﬁfu! in savmg thls ‘

Well | think from the standpomt of A you worklng with the City in
genarat you can make:. some kind of arrangment so that you can be

~upfront o it even if the'homeowners not. That would help you on
. —the next time if you come Before the Board and say we ask to be
= . and we don't know what was going on and weren't notified or
- whatever. | feel.confident that they would be willing to work with

yois af least to keep you informed as to what is going on in the
historic zone. Plus, if you're an employee of the Preservation you

~ - should -keep up with that yourself.

~Sonja Ingram:

'Well we 'did, | have a list that Jeannise sent me last year but its ali

the houses, all these houses that on a list it seems to me it's always
ir flucks. Some of them seem to be in iminent danger of being

demolished, other times, you know, we'll come back to the list and
- the house has been there for a couple years. That's a big problem

that we've had is this communication problem. We never really
know what house is going to be demolished next. The only reason
that | found out about this is | get the updates from the City and |
saw that therewas a .......
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Michael Nicholas:

Bob Newnam:

Joseph Ellis:
Bob Newnam:
Jerry Rigney:

Bob Newnam:
Joseph Ellis:

Bob Newnam

Arthur Craft:

Charles Lampley: -

Bob Newnam:"” |

Bob Newnam:

No sir, the demolition does not extinguish the leins. The leins
remain on record until released or terminated by operation of law.
Demolition does not extinguish the leins.

That is two different issues | think.

Okay, thank you for your comments.

My question at this point is what are my rights’?_,”: .

Well, from this Board we're agreeing with the Buildln@ Official that
there was no timeliness and therefore l m assumlng that me

demolition order will go forward.

He will get a notice in the mail wnh the deC|S|on and with any r[ghts
he has on that. ‘

Well thank you sir.

Thank you.

Okay. Is them arey otr'ra,r items to come before the Board? | don't
have any oirmy cmenda? If rmt r II entertaln a motion that we
adjourn. : :

lmakF a motion that ﬁéadjoum. |

Second.

“Becond, Okay. Al that's in favor say |

(All nembers say |)

‘ ‘_,Any oppo'é'e'd"?

N’?éeting .adjourned.

Meeting was adjouned at 2:30.



Rigney, Jerry

From: Joseph'’s Email <josephellis@verizon.net>

Sent: Tuesday, March 31, 2015 3:57 PM

To: Sonja Ingram; Rigney, Jerry

Cc: Reynolds, Earl B.; Gus Dyer; Stephen R Wilson; dan fatham
Subject: Re: State Appeal- 208 Jefferson Avenue

| received it today, Any help would be appreciated.

Joseph E. Ellis
240-472-1080

From: Sonja Ingram
Sent: Tuesday, March 31, 2015 3:46 FM

To: Rigney, Jerry
Ce: Reynolds, Earl B. ; Gus Dyer ; Stephen R Wilson ; dan latham ; Joseph Ellis
Subject: Re: State Appeal- 208 Jefferson Avenue

Jerry ,

Has Mr, Ellis official resolution been mailed?

Thank you,
Sonja

On Tue, Mar 24, 2015 at 12:43 PM, Rigney, Jerry <Rigne!D@danvilleva.gov> wrote:

Hello Sonya,

Mr. Ellis will receive the official Resolution from the Local Board of Building Code Appeals, signed by the
Chairman. Upon receipt of this resolution, “ Any person who was a party to the appeal may appeal to the State
Review Board by submitting an application to such Board within 21 calendar days upon receipt by certified mail

of this resolution.

Application forms are available from the Office of the State Review Board, 600 Main St, Richmond, Virginia
23219, and (804) 371 7150.

Hope this helps.

Jetry D. Righey, CPCA ,CBO
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Director of Inspection Division

rignejd@danvilleva.gov

Take the Pledge to Make Danvilic Shine!

www.makedanvilleshine.com

3 SR
PASKE &
Danvill
g R
€”¢§ f‘:'?“"% X
Le

Maywclean g, finup, ard et L morit.

From: Sonja Ingram [mailto:singram@preservationvirginia.org]

Sent: Tuesday, March 24, 2015 10:09 AM '
To: Rigney, Jerry; Reynolds, Earl B.; Gus Dyer; Stephen R Wilson; dan latham; Joseph Ellis
Subject: State Appeal- 208 Jefferson Avenue

Mr. Rigney:

I am requesting that you send me the time frame to appeal to the Virginia Building Code-
of Board of Appeals for the decision made by the Danville Building Code of Board of
Appeals on March 19, 2015 concerning the house at 208 Jefferson Avenue.

Thank you,

Sonja Ingram
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ADDITIONAL DOCUMENTS SUBMITTED
BY CITY OF DANVILLE
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Community Development

Earl B. Reynolds, Jr.

Di_rcctor of I I I
TI1]

4327 Patton Street
P. O. Box 3300
Danville, Virginia 24543
Phone: (434) 799-5261
TTY: (434} 773-8142
Fax: (434) 797-8619

Director of Planning DCpartment O :
Jerry D. Rigney www.danville-va.gov
Dircetor of Inspections

John L. Moody, J.D. DEVELOPMEN T

Kenneth C. Gillie, Jr.

Director of Social Services

City ol Danville, Virginia

August 5, 2015

Richard Poits Il, CBO

Senior Construction Inspector il and

Staff, State Building Code Technical Review Board
Department of Housing & Community Development (DHCD)
600 E. Main Street, Suite 300

Richmond, VA 23219

RE: Appeal No. 15-4
Dear Mr. Potts,

Attached is a copy of the revised structural report. The City of Danville is requesting this
report replace the one recently submitted on Monday, July 27, 2015. If you have any
questions or comments feel free to contact me.

Sincerely

Jay Thornton

Property Maintenance Inspector
City of Danville

434-799-5263 ext 233

Cc.

Spencer, Alan B.
Whitfield, Clarke
Rigney, Jerry
Reynolds, Earl B.
Ellis, Joseph
McMahan, Alan
Hodge, Vernon
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PR Broohodde ~tecor ~eie 1 Phone: 270000673

SMavtinsvadle, Vivenian J4000 o 2700032500

fornbebredenaindassociitos oo
FEENSABOCE ECEIVE
June 19, 2015 AUG 06 20'5

City of Danville Byﬁ@\

[nspections Division Director
Mr. Jerry D. Rigney

P.O. Box 3300

Danville, Virginia 24542-3300

AR .\'\[L‘H[i}\\l‘l\‘\l'ﬁl_ [P RSN B

Re: Building at 208 Jefferson Ave. — Danville. VA
Dear Mr. Rigney:

This letter report details results of our work related to the above referenced property in Danville,
VA.

SCOPE:
Our scope of work was to inspect the property for structural deficiencies and to report our
findings.

ACTIVITIES:

Eden & Associates inspected the building on May 29, 2015, Pictures were taken of areas of the
building where deficiencies were observed. We walked the interior and exterior of the building
to the extent safety permitted.

OBSERVATIONS:

The rear porch is partially dilapidated and not well supported. Drywall and plaster were peeling
and crumbling. Significant portions of the floors were deteriorated or completely failing. There
was extensive water damage throughout. Large portions of the ceilings were sagging, caving in.
broken, and/or missing. Exposed roof beams looked to be rotting from water damage. The
house is exposed to the elements in many areas. Portions of the walls and roof are open. There
were areas we could not walk through because the floors had previously fallen through. There
were cracks in walls and ceilings. One wall was separated by its adjoining wall by almost an
inch. Another wall was cracked through the entire height of the wall, exposing sunlight through
the 2 to | inch sized crack. There was outdated and exposed electrical on the outer walls. There
was cracking in the outer brick walls.

CONCLUSIONS:
[t is evident the building remain unstable due to age, exposure to the elements, and water

damage. The building remains structurally unsafe in many areas. Unsafe conditions include the
following:

I. Roof failure and deteriorated rafters, joists, and beams

Page 1 of 2
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Structural movement

Ceiling failures

Failing floors

Failing porches and entryways

-l

In some areas, the extent of hazardous areas is so extensive that construction workers making
repairs would be in danger from trying to do so.

RECOMMENDATIONS:

In my opinion, it is evident the building is an unsafe structure not fit for human occupancy. In its
present condition, repairs would be costly and dangerous. The building should be demolished in
the interest of safety to the public. Trespassers or homeless persons are at risk for injury.
Persons exploring or attempting to repair the building could would be at risk of injury or death
from unexpected falling ceilings. roof damage. floor failures, or other debris from failure of the
building structure.

Yours truly,
EDEN & ASSOCIATES. P.C.

Jamie Eden Peck, P.E.
President

=
8 JAMIE EDEN PECK
Lic. No, 045740

Attachments: Inspection photos (8 pages) l'll;”/ONAL
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ECEIVE

June 19, 2015

AUG g6 2015
BY- - /

City of Danville

Inspections Division Director
Mr. Jerry D. Rigney

P.O. Box 3300

Danville, Virginia 24542-3300

Re: Building at 233 Jefferson Ave — Danville, VA
Dear Mr. Rigney:

This letter report details results of our work related to the above referenced property in Danville.
VA.

SCOPE:
Our scope of work was to inspect the property for structural deficiencies and to report our
findings.

ACTIVITIES:

Eden & Associates inspected the building on May 29, 2015. Pictures were taken of areas of the
building where deficiencies were observed. We walked the interior and exterior of the building
to the extent safety permitted.

OBSERVATIONS:

The front porch is significantly dilapidated. We had to enter through the rear of the house.
Significant portions of the floors were deteriorated. There was extensive water damage
throughout. Large portions of the ceilings were sagging, caving in, broken. and/or missing.
There was signs of possible termite damage. Exposed roof beams [ooked to be rotting from
water damage. Drywall and plaster are crumbling. Windows are broken. The back porch was
failing as well and was too dangerous to walk on. The house is exposed to the elements, as
portions of the roof are open. When viewing the crawl space beneath the house, there were
stacked cinder blocks supporting some areas, and beams that were broken and failing.

CONCLUSIONS:

It is evident the building remain unstable due to age, exposure to the elements, and water
damage. The building remains structurally unsafe in many areas. Unsafe conditions include the
following:

1. Roof failure and deteriorated rafters, joists, and beams

2. Structural movement
3. Ceiling failures

Page 1 of 2
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4. Failing floors
5. Failing porches and entryways
6. Broken windows

In some areas, the extent of hazardous areas is so extensive that construction workers making
repairs would be in danger from trying to do so.

RECOMMENDATIONS:

In my opinion, it is evident the building is an unsafe structure not fit for human occupancy. In its
present condition, repairs would be costly and dangerous. The building should be demolished in
the interest of safety to the public. Trespassers or homeless persons are at risk for injury.
Persons exploring or attempting to repair the building could would be at risk of injury or death
from unexpected falling ceilings. roof damage. floor failures, or other debris from failure of the
building structure.

Yours truly.
e
EDEN & ASSOCIATES, P.C. ,‘.;/"SH ortns,

Jamie Eden Peck, P.E.
President

JAMIE EDEN PECK 37
Lic. No. 045740 -

<
%/{\ eMafis
&
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‘\%

-
Attachments: I[nspection photos (8 pages) X
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VIRGINIA:

BEFORE THE
STATE BUILDING CODE TECHNICAL REVIEW BOARD (REVIEW BOARD)

IN RE: Appeal of Milari Madison
Appeal No. 15-5

REVIEW BOARD STAFF DOCUMENT

Suggested Statement of Case History and Pertinent Facts

1. In February of 2015, Madison filed a complaint with the Department of Housing
and Community Development’s State Building Codes Office (SBCO), the administrator of the
Virginia industrialized building safety program.

2. The complaint concerned a modular home, located at 40153 Janney Street, in
Loudoun County, purchased by Madison in May of 2011 and set up on her property in July of
2011. The specific issues in the complaint were alleged violations of the Virginia Industrialized
Building Safety Regulations (IBSR) for unsecured and improperly terminated electrical wires in
a number of closets in the home. The wires were projecting through the drywall of the closets
without being terminated in an electrical box or fixture. A second complaint was that the label
for the home was incorrect in specifying a 200 amp electrical service when the home has a 400
amp électrical service.

3. SBCO staff conducted a site visit in March of 2015 and issued a letter dated
March 19, 2015 stating that the unsecured wires did not constitute a violation of tﬁe [BSR since
the home was ordered without light fixtures in the closets and they were to be provided by the

owner or installer on site. The letter also stated the alleged violation for the size of the electrical
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service on the data plate was the subject of a previous appeal to the Review Board by Madison,
so no action needed to be taken on that issue.

4. Madison appealed the SBCO letter to the Review Board. The statement of
specific relief sought included with Madison’s appeal to the Review Board only addressed the
unsecured wires and not the electrical service/label/data plate issue.

5. This staff document was drafted and sent to the parties along with all pertinent
documents which had been submitted to the Review Board by the parties and an opportunity was
given for the submittal of objections, corrections or additions to the staff document; or the
submittal of additiona) documents or arguments prior to scheduling a hearing before the Review

Board.

Suggested Issue for Resolution by the Review Board

1. Whether to overturn the SBCO decision that no violations of the IBSR exist

relative to the unsecured electrical wires in the closets.

248



COMBINED DOCUMENTS
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COMMONWEAL'TH OF VIRGINIA
DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
State Building Codes Office and Office of the State Technica! Review Board
Main Street Centre, 600 E. Main Street, Sulte 300, Richmond, Virginia 23219
Tel: (804) 3717150, Fax: (804} 371-7092, Email: slan.memahan@dhedsirginiagoy

APPLICATION FOR ADMI !\'!S'I‘R.ﬂ,ﬁ{i\"l: APPEAL
Regulation Serving as Basis of Appeal {check onel:
Uniform Stetewide Building Code
Statewide Fire Prevention Code
_x industnalized Building Soafety Regufations
Amasement Device Regulations

Appealing Pasty Information (name, address, elephous nmeber and omait addressy:
3 v W e - . :
S -'.‘\\C“ . g“("- o h o - T, R R T Ty

',‘N‘IIV « . !1 ' i

Additonal tnformation (to be submitred with this application)
¥ Copy of enforcement decision being appealed
= Copy of record aod decision of focal govermment uppeals board Gf applicable and available)

& Statemeni of specelic relief sought

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICL

hereby certify thatonthe 7 davef ' % 300w completed copy of this application,

wcludmg the addinonal information required above. was eather mailed, hand delivered, emaited or seut by
facsimile to the Otfice of the State Technical Review Board and to wll opposing parties histed

Nate: This application mst be received by the Office of the Stete Technizal Review Board within live
£33 working days of the date on the abave certifictte of service for that date 1o be considered as the
filing date of the appeal  Hnot received within five (5) working days, the date this application is
actually received by the Office of the Review Board will be considered to be the filing date.

S 5 .
Sumature of Applican;;, YT

. kY
. . Vi . Wi
Name of Applicant, PN

{please print or type}
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Madison Appeal, Letter Dated March 19, 2015

1. The Complaint has been filed against “IBS Realty” and NTA, Inc. as dated February 17, 2015.

2. Madison states that the code sections that require a box (as already conquered {o by Mr.
Leatherby) are: 2008 Nec 300.15 and 2009 IRC section 3805.1. There is no record of a
“presumption” that Madison agreed to purchase a house with hot dangling electric wires in the
closets as inspected and passed as being in a state of code compliance by NTA Inc. and labeled
as meeting the code per the Leatherby letter. Madison stated that the wires hanging loose and
hot, in spite of factory applied paint interrupting the electricity flow, constitute a supplier caused
code violation created on site.

3. Madison never agreed to or approved of a plan or agreement to purchase a modular house
from the companies referenced in the March 19, 2015 letter.

4. Madison states that a dangling electric wire in the closet (photo provided) that did register as
“hot" per the March 19 letter, because the end is encrusted in paint, is a violation of the code.

300.15 Where the wiring method is conduit, tubing, Type AC cable, Type MC cable, Type Ml
cable, nonmetallic-sheathed cable, or other cables, a box or conduit body complying with Article
314 shall be installed at each conductor splice point, outlet point, switch point, junction

point, termination point, or pull point.

E3905.1 Box, conduit body or fitting-where required. A box or conduit body shall be installed
at each conductor splice point, outlet, switch peint, junction point and pull point except as
otherwise permitted in Sections E3905.1.1 through E3805.1.6.

See also General Requirement Chapter 34

----- Forwarded Message -----

From: "Leatherby, Eric (DHCD)" <Eric.Leatherby@dhcd.virginia.gov>

To: Hunter Madison <huntermadison2002@yahoo.com>

Cc: "Davis, Cindy (DHCD)" <Cindy.Davis@dhcd.virginia.gov>; "Harper, Skip(DHCD)"
<8kip.Harper@dhcd.virginia.gov>

Sent: Friday, March 13, 2015 8:33 AM

Subject: RE: Code sections

Thank you Ms. Madison, { concur.

From: Hunter Madison [mailto:huntermadison2002@yahoo.com]
Sent: Thursday, March 12, 2015 3:41 PM

To: Leatherby, Eric (DHCD)

Subject: Fw: Code sections

—-—- Forwarded Message -----

From: "Legard, Joe" <Joe.L.egard@loudoun.gov>

To: "huntermadison2002@vahoo.com” <huniermadison2002@yahoo.com>
Sent: Thursday, March 12, 2015 1:37 PM

Subject: Code sections

The code sections that require a box are.

2008 Nec 300.15 or 2009 IRC section 3905.1

Joe Legard
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Statement of Relief

That the SBCO or TRB find that NTA Inc. misapplied the labels to the units when they did
not meet applicable code (no box or conduit body for loose electric wires hanging in
certain closets as seen by inspectors and no wire nut for the termination of electric wire in
certain closet (as seen in photo)).

That the SBCO or TRB direct the party to install box, conduit body, and box covers, and to
install wire nut over electric.
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Terence R, McaAuliffe
Governor

Maurice A, Jones

COMMONWEALTH of VIRGINIA ~ "wepc.srerer

Commerce and Trade DEPARTMENT OF
HousinGg AND COMMUN[TY DEVELOPMENT

March 19, 2015

Ms. Milari Madison
40153 Janney Street
Waterford, VA 20197

RE: Consumer complaint - Milari Madison vs Integrity Building Systems, Inc.
Industrialized Building Serial number — 01-0611 A thru 1

Dear Ms. Madison,

The Virginia State Building Codes Office (SBCO) has been designated by the Department of Housing
and Community Development (DHCD) to enforce the Virginia Industrialized Building Safety Regulations
(IBSR). The SBCO acts as the building official for Virginia registered industrialized buildings and has
the authority to require the correction of IBSR violations caused by the manufacturer in the plani.
Pursuant to 13 VAC 5-91-100(B) all site work associated with the installation or erection of an
industrialized building is subject to the Uniform Statewide Building Code which is enforced by he local
building official.

The above referenced home was manufactured by Integrity Building Systems, Inc., Milton Pennsylvania
on July 14, 2011. The home was site installed by Convenient Installations of Ranson, West Virginia on
July 20, 2011.

You have filed a complaint with the SBCO, dated February 17, 2015, against Integrity Building Systems
Realty (formerty Integrity Building Systems, Inc.) and their former compliance assurance agency, NTA.

The complaint consists of the following two items:

1. “A number of the boxes have loose and dangling electrical wires hanging in the closets without a
box™.
2. The complaint also states that the data plate in the home is incorrect in that it states that the home

was supplied with a 200 amp service by the manufacturer but the home currently has a 400 amp
service.

An inspection of the home was conducted on March 12, 2015 by representatives of the SBCO.

N

al
VIRGINIA
T

Partners for Better Communities www.dhcd.virginia.gov

Main Street Centre « 600 East Main Street, Suite 300 - Richmond, Virginia 23219 - Phone {804) 371-7000 - Fax (804) 371-7090 « Virginia Relay 7-1-
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Present during the inspection:
Milari Madison - Homeowner
Skip Harper, SBCO
Eric Leatherby — SBCO

Observations

1. Observed one NM cable (I14-2) on the inside of closets located in bedrooms #2, #3, and #4, a
closet in the den and a second floor hallway closet. A light switch was instatled on the exterior of
each closet, (Note - Lights and light switches are not shown on the floor plans for the den and
hallway closets). The cable in the bedroom #4 closet was enclosed in a junction box installed by
Ms. Madion. Bedroom #2 was occupied and not inspected, Ms. Madison said that she had also
installed a junction box in that closet. The cables in the remaining closets were tested with an
electrical tester and it was determined the cables were energized. Wire nuts had been installed on
all of the cables except for bedroom #3, (the electrical tester did not detect current from the
bedroom #3 cable as the cable had dryed paint on the conductors).

Note: The “Electrical/Utility™ section of the attached Quote sheet for the home dated 5/5/2011
states “Wire & Switch for closet lights {10). Locations: Br2 Closet/ Br3 Cl0set/ Brd Closet &
Utility™. [t is therefore the opinion of the SBCO that the home had been ordered without light
fixtures in the above referenced closets. Presumably, light fixtures were to be site installed. The
site instaliation of a light fixture with intergral enclosure is permitted to be fasiened to walls or
ceilings in lieu of a box per Section E3905.1.3 of the 2009 Virginia Residential Code.

el

Data plate: This issue has previously been heard by the State Building Code Technical Review
Board and is pending an appeal. No further comment will be made.

As a result of the inspection the SBCO finds no violations to the IBSR. The site installation of the light
fixtures is under the jurisdiction of the local building department. This complaint is therefore being
administratively closed.

Any person aggrieved by DHCD’s application of this chapter shall be heard by the State Technical
Review Board established by 36-10§ of the Code of Virginia. Such appeal shall be submitted within 21
calendar days of receipt of DHCD's decision. A copy of the decision of DHCD to be appealed shall be
submitted with the application for appeal. Failure to submit an application for appeal within the time
limit established by the section shall constitute acceptance of the DHCD decision.

I can be reached at 804-371-7165 or by e-mail at eric.leatherby@dhed.virginia.gov should you have any
questions

Sincerel},
Eric Leatherby

Sr. Construction Inspector I
State Building Codes Office

ce: Gina Schaecher David Tompos, Sr.
James Flaherty Steven Rodgers
Emory Rodgers Cindy Davis
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. INTEGRA SERIES - VIRGINTIA
Date Typed: _ Date of Quote: 5/5/2011
Serial No.: Quota Na.: MS-01238 6 ntegrity Crdered by: Darren

Builder: Convenient Installation/ Darren Menutt
Address: 351 Thistle Ridge Lane

uilding

Retait Custamer Name: Madison
Site Address: 40153 Janney 5t

Cily & State: Ranson, WV Revised 4192011 Chy: waterford VA 20197
Zip: 25438 @ ystems VA
Phone No.: 304-279-6028
FAX No.: 304-T28-D656 2435 Housels Run Road County:
Salesman: M. Sickle Milton Fa 17847 Requested Delivery Date.
Phane K; [574) 522-3600 Fax #: (570) 522-0089
COLOR SECTION Option # Price Option # Price
Type Color BATHRUDOMNS SECTION - Per Pian
Siding:  [Jua_ D4amow I Main 5. | omiT X Roof Sheathing: 12" Zip Beard 1RO 5td. 1363 X BATH#_{@ Den} [ Std.
Shutters: Ciowsred  [Toanetea X fwolShesting:  Dlstosa (]2 Piywood Std, Fixlure Color:
Arch.Shingles: Touration 30 vr. OMIT X Fascia & Drip Edge [Z]wnite [Jerd Std, OMIT |cabinet: Plumb Only =225
Floor Counterton Shutters:  [Déron [ A0 kround Colar: -
Foyer OMIT - Raise 34" Onsita HW - OMIT |shingles: [Flouratian ~1140 OMIT |Countertop: Dtaminate ) cuttured Mastl= Inck.
Living Room OMIT - Ralse 314" Onsite HW - X |Windows:  [Smardn Integrity fiberglass OMIT _{Vanity Striplights - Wire Only _ -29
Dining Room OMIT - Raise (4" Onsite HW - X |wi! Simulated Divided Lites IPC Std. 11920 OMIT [Mirors: =20
Family Room OMIT - Raise 3}4" Onsite HW - OMIT |Mainsireet Siding T/O 2404 [T 507 Tubs shower ) 50" Shawer
Den / Study OMIT - Raise 314" Qnslte HW - X __ §{1) Fg 15-Lite Drs PO (1) §-Lite Drs 500 X |38" Shower Pan w! C-Board Suround
Kitehen OMIT - Raise 314" Onsite HW oMIT X 0il Rubbed Branze Ext. Door Kardware 58 X plumb only ne fauest 40
Uity OMI7 - Ralse 34" Onsite HW - X [310X58 Wood exterior door (84lumber) 359 NOTE |Drywall To Be Installed To Ceiling
Halt Firsl Fioor OMIT - Raise /4" Onsite KW - X 2-150lte wood doors (84 lumber} 2758
Hall Second Floor | QMIT - Ralse 34" Onsite HW - OMIT JWatercloset 411
Stairs OMIT - Raise 314" Onsite HW - X BATH #2 (@ 2nd Fir Ofc) Zeul Std.
BR #1 OMIT - Ralse 34" Onsite HW - X Transom Over 3/0 Front Door sao Fixute Color,
BR #2 OMIT - Ralse 3/4" Onsite HW - OMIT |cabiner. _ Plumb Only -328
BR#3 OMIT - Raise 3/4" Onsite HW . Omit  JExterfor Lights: -78 Color:
BR ¥4 OMIT - Raise /4" Onslle HW - X House Wrap Std, OMIT _[Counteriop: [Juaminate [ Cultured Harole Incl.
‘Bath #1 QMIT - Raisa /4" Onsile KW OMIT X Icef¥Vater Barrier Per Code Std. OMIT _|Vanity Striplights - Wire Only -29
Bath #2 OMIT « Raise 3[4" Onsite HW OMIT X Batery Operated Door Chimes. Std. OMIT |Minors: .20
Bath #3 GMIT - Raise 314" Onslte HW OMIT X Qil Rub Bronze Ext.door knabs Std. X 34"X48" Shower Area w/ C-Board Surroun -140
X C-board Den, bath 1,2,3 Sunroom 1314 X Rubler Memt & plumb only no faucel
325 angle Shower wiDoar
Option # Prite INTERIOR SECTION OMIT 60" Low Garden Tuk - Plumb Only 335
GENERAL SECTION OMIT JCarpet Pad: (stapgsrs  [Jupsre T Inel.
X Model #: Custom 2-Stary 170393 OMIT lcapet  Flsontiw Upgrade 2747 OMIT Waierclaset 411
X Size: 48'-1"1 29'-6" x 5B'-§" OMIT [Fover Floor Coverina; i Staned -129%
X |Fleasemen wai it ) crawi Space Std. NOTE [&.0. @ SR/Library On Interiar Watl Far Onsite Wndw X IBATH#3 (2nd Fir Hall) [ Std.
X Reof Pitch; [Jri1z Fon  [Tum 7590 X Custorn 4-Pane| Paint Grade Wood Int, Fixture Color.
37112 Storge Trusses i Roat X Doors IPO §td, (T/0) 2730 OMIT |Cabinett  Plumhb Qaly 328
X aroc s oc. Std, X Molding: [Dwmite MDF Inel. X Color: Std,
NOTE Frant Stoop Onsite By Other X |Cenit alt base moldng  _ . 318 OMIT_[Counteriop: [iommate  [Jcutumg amin]___ Stdl,
X |RoolQverhanas: 544 gorie ends 480 X |Omital) windo and door casing 445 OMIT _[Vanity Striplights - Wire Only -29
X Eavas: 14 Hinged 114" Hinged 600 X White Cove Molding: 1600 OMIT |Mimors: -20
X |Treated Lumber 810 X |ocation: DrilriFoylFriKitLibrary X |30°x50" Shower Araa wi C-Board Srmd, -140
X Floor Joists: "} [Fior  [Jos aeoe Std, X Rubber Membrane & plumb only no faucet
X |steel Beam - L/ Foyer! Dyf Fr 75 X |Dvsemmns [Jieverids Gloisusbedeond 520 (7139 angle Shewer wibaor
X ___i1stFir Girders@Mate Wall Triple M 5td. X [48" Straight Run OAK Stairs wi 4100
X [2 x 8 Perimeter-1st Flr Celling Std. X [Standard Spindles IPO Std. OMIT |[Waterclosat i1t
Additanal Length 3 NOTE Stair Railing ONSITE By Other
X 2x6 Walls: Oaoe. [ ac Std. NOTE [Raise All Base Cabs/ Moidings 3/4™ Far Onsite HW
X Decking:  [Z]3/4r rag phywsod Std. X [Fireglace; ez [Fwose ov) 2330
Clar1ac 058 [Fwan in viny) dreas X No Mantel, Raised Hearth & Remote SHIPLOOSE SECTION
X Celling: [ 1st Floor 1535 X Location. Bri} X 2-42" Wood Fireplace Incl.
X [cefing: Ho.e 2nd Floor| 1054 X |Firsplace: B Bwes | 2330 X ___|Panelized Sunroom Incl.
X [interfor Walts: Elisoc IPO Std. 560 X |w!Flue Pipe, Chase,No Mantle & Raised Hearth X% |42" Gas Fireplace Incl.
Cape Shed Dormer X uccstion: FR X |3-1AWN3716 wisDi grids 1413
X |cape Domers: s o2 3 4005 X 1o, Furtetwrior tansoms Bri 36 benz 200 X |3 #1 Dormers Incl.
Pull Down Slairs: X Ventless fire place raise hearth & mantel 1789 X G-IAWN2523Marvin windowwl/gridg 1575
INSULATION SECTION KITCHEN SECTION
X Celling:  [F)aae  [Jrae Sitd., OMIT [Cabinels: +2025 X |Prepay discount 5770
X wat R-19 Std, Cabiriat Coler,
X Inferior Partilion Walls: R-11 1863 Additional Cabinets: NOTE |[Primer Paint ONLY T/O Interior
[Jcave Morting Dis s Jaa- some LABELS & SEALS SECTION
ELECTRICAL / UTILITY SECTION | of i OMIT |Countertep:  Rleaminate Deeran 125 X [nspection: [Tny[ea o 310
Optional | [ eiccrz g8 Heat [ttot water a8 TBD OMIT |Kitchen Sink & Faucet -85 omit |NTA plans {finals) -4500
Note [Waler heater:FJaoga _ [FeedTshivoose 310 Appliance Color: X Irhicd Party Label 1080
X |wire & Plumb for Washer D wi Fan 125 OMIT _|Wire only For Cnsite Rangehaod no vent <25 X___|iBS Engineering Fee 600
X |wire far Dryer a0 X  |Renge: [Eweoy (e Lo Std. X ___|PE Sealed CalesiPrints 1920
X [TVJacks: 2 are Std [zadd 2| 70 Dleec ser-ciean [l selt-iean X |Wind Zone: Incl.
X [Lozation: Den/ (2} Frl Br1 IS mocth Too Clraimg fog X___ |Snow Load: Incl,
X Phone Jacks: 2 are Std Incl. X NTA Stamped Plans 400
X |Locatien: Denl Library
X Wire,switch & supports for 14 drum lights incl.
X |Ethernet Jacks 480 LECTRICAL J UTILITY SECTION I of !l | {option Charges 38,684
X Lacalions: Library/ (2) Fr/ Den/ Bri/ Br2{ Br3/ Br4 X [Wire & Switch For closet lights{10)§ 350 Base Price 170393
X |Wirel Switch For (3) Future Pendants 105 X __[Localions: Br2 Closell Br3 Clossti Br4 Closet & Ulitity [subtgtal 203077
X Wire & Switch For (3) Ext. Lights 105 Qibet 6272
Locations X ___|Attic Fan -wire only 35
omit _[All interior light fixtures -163 X Omit door chi -15 Freight Altowance {7) Loads + Parts| 20705
X "PEX" Plumbing T/0 Std. Note |Qutlet for refer nc Set-up Allowance T Tee 51
X |{3) C. 0. Detectors 165 Note |Outlet for freezer Inc Ganisr Usage 600
X Wire Shelf Ovar Dryer Std. 'Sutlatal 254348
X 3" PVLC Pipe wiJ-Box far Radon Vant Std. Less Deposit .
X Panal Box: under bath #1 Std, Votal Due 254349

4 15% minimum deposit is required to accompany this order.
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Feb.17.2015 09%:53 AM Madiscn 5408823160 PAGE. 1/ &6

VIRGINIA STATE BUILDING CODES OFFICE
INDUSTRIALIZED BUILDING

CONSUMER COMPLAINT FORM

Print Name of pergon subrmitting complaint; P\ . \&J ALY NI

Signature:  (WaA\tra' Y- S e Date: _Y¥¢b \1 70, %
Bmldmg ()wner Information:

Ownet: Myiar  Inwesoyes -

Site Location-Streetaddrass: WAL T3 To o YIRS S

City:  hJdasip(d state: V1 Zip code: 2e\F

Daytime phone: S0 -89} -5 \LD Evening or weekend phone:
E-mail address: I\ A - yad e TYo L@ \i&\\/\d’d N Eaa"

Date Certificate of Occupancy issued: Ao 1 Ml s ¢ Date purchased: MMey o t
Date delivered to site location: S\~ | 7.2\ -

Additional Information - Mailing Address if Ditferent from Site Address:

Nawme: A

Street Address:

City: State: Zipeode:
Daytitne phone: Bvening or weekend phone:

E-mail addtess:

Manufacturer of Building:

Name of manulgcturer. \h! S g S MK ¢ Lk\

Name of contact person at plant (if known): cloo C’ﬁ\wv\_ s o (b 7
Street address: \O\D O C’.} AMow s LA

City: \bens (GUaeC State: V& Zipcode: L TN\R' X
Telephone: Ve - BB~ Ly

Data Plate Information:

Ay - Gy A4l ARBcebe  AHTE
Virginia certification seal No.:
Date manufactured: KL A

Serjial numbegr:

Page 1 of 3
fRevisad 02-05-2014
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Feb.17.2015 09:54 AM Madison 5408823160 PAGE. 2/

Building Purchased From: |

Name: \F% N Y\\(Q\C,\-‘\{ J%w \\di\ AR S"i S\t(\‘-\‘-}:‘
Name of contact person: _‘._M_N\_-\".)(uc (A ety kb Ao 0\ ﬂ\;n( -y ‘:_,\t \,;_\_\
|

Street address:

City. L aiate Zip code:

Telephone:

E-mail address:

Have you contacted the (manufacturer, retailer or tnstaller) regarding your complaini? Yes L Ne

If Yes pleuse specify below:

Person/firm contacted: b Oh v "'\_L.\ NSV 1A AN C’L\) e on Q C \--»..& ¢ L\-J\ '
Date(s) Contacted:

In writing or by phone:_

[Please attach additional pages as necessary]

Description of Concerns:
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JPlease attach additional pages as necessary)

Attach copies of all written correspondence 10 or from the marmfaciurer, retailer, installer, or
owner. Also, attach copies of any other documentation to support Your dispute.
Please note these docoments will not be returned.

Return this form and attachment documents to;

Department of Housing and Community Development
State Building Code Administrative Office
600 East Main Stroct
Suite 300
Richmond, VA 232191321
(804) 371-7160
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From: Glenn § Rowan (VirginiaPower - 1) <glenn.s.rowan@dom.com=

To: "Hunter Magison' <huntermadison2002@ysahoo.com>

Sent: Monday, July 28, 2014 9:00 AM

Subject: RE: RE: Dominion Work Request #7381008 New Service/Residentiat

Milari,

You have a 400 amp service size. Service size is also indicated on the load letter
bselow.

| hope this helps.

Glenn

From: Hunter Madison [mailto:huntermadison2002@yahoo.com)

Sent: Sunday, July 27, 2014 1:57 PM

To: Glenn S Rowan {(VirgintaPower - %)

Subject: Ra: RE: Dominion Work Reguest #7381098 New Service/Residential

Glenn,

Can you tell me what type of electric service | have as provided by
VA Power? The modular company stated they were building the
house with 2 200 amp service panel boxes. It-was my-
understanding that | have a 400 amp service but the data plate
says it is 200 even though they shipped the house with 2 200 amp
panel boxes. The state has asked me where would the power
company get that | needed a 400 amp service.

Thank you.

Milari Madison.
40153 Janney Street
Waterford VA

----- Forwarded Message -----

From: Martin Sickle <MartyS@integritybuild.com=

To: Huntar Madison <huntermadison2002@yahco.com>
Sent: Wednesday, June 22, 2011 8:15 AM

Subject: RE: Mir bass sizing, two 200 amp panels

We are building the house with 2-200 amp service panels

Martin Sickle
V.P.SBales & Marketing
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inteigrity Building Systems; Inc:
2435 Housels Run Road

Milton, PA 17847

Phone (800) 553-4402 Ext. 3629
Cell Phone (570) 274-3031

Fax: (§70) 522-0089

msickle @integritybuild.com
www.integritybuild.com

Success is not what you get; it is what you become

From: Hunter Madison {mallto:huntermadison2002@yahoco.com)
Sant: Wed 6/22/2011 7:48 AM

To: Martin Sickie

Subject: Fw: Mtr base slzlng, two 200 amp panels

Marty,

The power company maintains that | need two 200 amp panel boxes (see below). Darren said |
need 400 amp service too.

Please confirm that this is done as | am having the power company bring in the line ASAP.,
Milari
== On Tue, 6/14/11, Hunter Madison <huntermadison2002@yahoo.com> wrote:

From: Hunter Madison <huntermadison2002@yahoo.com>
Subject: Fw: Mtr base sizing

To: MartyS@integritybuild.com

Date: Tuesday, June 14, 2011, 2:05 PM

Martty, VA Power says [ need 400 amp service
=»= On Tue, 6/14/11, Glean S Rowan <glean s rowan@dom.comz> wote:

From: Glenn S Rowan <glenn s rowzn@@dom.com>
Subject: Mir base sizing

To: "Hunter Madison" <huntermadison2002@yahoo.com:
Daite: Tuesday, June 14, 2011, 8:01 AM

Milari,

You will need a 400 amp service If you are pianning on having the house panel be a 200
amp panel and a 100 amp sub panel. If the house panel is maxed out and you are then
adding a sub panel, overloading will be an issue and you will not have enough current to
run multiple circuits at the same time without tripping the breakers.

| hope this helps. Let me know if you need anything else,

Glenn S. Bowan

Dominion Virginia Power
Customer Projects Designer |
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Customer Solutions Deslign - Leesburg
Work 703/779/5166

Tie-Line 8/748/5166

Fax 703/779/5142
Glenn.8.Rowan@dom.com

All stectric services must comply with Dominion's 2007 Blue Book: information and
Requirements for Electrical Service

hitp/Avww,.dom.com/dominion-virginia-power/customer-servicefor-
businesses/pdf/bliyebook. pdf

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This elcctronic message contains information which may be legally
vonfidential and/or privileged and does not in any case represent o firm ENERGY COMMODITY bid or
offer relating thereto which binds the sender without an additional express written conflirmation (o that
effeet. The information is inlended solely for the individual or entity named above and access by anyone
else is unauthorized. 1t you are not the intended recipient, any disclosure, copying, distribution, or use of
the contents of this information is prohibited and may be unlawful_ If you have reccived this electronic
transmission in error, please repty immediately 1o the sender that you have received the message in error,
and deleie it. Thank you,
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McMahan, Alan (DHCD)

From: Hunter Madison [huntermadison2002@yahoo.com]

Sent: Monday, July 20, 2015 5:02 PM

To: McMahan, Alan (DHCD); Davis, Cindy (DHCD); Thompson, Chris; Steve Rodgers

Cc: Leatherby, Eric (DHCD); Potts, Richard (DHCD); Hodge, Vernon (DHCD)

Subject: Re: Milari Madison appeal to the Review Board (Appeal No. 15-5)

Attachments: CAMOQ0094 jpg; CAMO0095.jpg; M. Madison Staff Document (No. 15-5).pdf; M. Madison

Appeal Docs. (No. 15-5.).pdf

Dear Mr. McMahan,

In addition to my appeal to the Leatherby letter and for the TRB to consider at the
August 21, 2015 hearing, I submit code section:

300.11 Securing and Supporting.
(A) Secured in Place. Raceways, cable assemblies, boxes
cabinets, and fittings shall be securely fastened in place.

Does a loose dangling wire, that is not secure, not in a covered box, without a wire
connector, and merely terminated by paint, pose an unsafe condition that constitutes a
violation of the intent of electric code? And, if so, has NTA Inc. violated the IBSR
affixing labels to the house indicating that it meets code when it does not?

The sales guote that is provided by DHCD has NOT BEEN SIGNED BY ME nor is it
relevant to the appeal. It appears to be a transaction between Integrity Building
Systems (not an identified party to this complaint by me) and Darren McNutt
(deceased), also unsigned.

See and include pictures attached.

Milari Madison

From "McMahan Alan (DHCD) <Alan McMahan@dhcd virginia. qov>

To: Hunter Madison <huntermadison2002@yahoo.com>; "Davis, Cindy (DHCD)" <Cindy.Davis@dhcd.virginia.gov>;
"Thompson, Chris" <Chris. Thompson@loudoun.gov>; Gina L. Schaecher <GSchaecher@reesbroome.com>;
"tompos@ntainc.com” <tompos@ntainc.com>

Cc: "Leatherby, Eric (DHCDY)" <Eric.Leatherby@dhed.virginia.gov>; "Potts, Richard (DHCD)"
<Richard.Potis@dhed.virginia.gov>; "Hedge, Vernon (DHCD)" <Vernon.Hodge@dhcd.virginia.gov>

Sent: Monday, July 20, 2015 1:58 PM

Subject: Milari Madison appeal to the Review Board (Appeal No. 15-5)

Parties in the subject appeal:

Please find attached a PDF of a staff write-up on the Milari Madison appeal to the Review Board
(Appeal No. 15-5), as well as, a PDF of all of the documents submitted thus far by the parties on the

appeal.

The hearing on this appeal is scheduled for the Review Board meeting on Friday, August 21, 2015.
You may submit additions, corrections or objections to the staff write-up, you may submit additional
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From: Hunter Madison [mailto:huntermadison2002@yahoo.com]

Sent: Friday, July 24, 2015 5:49 AM

To: Justin I. Bell; Davis, Cindy (DHCD); Hodge, Vernon (DHCD); McMahan, Alan (DHCD)
Subject: Objection to hearing Aug 21 and Praecipe/Notice Aug 3 @9:00

Dear Mr. Hodge and Mr. McMahan,

I am writing to state my objection to the TRB taking up the review scheduled
for August 21, 2015. As you are aware, both the TRB and the SBCO are
named defendants in ongoing litigation. NTA, Inc. is also a defendant in a
companion matter. The appearance of and actual prejudice would seem
contradictory from the beginning.

Milari Madison
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VIRGINIA:

BEFORE THE
STATE BUILDING CODE TECHNICAL REVIEW BOARD (REVIEW BOARD)

IN RE: Appeal of Justin Verville (Operation Restore Dreams)
Appeal No. 15-11

REVIEW BOARD STAFF DOCUMENT

Suggested Statement of Case History and Pertinent Facts

1. In mid to late 2014, Justin Verville, on behalf of Monument United Methodist
Church, located at 450 Dinwiddie Street, in Portsmouth, and a program or ministry known as
Operation Restore Dreams, began discussions with the City’s building official to obtain approval
for the use of the educational wing of the church as a school and daycare for approximately 24
preschool-aged children. The City’s zoning clearance and business license process requires the
building official to sign off of the approval from the standpoint of compliance with the Virginia
Uniform Statewide Building Code (USBC).

2. The education wing of the church is two-story and located behind the church and
connected to the church on each end forming an overall “U” shaped building. The building
official determined that the use of the educational wing for caring for more than five children
under the age of two and a half constituted a change of occupancy under the USBC and would
have to comply with the USBC’s change of occupancy requirements for the Group I-4
classification.

3. Verville provi'ded historic information to the building official concerning the use

of the educational wing of the church as evidence that no change of occupancy was occurring.
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The educational wing of the building was built in the mid-1950s and although the City
purportedly had its own building code at the time, the City does not have a certificate of
occupancy on file for the building.

4, In early 2015, Verville and the church enlisted an architect to assist in obtaining
approval to use the facility. After further correspondence with the building official did not result
in the approval to use the facility, the architect filed an appeal of the building official’s decision
that the use of the facility constituted a change of occupancy under the USBC.! The appeal was
heard by the City of Portsmouth Board of Building Code Appeals (City appeals board) in May of
2015 and the building official’s decision was upheld. Verville further appealed the City appeals
board’s decision to the Review Board.

3. A complete record of the proceedings below was provided by the building official
and Verville and this staff document was drafted and distributed to the parties and opportunity
for the submittal of objections, corrections or additions to the staff document; or the submittal of
addit?onal documents or arguments was provided prior to scheduling the hearing before the

Review Board.

Suggested Issue for Resolution by the Review Board

1. Whether to overturn the building official’s decision, and the upholding of that
decision by the City appeals board, that the planned use of the educational wing of the church

constitutes a change of occupancy.

! Verville and the architect also argued that the change of occupancy provisions did not apply due to the church
being a historic building;, however, there does not appear to be a ruling by the building official or the City appeals
board concerning that issue.
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COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA
DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
State Building Codes Office and Office of the State Technical Review Board
Main Street Centre, 600 E. Main Street, Suite 300, Richmond, Virginia 23219
Tel: (804) 371-7150, Fax: (804) 371-7092, Email: alan.memahan@dhcd.virginia.gov

APPLICATION FOR ADMINISTRATATIVE APPEAL
Regulation Serving as Basis of Appeal (check one);
B<) Uniform Statewide Building Code
(] Statewidc Fire Prevention Code
(] Industrialized Building Safety Regulations
[] Amusement Device Regulations

Appealing Party Information (name, address, telephone number and email address);

Justin Verville

Qperation Restore Dreams, 450 Dinwiddic Street, Portsmouth, VA 23704
(7573320537

justin@vervilleventures.com

Opposing Party Information (name, address, telephone number and omail address of all other partics):

Doug Smith, Building Official, City of Portsmouth
801 Crawford Street, Portsmouth, VA 23704
(757)393-8531

doug.smith@portsmouthva.gov

Additional Information (to be submitted with this application)
o Copy of enforcement decision being appealed
o Copy of record and decision of tocal government appeals board (if applicable and available)
o Statement of specific relief sought

CERTIFICATE Ol SERVICL

[ hereby certity that on thel7th day of June , 2015, a completed copy of'this application, including the additional
information required above, was either mailed, hand delivered, emailed or sent by facsimile to the Office of the
State Technical Review Board and to all opposing parties listed.

Note: This application must be received by the Office of the State Technical Review I3oard within five
(5) working days of the date on the above certificate of service for that date to be considered as the
filing date of the appeal. If not reccived within five (5) working days, the date this application is
actually received by the Office of the Review Board will be considered to be the filing date.

CECe
Signature of Applicant: /% <

Name of Applicant: S—LL‘S‘{-E. “y \/@{“(//ZC{

(please print or type)
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THE 1Y OF MO ‘ H

PORTSMOUTH BOARD OF BUILDING CODE APPEALS
RESOLUTION

IN RE: MONUMENT UNITED METHODIST CHURCH v. CITY OF PORTSMOUTH

WHEREAS, the Portsmouth Board of Building Code Appeals {the “Board”) is duly appeinted to
resolve disputes arising out of enforcement of the Virginia Uniform Statewide Building Code ; and

WHEREAS, an appeal was filed and brought to the attention of the Board; and
WHEREAS, a hearing was held on May 21, 2015, to consider the aforementioned appeal; and
WHEREAS, the Board carefully and fully deliberated this matter at that hearing;

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that in the above captioned matter, the appeal is hereby
denied because the contemplated use of part of the facility as a Chiid Day Care Center Is a Change of
Qccupancy from Group E, Educational, to Group |-4 as described in the Virginia Construction Code.

A,%Jéér—\

William H. Hargrove, ltl, Chairman
pate._ @ 3.1

Note: Any person who was a party to this appeal may appeal this decislon to the State Bullding Code
Technical Review Board by submitting an application to such board within 21 calendar days upon
receipt by certified mail of this resolution. Application forms are avallable fram the Office of the State
Review Board, 600 East Main Street, Richmond, Va. 23219, (804)371-7150.
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June 17, 2015
From: Justin Verville
Operation Restare Dreams
450 Dinwiddie Street
Portsmouth, VA 23704

To whom it may concern:

We are seeking to appeal the decision made on May 21%, 2015 by the Portsmouth Board of Building Code
Appeals, which upheld the decision of Mr. Douglas Smith, Building Official, City of Portsmouth, requiring
modifications to the facility located at 450 Dinwiddie Street prior to more than 5 children being provided
free early childhood education for the most at-risk children in Partsmouth by Operation Restore Dreams.

The basis for the appeal is two-fold. First, we believe we have shown that the building, which was built in
1952, was built for a purpose similar to ours and in accordance with all existing code in 1952.
Furthermore, it has continually been used for a purpose similar to ours since that time,

In the 2012 Virginia Rehabilitation Code, Section 202 defines a change of occupancy as:

*  Achange in the purpose or level of activity within a building that involves a change in application
of the requirements of this code

Using the 2012 Virginia Construction Code, we believe that the building was built with the intent and
purpose of what today is considered Group |-4. This Group is defined as follows:

* 308.6 Institutional Group I-4, day care facilities.
This group shall include buildings and structures occupied by more than five persans of any age
who receive custodial care for fewer than 24 hours per day by persons other than parents or
guardians, relatives by blood, marriage or adoption, and in a place other than the home of the
person cared for. This group shall include, but not be limited to, the following:

Child day care

* 308.6.1 Classification as Group E.
A child day care facility that provides care for more than five but no more than 100 children 21/,
years or less of age, where the rooms in which the children are cared for are located on a leve!
of exit discharge serving such rooms and each of these child care rooms has an exit door directly
to the exterior, shall be classified as Group E.

* 308.6.2 Within a place of religious worship,
Rooms and spaces within places of religious worship praviding such care during religious
functions shall be classified as part of the primary occupancy.

Section 308.6.1 is not applicable, since there are rooms that were designated for childcare without doors
directly to the exterior.

Rl
i e
.
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Custodial care is defined as follows in Section 202 of the 2012 Virginia Construction Code:

* CUSTODIAL CARE. Assistance with day-to-day living tasks, such as assistance with cooking, taking
medication, bathing, using toilet facilities, and other tasks of daily living. In other than in hospice
facilities, custodial care includes occupants that have the ability to respond to emergency
situations and evacuate at a slower rate or who have mental and psychiatric complications, or
both.

450 Dinwiddie Street is a wonderfully constructed and spacious educational building that has provided
custodial care for many children throughout its history — and continues to do so to this day. This custodial
care has not and is not merely provided during religious functions. There are numerous examples of
recurring events, such as Vacaticn Bible School, that provide such care.

Certainly, if the exact building were built today, the Building Official would deem this structure as being
in Group I-4.

Furthermore, in addition to the argument that Operation Restore Dreams use is not a “change of
occupancy”, there is another provision in the 2012 Virginia Rehabilitation Code that exempts 450
Dinwiddie Street from a “change of accupancy.” This provision can be found in Section 408.1:

* The provisions of this code relating to the construction, repair, alteration, addition, restoration
and movement of structures, and change of occupancy shall not be mandatory for historic
buitdings where such buildings are judged by the building official to not constitute a distinct life
safety hazard.

We are confident there is not a distinct life safety hazard, as the Building Official allows greater than 100
people to worship in the facility each Sunday.

We appreciate your attention to this matter. Should additional information be needed, please do not
hesitate to contact me.

Sincerely,

Justin Verville



From:

June 28, 2015
Justin Verville
Operation Restore Dreams
450 Dinwiddie Street
Portsmouth, VA 23704

To whom it may concern:

We have attached the letter and supporting documents that we presented to the City of Portsmouth
Building Official in September, 2014. This document contains information about the church and its
construction.

However, the following should provide the necessary information for your decision.

Approval based on Pre-USBC Building:

The building was built in 1954, prior to the USBC being established.

The building was built in accordance with alt existing codes, which even Mr. Smith contends,

The building was built to care for children of all ages, with no limit to such care only occurring
during worship times.

o Inorder to be considered Group £, as Mr. Smith contends, the care would need to be for
children greater than the age of 2 %. In fact, the attached proposed floor plan shows
multiple rooms being designated as “Nursery” — which implies care for children under the
age of 2 %4.

o The church has cared for children, outside of religious functions — children of all ages —
throughout its existence. This care continues to this day.

GROUP I-4: This group shall include buildings and structures occupied by more than five
persons of any age who receive custodial care for fewer than 24 hours per day by persons other
than parents or guardians, relatives by blood, marriage or adoption, and in a place other than
the home of the person cared for. This group shall include, but not be limited to, the following:

Adult day care
Child day care

Exception:
Family day homes under Section 310.9.
o This group accurately describes the use of 450 Dinwiddie Street.
= Custodial care is defined as: Assistance with day-to-day living tasks, such as

assistance with cooking, taking medication, bathing, using toilet facilities, and
other tasks of daily living. In other than in haspice facilities, custodial care
includes occupants that have the ability to respond to emergency situations and
evacuate at a slower rate or who have mental and psychiatric complications, or
both.
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*  Custodial care for 5 or more children outside of religious functions was
intended, and has occurred continually since the construction of the facility.
¢ Vacation Bible School
e Daycamps
» |f 450 Dinwiddie Street were constructed today, it most certainly would fall into the category of
Group |-4, due specifically to its desire to have the ability tc care for children outside of religious
functions.

Approval based on Historic Building:

s 450 Dinwiddie Street is on the National Register for Historic Places {see attached document).
e The 2012 Virginia Rehabilitation Code exempts historic structures from a “change of
occupancy”.

o The provisions of this code relating to the construction, repair, alteration, addition,
restoration and movement of structures, and change of occupancy shall not be
mandatory for historic buildings where such huildings are judged by the huilding official
to not constitute a distinct life safety hazard.

= Alife safety hazard does not exist as the Building Official currently permits
greater than 100 adults and children to worship at 450 Dinwiddie Street each
Sunday.
¢ Even without the Pre-USBC argument, with this clause, we believe approval for the use of 450
Dinwiddie Street by Operation Restore Dreams should be granted.

Should you have any further questions or need additional information, please do not hesitate to contact
me at (757)332-0537.

Sincerely,

%\/M

Justin Verville
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Introduction

This appeal involves a case where the appellant wants to use the education wing of a building,
Monument United Methodist Church, as a child day care center that will care for more than five children
2 Y% years of age or less on a day to day basis.

The facts that do not appear to be in dispute are that the building was built in the mid 1950’s and
appears to be in compliance with the Portsmouth Building Code under which it was built. Information
provided by the appellant indicates the huilding was buiit of fire resistive construction.

Information provided by the appellant indicates the building was to comply with group E, Educational,
formerly known as group C- Schools under the Portsmouth Building Code in the 1950’s. The building
was used as a church Sunday school and has been used consistently for Educational purposes. No
sprinkler system was required or installed. There is no evidence that the educational wing was ever
used to care for infants, other than during religious services. There is no evidence that the educational
wing was ever used or intended to be used as a child day care center for infants an a regular basis.

What is in dispute is whether or not the building is “grandfathered” for use as a child day care facility
allowing for the care of more than five children 2 % years of age or less. The appellant is of the opinion
that Operation Restore Dreams should be allowed to operate the child day care facility in the church
without making any modifications. The Building Official believes the proposal represents a “Change in
Occupancy” which would require a greater degree of life safety for the occupants.

Attached herein for your consideration is all the correspondence between Mr. Smith and the appellants;
the description of Operation Restore Dreams provided by Mr. Verville; al! informaticn about the church
provided by Mr. Verville; various current code sections and commentaries; code sections from the
Portsmouth Building Codes from the 1950’s; and portions of the Virginia Fire Safety Regulations.
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THE CITY OF

May 26, 2015

Jeff Neighbors, AlA, LEED AP
Bondurant Associates

444 Crawford Street
Portsmouth, Virginia 23704

Dear Mr. Neighbors:

Please find enclosed the Resolution of the Portsmouth Board of Building Code Appeals (the
“Board”) in connection with the appeal that you filed on behalf of Monhument United Methodist Church.

As you know, the Board denied the appeal. As is noted at the bottom of the Resolution, any
party to the appeal may appeal the decision to the State Building Code Technical Review Board by
submitting an application to that board within 21 calendar days from your receipt of the resolution by
certified mail. The application forms are available from the Offices of the State Review Board, 600 East
Main Street, Richmond, Va. 23219. The phone number is (804)371-7150.

As | have stated in the past, | believe there are ways to address this issue short of providing an

automatic fire sprinkler system throughout the building and | stand ready to assist you in that regard. |
believe we agree that the safety of the infants is the most important consideration.

Very truly yours, /@\
o B
j /“ e

04 K. Smith, MCP, Building Official

Director of Permits and Inspections

Thank you.

Cc: Justin M. Verville

[y
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PORTSMOUTH

PORTSMOUTH BOARD OF BUILDING CODE APPEALS
RESOLUTION

IN RE: MONUMENT UNITED METHODIST CHURCH v. CITY OF PORTSMOUTH

WHEREAS, the Portsmouth Board of Building Code Appeals (the “Board”) is duly appointed to
resolve disputes arising out of enforcement of the Virginia Uniform Statewide Building Code ; and

WHEREAS, an appeal was filed and brought to the attention of the Board; and
WHEREAS, a hearing was held on May 21, 2015, to consider the aforementioned appeal: and
WHEREAS, the Board carefully and fully deliberated this matter at that hearing;

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that in the above captioned matter, the appeal is hereby
denied because the contemplated use of part of the facility as a Child Day Care Center is a Change of
Occupancy from Group E, Educational, to Group -4 as described in the Virginia Construction Code.

4 4

William H. Hargrove, lil, Chairman

Date @’3(‘5

Note: Any person who was a party to this appeal may appeal this decision to the State Building Code
Technical Review Board by submitting an application to such board within 21 calendar days upon
receipt by certified mail of this resolution, Application forms are available from the Office of the State
Review Board, 600 East Main Street, Richmond, Va. 23219, (804)371-7150.
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_} BONDURANT Herbert L. Bondurant 11, P.E.

Calvin E. Sherrill, P.E,
) ASSOCIATES Denis E. Grillo, AIA
s ENGINEERING &

ARCHITECTURE

April 28, 2015

Mr. Douglas K. Smith, MCP; Building Official
Director of Permits and Inspections

The City of Portsmouth

801 Crawford Street, Fourth Floor
Portsmouth, Virginia 23704

Re:  Monument United Methodist Church-Operation Restore Dreams-Request for LBBCA review
Mr. Sruth:

I have reviewed your letter dated March 18, 2015 in which you maintain that the ORD program will
constitute a “Change of Occupancy from Educational to I-4 Child Care” and therefore will require structural
modifications to the space prior to implementation of the program. I believe all of the information that I
previously reviewed to make my decision is the same that you reviewed in making your decision, so I have
no further information to share that might alter your decision. I have a different interpretation of the matter
and disagree with your conclusions that there exists a Change of Occupancy to utilize this space for the
purposes described.

Therefore, I am requesting on behalf of my client, the Monument United Methodist Church, thar this matter
be reviewed by the Portsmouth Board of Building Code Appeals (“PBBCA”) at the first opportune date for
a meeting to be called. In support of this request, I have artached the following;
»  Copy Application Form-Porismouth Board of Building Code Appeals
» Copy Letter dated February 24, 2015 from Jeff Neighbors, ATA to Douglas K. Smith, Director of
Permits and Inspections, City of Portsmouth
o Copy Letter dated March 18, 2015 from Douglas K. Smith, Director of Permits and Inspections,
City of Portsmouth to Jeff Neighbors, ATA
e Check in the amount of $100.00 made payable to The City of Portsmouth-Permits and Inspections
The address of the Monument United Methodist Church is:
Monumemt United Methodist Church
450 Dinwiddie Street
Portsmouth, Virginia 23704
Phone: 757.397.1297

Thank you for your help in resolving this marter. T believe the City of Portsmouth would greatly benefit
from the implementation of this vital ministry. If you have any questions or would like to discuss this

. further, please contact me at (757)398-0683 or jefl@bondurant.org,

Sincerely,

-

Jeff Neighbors, AIA, LEED AP ) / SC
cc: Calvin Sherill, P.E. 'R ?
File 1502

444 Crawford Slreet, Suite 300 Portsmouth, VA 23704 {757) 398-0683 Fax 399-60
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‘THE CIEY OF

PORTSMOUTH

PORTSMOUTH BOARD OF BUILDING CODE APPEALS
APPLICATION
Appeal Fee: Non-refundable $100.00
Fee must be paid at the time of application for appeal

The owner of a building or structure, the owner’s agent or any other person involved in the design or construction of a structure may appeal a
decision of the building official concerning the application of the USBC to such structure and may also appeal a refusal by the building
official to grant a modilication to e provisions of the USBC pertaining to such structure. The applicant may submit a written requesi for
appeal 10 the Portsmouth Board of Building Code Appeals within 30 calendar days af the receipt of the decision being appeated for uppeals
involving the Va. Construetion Code or 14 days for appeals invelving Va. Maintenance Code. A copy of the code official’s decision shall be
submitted with the application Tor appeal and maintained as part of the record.

Date A}.g'r'l } 'Zﬂ_’;: 2=l Permil #
Relationship of applicant to this permit {IE: owner, contractor etc.) L\ra\n‘rhfc'i“

Applicants name JQE{ ey = A LE Frhone# 7571 298 (0 (5%
Applicants mailing address 444 Y’M-FD}’J 9‘1'“ Pp('_,rf; Wwie LCH/}’ \J,A '2%1(34

Applicants Telephone Number: __ 1797 . 8. OG22 Applicants email address: ; EL’ZQW . O

(Briefly describe the decision being appeuled or the modification thal was not granted as the reason you are appealing to the
PBBCA — if necessary you may attach additional information to this form)

In accordance with the Virginia Uniform Stalewide Building Code, I am requesting that a determination be made by the
Portsmouth Board of Building Code Appenls. The basis for the appeal is that: __agee :aﬁﬁo ] m

Je{l N@b\d}hbws 1o Uowg\% K. Snith daked Fz:\gwu,m '24“ 7oV .

This appeal involves code section (s) USeC (. O AT M D ; Ve C C\/\aﬁw 'Z of the

0O Uniform Statewide Building Code (Admin.) ¥'Va. Construction Code [ Va. Maintenance Code
O Va Res. Code O Va. Plumhing Code O Va. Mechanical Code 0O National Electrical Code

O Other Code Year:

Official Use
Applicants Signature: w7
OGrant 0ODeny 0O Table 0O Withdraw

Date: 04' }ZO ’ZOFE

Chairman:

Date:

Notice sent to applicant by certified mail:
Date; Sent By:
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JART 2 - Seetrna 2.

BONDURANT Herbert 1. Bondurant I, P.E.

Calvin E. Sherrill, P.E.
_ASSOCIATES Denis E. Grillo, AIA
| ENGINEERING &

8 ARCHITECTURE

March 4, 2015

Mr. Douglas K. Smith, MCP; Building Official
Director of Permits and Inspections

The City of Portsmouth

801 Crawford Street, Fourth Floor
Portsmouth, Virginia 23704

Re:  Monument United Methodist Church-Operation Restore Dreams
Mr. Smith:

I have been retained by the Monument United Methodist Church to review the proposed use of their
building to house a ministry program called Operation Restore Dreams (‘ORD”). Without going into
the positive impact this program has for the community, its implementation requires space to provide
care for infants under 2 % years of age. The spaces proposed for this use are the same as those
currently used by the church for nursery service. The facility was designed in 1952 and from
information provided by the church, appears to be in compliance with the applicable building codes
existing at that time. The original plans indicate spaces for nursery and child care and it appears from
various information provided by the church that these spaces have been used for that same purpose
since the building was constructed. I believe the first question that must be answered is whether this use
is reasonably consistent with the description of child care facilities presented in the current applicable
building codes. The Virginia Uniform Statewide Building Code 2009 (“USBC”) describes “Child Care
Facilities” as those that provide “... supervision and personal care on less than a 24-hour basis for more
than five children 2 % years of age or less...” (USBC 308.5.2). Based on information received from the
church, it seems reasonable to conclude that the church’s use of the spaces in question currently meet
the above definition and have done so consistently since the building was constructed in the 1950%s.

Another, and pethaps more important, question is whether the proposed use of these spaces to
implement the ORD program constitutes a change in the occupancy classification as already established.
The technical term “Change of Occupancy” is defined by the USBC in Chapter 2 and states:

“CHANGE OF OCCUPANCY. A change in the use or occupancy of any building or structure which would place
the building or structure in a different division of the same group of occupancies or in a diffirent group of occypancies; or a

change in the putpose or level of activity within a building or structure that involves a change in application of the
requirements of this code.”

My position is that the use proposed does not place the building in a different division of the same
group or in a different group since it is being used for providing child care as originally intended and in
accordance with the use described in USBC 308.5.2. Furthermore it appears from information provided
by the church that neither the purpose (care of infants under 2 % years of age) nor the levels of activity
(more than five children) are being altered by the implementation of this program. The argument that
the frequency of use (Monday-Friday use instead of Sunday only) required by the ORD program creates
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Mr. Douglas K. Smith, MCP; Building Official
March 4, 2015
Page 2 of 2

a condition for requiring a Change of Use is not valid since there is no such frequency condition in the
description of what constitutes a Child Care Facility.

My understanding of the code’s intent is that the church’s use of these spaces has fully complied with
the description of Child Care Facilities since this building was constructed and that the implementation
of the ORD program does not trigger a “Change of Use”. 1 am asking that you consider this matter and
approve the Monument United Methodist Church, as currently constructed, to proceed with the
implementation of the ORD program, using the spaces discussed above.

I would appreciate your review of my interpretation of the code issues and send a response at your first
opportunity. If you have any questions or would like to discuss this further, please contact me.

Sincerely,

G752

Jeff Neighbors, AIA, LEED AP
Bondurant Associates

444 Crawford Street
Portsmouth, Virginia 23704
757.398.0683

leff@bondurant.org

cc: Calvin Sherll, P.E.
File 1502
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T Y OF

PORTSMOUTH

March 18, 2015

Jeff Neighbors, AIA, LEED AP ( %AR 2 0 2013
Bondurant Associates BO""GURA Mj 15 e,

444 Crawford Street \ Assc-cgm;s
Portsmouth, VA 23704 \_ bb

Re: Monumental United Methodist Church- Operation Restore Dreams

Dear Mr. Neighbors:

I am in receipt of your letter dated March 4, 2015 regarding the above referenced matter. Please
forgive the tardiness of this response, but your letter was inexplicably delivered to Permits and
Inspections in Virginia Beach prior to them forwarding it to me.

1 have reviewed your letter with interest. I agree that the program appears worthwhile and do not
debate its merits. Ihave painstakingly reviewed a great deal of information provided by Justin
Verville and the church regarding the historic use of the educational wing of the facility.

Your letter states it is reasonable to conclude, based on information provided by the church, that
the church’s use of the spaces in question meet the criteria for Child Care facilities as described
in USBC section 308.5.2. The letter states your position that you do not think a change of
occupancy is proposed, nor is the frequency of proposed use valid since the proposed use is
essentially “grandfathered”. You state that your position is based on information provided by the
church. This can only mean you are in possession of information not provided me. The

information submitted to me includes no evidence that more than five children 2 % years of age .

or less were ever cared for in the building, except during worship services, at any time aver the
last 60 years.

To be clear, 308.5.2, which is a subsection of 308.5 Group I-4, states. A facility that provides
supervision and personal care on less than a 24-hour basis for more than Jive children 2 %
years of age or less shall be classified as group I-4. Accordingly, 308.5 Group I-4, day care
facilities makes it clear that child day care activities in places of worship during religious
functions are not included in the I-4 requirements.
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March 18, 2015
Mr. Neighbors

The last sentence in section 308.5 provides an important and salient distinction. The information
previously provided me indicates that the church provided a “registered nurse in the new facility
during both church school and worship hours to care for the babies of the congregation”. This is
and has been a common practice in churches throughout history. The code recognizes this and
makes allowances accordingly. But because of the limited timeframe in which the childcare
occurred (1-2 hours a day, once or twice a week) and the fact that the parents or guardians are
generally on premises during worship services, it does not qualify the building as a child care
facility.

During my research of the facility, I reviewed the building codes from the 1950’s. Information
provided to me indicates the building was to comply with group E, Educational, formerly known
as Group C- Schools in the 1950°s. It appears the building has historically been used as a church
school. No sprinkler system was required or installed. In accordance with the researched codes
of the 1950’s, children in lower grades were to be located in the classrooms nearest the exits,
This appears consistent with the design in place.

I cannot support the idea that the building is “grandfathered” and can be used as proposed

without modification. It is my interpretation that the proposal represents a Change of Occupancy
from Educational use to I-4 Child Care Facility.

If there is information available that can serve as evidence that T am incorrect in my
interpretation, I will be happy to modify my position. In such a case, please again prepare a
letter detailing your opinion and justifications, seal the document as required, and submit it to me
along with the relevant supporting documentation.

If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact me at 757-393-8531.

Sincere

a4 2T C ~

Douglas K. Smith, MCP; Building Official
Director of Permits and Inspections
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Operation Restore Dreams

A PROCRAM FOR EARLY CRITLREID ENCATHON

September 19, 2014

From: Justin M. Verville
Operation Restore Dreams
450 Dinwiddie Street
Portsmouth, VA 23704

To: Mr. Douglas Smith
Building Official
City of Portsmouth
801 Crawford Street
Portsmouth, VA 23704

Mr. Smith,

| sincerely appreciate you taking the time to meet with me last week. Enclosed is the package of
material that you requested. Our hope is that this information will permit you to approve the facility at
450 Dinwiddie Street for use by Operation Restore Dreams.

The church’s belief is that it should be exempt from being strictly held to the current building codes, due
to its construction occurring prior to the establishment of these building codes. As you can see in
Exhibit A, care for children from ages 0-18 has always been a primary purpose of Monumental United
Methodist Church. Due to increasing demands for child education, in 1954, construction began on a
child education building. This building was built for the purpose of the education and care for children
of all ages — from birth through adulthood. This use has continued through present day, as shown in
the documents included in Exhibit B.

We understand that to help you prove that childcare has been an ongoing activity at 450 Dinwiddie
Street, it would be helpful to have documentation showing that a childcare license had been obtained.
Unfortunately, as we mentioned during our meeting, this license does not presently exist. The reason
for this is because, as with the building codes, the church was of the belief that they were grandfathered
from being held to the more recent childcare licensing standards. The history of childcare licensure
standards is shown in Exhibit C. As you can see, licensure requirements were not introduced until 1974.

We believe there is a huge need for programs like Operation Restore Dreams. As you can see in Exhibit
D, there is a shortage of childcare facilities — particularly in Portsmouth. For low income families, who
often need the most help, their options are virtually non-existent. Operation Restore Dreams is a free
program for these families and is considered a ministry of Monumental United Methodist Church.
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Operation Restore Dreams

A PROCRA FOR RaRLY {RELDE0D BIRCALION

We wish in no way to avoid any necessary regulations. We are not asking for special treatment. In fact,
we are in the process of obtaining the necessary childcare licensure with the State of Virginia. And, we
meet all building codes... with the exception of the fire suppression system.

We believe that our use should be approved by 450 Dinwiddie Street being viewed as a pre-USBC
building — as the attached documents suppart. To further provide support for this option, Appendix A
includes documents that show the care that was taken in making a safe, fire-proof structure with large
corridors and multiple exits. Our contention is that forcing us to adhere to the current regutation that
requires a fire suppression system does not reduce any risk that would be imposed on the occupants of
the building in an appreciable way. Instead we believe it would only create a burden that ultimately
would prevent the use from occurring a!tbgether —and hinder the church from using its building for its
intended purpose.

Once again, | am very appreciative of your consideration in this matter. Should you have any additional
guestions or need more information, please do not hesitate to contact me. | hope you have a great day.

Sincerely,

%zc/m

Justin M. Verville

Do
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Operation Restore Dreams
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Exhibit A

History of
Monumental United Methodist Church
and

450 Dinwiddie Street
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Educational Building Opans

At Monumental Methodist .

By CHRIS 1, gwyy .

Sunday wij) be a memora-bJe[tu
day for members ' of blstorle{not just
Monumental Methodlst Churet b crote,

Porismouth, It wij be the day

Thig is the day wﬁ_én the. strugs) moul people have watehed with

re becomes a Nving thing and [intarest Progress on #

, i Sinee 11 ‘ e ‘oo N i ]
when the nevw $33q,000-educabiqn- was razed ]heaclgl?n e e, Rooim o e, Step e,

al building becomes altve wih 1954 t0 make wa
S and much needs

N e i
THE LADINS® PARLOR, adjoin-
ing, looks out on a lovely Hitle
landsecaped courtyard with a foun-
tain" in the center. his room {s
furnished in perlod furniture,
most of ihe pleces ‘prleelesa anti-
ques only receritly restored to
thelr originat beauty, A rich
green carpet covers the floor, *
The Kkiichen 18 an afflclent
homemaker's dream comd  trije,
The equlpmert lg all btainless
.steel—refrigerator, range, warme-
ving table—everything, The warm.
Ing table g electrle ingtead af
‘slemn end | each compartment
warks independenthy. The refrigh
erator Is hotel type with a large
[reczing eompartment that worica
separately., . C
The dish-washing wectlon 13
“out of this world,” Dighes arg
nol seraped but showersd over
the parbage dispdsal then
whisked Into lhe fvasber. Tiepe
they are awashed in 200-degroe
wator then sent on to a drylng
viack, I'vom the thme they are
showered to the time the dishog
are on the rack ane dvy .z gup-
potied to be one minute, The nro.
cestl i3 known ag asgembly-line
dish washing.

oA

DISARS, 300 complate services,
are glored In cabinety Just out-
side the Iklichen door in an ad-
Jacent rooni. In thig manner peo-
ple_setling tnbles in the banquet
hall do 'not interfere with work-
org in the kltchen, :

Thirty folding tables which geat
10 each are stored on trucks
which ean be wheeled Into the
hall, set wp and ready for use
within o matter of minules. Tha
chalrs also are folding and easity
stored,

Two doors lead from this fal-
lowship-recreation-bunguet hall
inte the kitehen. With the warm-
Ing table al one end of the kitch-
en, a lne can file in one door,
past the warming tdable to be
served, and out the other door
cafeteria style.

Upstairs the varlous -depart
ments are designed fn sultes of
throe communleating rooms io
veach department. The adult class-
rooms are separvate,

{Contlaued on Page 17)
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I orlig -aud _play pers A

Sing. room adjoinjng hng hags

AR Cald “rimning ywatap and
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.g,l;g‘?l drtesying: .I:a:b]‘é:... Piainles
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o T By ) P e e. 3
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e W
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metitjs a large dg p 'Fﬁﬂéggdgtl(igg;l
With st largd il OW3. A foldiy
Bavilion makes f Possihle tg
_c'J;L\:'I_;ln the toom whitiey e,
4Ly, A pork -laclkbonrd, Figgd s
ehlld helght af tach end 6f pha
g, E;J Bonyuenlant fop deaching
Pletureg and. g Children’y wopl
‘ -dj.hls room. tao, g equl-bpédﬂ-
IWHL childsing agat.. racky und.

adf]mi_ug tuilg&.‘é
50°8n W Eround flape oy
the chapel, ladlag parlop, pz:al;cif'g

study, ‘Churel School affige, ¢

blnation recreationd g n Sﬁieﬁ'g}
Towship han, Ieltehen, office of ng.
slstani 10 the pastop, sacristy,
men and women's vesting mnm‘s'
ladiey lounge, ang work room,

The work yoom je conventent)

located within ‘easy aceesy of thy
Church School Office and assist.
ant to the Pastor’s offfce, This jg
where ali* tis 'm!meograplim'g
E;gge_gbhgx; -such wark wil be

The ladieg' lounge has a hge.
pital eot for yge in emei"enc’leg.

It also s dguy ped wi g‘ .
matoutans quippéed with {lrstalg

flefled Lov all aize grougd from .

L2 niweary department e I
foor 4y deslpned strlotly for eoﬁ

With .open seotlony fop toys with. ©
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Blshop Speaks
At Dedication
Of Bulldlng

Education Buildi Buildmg of.
Monumental Methodist
Cliurch Completeél

PORTSMOUTH — Blshop Pauf
Nelf Garber, presldlng bishop .of
the Virglnia and North Carolina
Methodist Conference, yesterday
consecrated the newly completed
education building at ihe historic
Monumenta] Methodist Church,
400 Dinwiddie Btreet,

Bishop Garber 1em1nded the
approximalely 750 memhers’
present that “heres lez a chal.

lenge to you for the next 50 E*

yeﬂl s.ll

He traced - ‘the. histovy of the
church from the tlme of dts be-,
ginning in 1772 to its .destriction’
by flre by Union treops In 1803,
1econstrueuon in 1576, to' the
pregent] b

“God hag been \vorlclng In this
church and many . good Lhings
have been done” he said,

He then challerigedt them tol:

keep God &t ‘the fm‘errout. as in
the past.

The new su'ut.l.m'e was [or mally
opened  yesterday after Deing
under constvuctlon foi the post
18 montiis,

It has facililies t‘or 1,000, per-

song In the 29 Sunduv .‘:(.lmol :

rboms,

Included. §s the. bullding 5 o
small chapel with. n seating ca-
pacity of 100 which' will he'nsed
for ehildren's 'church . “Eervices,
small weddings and yesper serv-
ives every Bunday evenlng.

There also s & fellowship, hall
where the Bunday School. gen-
eril .assemibly - will be héld ‘ehch
Sundny morning. This hall alko
will serve as a placs for follow-
ghip meelings, It has a modarn
kitehen In which meals will be
prepared  and served cnfeterln
slyle,

The buildlng is twu storles
high und 11..15 30,000 square fact
af flnnr spnce. It was cnnstructed
at the cost of B310,000: . . )

Dr, Horace I Gromer, pastor,n
sald this bullding 1&°w part of
the longrange improvement pro‘
gram at the church, . ’

lWsauret closet” . each

|

l
“seéms to lave everything., There

‘are sk separate civgtiating

Educahonal

(Conmlucd Irom Page 15)
% o
1 YGUNG I’LOI’LD‘S de-)
partment, desjgried for the 18 to
24 -yed oldssJ as.are the TesiEEe
T hjgh dﬁpartme,nug. are
1-daysg-iveek . dse. These

fov

Yarlods wnits or' sultes can be|SHA
malintained jndependently, They|ges!
can he heated or alr conditloned ‘_1

individually  without 'Lnterrerlng.
with the rest of the bullding, -

'J‘hn young peaple’s and teen-
agers' uhils are equlgped wilh a

ust open a
closet door and . there is & -com.
plete kilehenelle——a eooklng unis,
rehi%mtar. slnk and cabinola.
All ' a closel,

Through this ecommodily, ve-
Ereshments may be had right at
Band and prepared by ‘the young
people themselven without hay-

“thg ta “iraipse” Hirough the bulld-

g dowir 1o ‘the kitehen,
¢ Sirgngely enongh, the heating
f;ystem is loeated upstalrs, Thie

may seem rather odd ‘ioday but

‘rturmed on inde.pendent' of the
‘ Gthels. .

,Eluors Thete ai'e fio visible radia-

the architec}s, Rudulph. Conlke

and .Van .Leedwen, have f.he heat-

g plants !up on the roof, -
Anyway, this heallng plant

pumps, -each of which can he

TR A
ALL HEBATING unils ave in the

tors or hot alr ducts. The {lom,s:
are heated and the heat radiates
fram there,

“Thls geems to be t‘he new way
of heatlnglbull?lngs. I a. %huvcbh
Qr . Tacllt neguer v
i ‘ % 1, {hlef ; ls% clally

At let[esT of IIL

cilapel, conveniently ldca[.~
ed near the Gueen Street entrance,
1s 2 foorn which will have many
uses, It i¢ here that vespers will
he held It 18 In this emall -and
Intimate  chagel thab, small ‘wed-
Injgs wlll be celebratéd and whove
private funerald wil bhe held—
where the pastor will come and
kneel In prayer wl,t:h toered
soulg, |

The chapel also whlbe uged for
the Children's Chtirch, */This is, 2
new ac{.lviw at Monumental. The
chitdren will arrange and hold
thelr own wm*shlp services pat-

L s the modern trend, .Sonie of
e new huilrlingq. :{ccoxdlng Lo

terned after the traditional Melh-
odlst. ‘worship,

Other pro_]ects, whlch® are’ ex| mittee ‘for Lhe new edueation'

pocted to he completed by July
1, include renovations of the.sanc-

bullding are:
V. B, Murden, Jr., chalvmam;

Luary. ‘reédecorations throughout,|T. H. Bradley, R, P, Britt, H, B,

restoration of thée original

Cromer, R. 5. Gibbs, BE. M. Han-

stained-glass window -and instal-|bury, R, B, Huwks, J. _W Hudg-

lation, of alr tonditioning,

Ins, T. K. Lewls, Jr.,, W. P, Liszey,,

General superintendent-.of the|J, C, Mintz, 1, 8, Monrae, Sr J, I,y

Sunday School s L. W, Hudglns.

Seott, C. B, Spencer. J. W. West

Members of the bun_dlng com-1 8. M. 'Wllder, Jr,, and G, B/ Wise:

w

R
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Bisho . b—p CAKE:
At Dedicationy;

Of Building

fducation Building of
Monumenta] Metliodist
Chureh Completed

PORTSMOUTH — Bishop  Pawl
Nelft Uarber, presiding bishop of
the Virginia and North Carolina
Methordist Conferenece, vyesterday
e 1-cum!u] Ihc m:\\]\ G vl,lpr],
,;.l ikic: J;L: slotig

e,

--J=?|up Garber  reminded  he
approximately” i members
present {hal “here ligs o chal-
lenge to vou Tor (he apsl 50
years"

I traced the hilsdory ol Ihe
chwech [roan the Hme of 2 boe
pinnjsye in 1772 to ils destruction
h,\ fire by Nnion troops in (863,
reconsbraetion In W76 (e the
prescik.

“God has been working in {his
chuarclt and  many  good  thing:
augve been dene”” ha sald,

He then chuallenwsd them 1o
teopr Uikl wt the lorefrent, ue in
the gst

Tho mew slvuelure waias foriliy

apencd  Arsorday  afer belng
uncer construetion fov the pasu
18 manths,

o has faeilitles For 1,000 pei

sonE  in the Sehonl
roums,

Tocluded in the bhallding is a
sminll ehapel with o seating ca
pacity of 100 which wiil he uzed
for ebildhen’s churel  zervices,
sutall weddings and vespor serv-
ices every Sunday evening.

There also iz a lellowship had
where the Juaday 8ehool  gen-
erai arsembly will be held each
Suncay merning. This Lall alzo
Wil serve ws o plase Tor fellow.
ship meetings, N hles 8 mastlern
Eivvhen i owhich el wil be
servadd ealelerin

20 Bunday

prepred anl
s o,

Tl bulldivg is two  slorles
high ape has HL,0K0 stquare feet
of flaor space. 1L wug conswucted
al the cost ol $310,000.

b Horaee 18, Ceomer, pasior,
sdid this buollding is & parl of
he long-range impz ovement pro-
pram gt the chueeh,

Cither prajects, which are ex-
pected {o be completed by July
1, inctude renovations of the saboe-
tuary, redecorations (hroughout,
resteralion ol the arfginal
stnined-ginszy window and  nstals
latlon of air conditioning,

(rengral Rupm111L(_mu.m of the
Sunday Sehoal is L. W, Hudgins,
_,\Je1111J1=1.> of the building com:

Tl fh Qi wanted for annexotion
Iy @ eity 1o vole op the questiond.

‘mitlee for

will be conduceed 3 hursday atfj
;L'U poom. n the Ol Senate
Thamibers, Senalor Goerdon  P.j
Marsh ond Delegales W, T, Leary|’
and Charles B. Cross, Jr., all of|:

hmfolk County, who presenied|g

gsimiftanaous hills in the House
:md Senate, said yesterday ihat

they hope the eounty will he wellj§

vepresenied al the hearing.

“wWe invite any interested pauty :
in ihe county o be heard,” Sen-

ator Marsh Bald,

As Lo the fule of the hills,
Marsh's only reply was; “\Wc ure
not without friends.”

Leary sald shat the counly dele.
gation will do "all e cun 19 ged
it passed.”

The hearing will be conducierd

Fllointly by the gestale and MHouse|

Committees on Countdes, Chies
angd Towns,

BHL Preovision

Mhe legistation woutd allow 20

per went of the qualified volers
moan drea tu he annexed lo stap
plececdings unifl o popular vole
woere helde Anoappioving vole
woldil allow Lthe sult o conlinue,
whila a tllsapgnounu vole would
Eill the city's hopos for new ter-
vitory,

Mednwhile, e Uheee  loglsia-
Lore are expected (o hdave an in-
tormal conference with mentbers
of e Counly Board of Super-
visors dhd other counly officials
this  week-cned.  Purpose of Lhe
meeling s o ohilalny the views al
county olficials on o }ﬂleNJlLd
amendmerd  to 1 he  Slizabeth
River Tuhnel Acl

The proposed amendment would

muke way for the peyvment of
52,000,000,  originally  promisen
alter 1080 ag compensation for
loss of revenue when the Ports
mouth-Norfolk County fevry serv.
fee was ¢nelod,

New Néfpatytion

Ltenegotinlion of ue  origloa)
crvoment that the coundy receive
s My will stipulate  that
the 1auney ean be paid as part
ol refinuneing construction of a
soecond tunnet under the  liza.
Derlt blives.

On anobthier matler,
thai he Is walching “with in-
terest™  Lhe dinterposition hill
whick al last veport was focing
"new troubles.”

Cross éxpects the bill W go Lo
the House {from the Sepate this
wuek.

{rove said

the new education
bailding  are:

¥, T Muiden, Jrv., vhairman;
T. M. Bradley, R, P, Britl, 1, 1.
Cramer, L 8. Gilbs, B, M. Mun-
Lur y R. 1, ]'LL\\']\.., [+ W, Hndg-
ins, T, W, Dewis, Jr., W, P, Lis 3
1. ¢, MmL/ 12, 8. \Iomm, 5r., . L.
‘Heott, . B Spencer, J, W, West,

8. M, Wilder, Jr., aid G B Wise,

HEN
Ler!
al -
e
anel
Fing
7o
fa{¢]
the ¢
et
Norlh
WETE
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'to clo
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Congecration Sunday
Fannarp 22, 1956



OUR PURPOSE

An consecrating and placing in -use:
-this new Educatiorial Building the Official
Bourd and the Congregation of Monu~

‘mental Ghurch have a broad cancept of -

- its proper usge,

It is felt that the presentation is not to -
- Monumental Church, nor to Methodists .
alonte, buit is 1o all of Portsmouth, with -

- 8pecial attention to over-all needs of our

- downtown community, .

. At is our sincere wish and desire that :

. the building be accepted in this spirit,
~and that it may prove useful to all who
"ré,cog_m'_ze the Church of God as a neces-
sary part of any worthwhile community

.. iprogress,

(]

e
&3



A Program For

The Day of Consecration Service

of the

Educational Building

of
Monumental Methodist Church
m
Portsmouth, Virginia
January 22nd at Eleven AM.
and

January 23rd and 24th at Eight P.M.

1956



Sunday, January 23, 1956

The Consecration Service

The Organ Prelude... . .. .. . . _______Prof. A. J. Lancaster
The Processional Hymn No. 881-—"The Church’s One Foundation”__Stone
The Tnvocation with Choral Response
The Anthem—"Bless Thiz House”_______ i L Boosey
The Respongive Reading—

To the glory of God our Father, to the service of our dear Master
and his Church, and to the ahiding presence of the Holy Spirit,

We do conscerate this Educational Duilding,

or a building of which Jesus Christ is the chief cornerstone, the
pillar and ground of the truth,

We do conscerate our Educational Building,

TFor a huilding that shall stand as a gymbol of the Church Universal,
the cornerstone of which ig truth, the creed of which is love, and its towem

eternal hope,
We do conzecrale onr BEdueational Building.

, For a church that shall exalt not a religion of creed or of nuthority,
but a religion of maving grace, of personal experience, and of spiritual
power,

We do conseerale our Educntional Building,

For a church that shall exalt the minisiry of the open Bible, wilh its
faithful record of human life, its unfolding of the redeeming girace of God
through Jesnz Christ, ils message of warning, inspirvation, comforl, and
hope,

We do consecrate our Eduneational Building.

IPor a church that shall teach and incarnate the doetrine of the father-
hood of God and the brotherhood of man,

We do consecrate our Educational Building.

TPor a church that shall fulfill a ministry of socizl service and be a
blessing unio men, .

We do eonscerate our Edueational Building,.

TPor a chareh that shall be a renewing and cleansing power in the
communitly and that loves every other communion that exalts Christ in
the gervice of man,

We do conseerale our Edueational Building,

Por & church with an open door for all people, rich or poor, homaeless
or desolate, who need the help of God through us, -

We do conscerate our Educational Building,
For & chureh that shall gather the children in #s arms and hold {hem

close Lo Christ, that they may grow up in the Church and never be losl

from the fold,
We do conseerate onr Educational Building.

T'or a chureh which stands for the sacramental truth: “It is more

blessed to give than to receive,”
We do consecrate our Edacational Building,



For a church which takes hold on two worlds, and stands for the un-
geen and eternal, and which ofiers to men the abundant life which now im
and which is {o coma, :

We do consecrate our Educational Building.

In loving memory of those who have gone from wus whose hearts
and hands have served this church, with gratitude for all those whose
faith and consecrated gifts make this house possible, for all who may share
this spiritual adventure; and with hope for all who ghall worship in this
house in years lo come,

We do consecrate this Bdueational Building in the name of Almighty
God, Father, Son, and Holy Spiril, unto the ages of ages, warld withont end.
Amen

Doxology
Seriplure Reading_ .. .. - oL e wac o Dy Bryami
Pastoral Praver. ... .o Lo _L._ : - . __ Dr. Bryant

Proyentation of the Buailding

Offertory — “Reverie” .. . _____. . o o _Laneastier
The Consecration Sexmon ......._....._.__. Bishop Paul Nell Garber
The Consecration Processional—"Onward Chrislian Soldiers” . _Waring

The Act of Congecralion

The Chapel

IPor the worship of God, for the preaching of his word, for the serving
of the sacraments, for the comforting of anxious hearts, for the hallowing
of the living of life,

We consecrate this Chapel.

The Classroomms

For building i:he knowledpe of God, for the learning of the love of
Gaod, Tor the molding of life after the will of God, for the maslering of
ihe arl of Christian living,

We consecrate this work of ewr hande.

Fellowship Hall

For the joy of living together, for the joy of working and walking
with God, for the joy of serving our Lord and in His nume ministering (o
outr commiunity,

We consecrate this building.

To Jesus Christ our Lord and to all those who walk in His company
we open these doors and God grant that they be uever closed, save by
warmth of welcome and the strength of wiinistering in the Master’'s name.

Hymn No. 287—"A Charge T Keep I Have"  ____________ ____ Westoy
Benediction
Postlude

3

19

i



Evening Vesper Service

in the Chapel

5:00 P.M.
The Organ Prelude___________________ ... ________ Prof. A. J. Lancaster
The Call to Worship ‘ -
The Hymn No. 2—*“Come Thou Almighty King”... . ____________ Fiardini
The Invoeation with Choral Response
The Special Music—‘‘1 Heard The Voice of Jesus Say”_____.______ Rawls

Girls Sextet—Misses Paula Bradley, Emily Sue Way, Arlene Putnam,
Joanne Hoggard, Sharlene Putnam, Betty Justice.

The Reading from the Holy Seripture._ . __________ ________ Phil. 4:1-8
. The Evening Prayer_____________________ . __________.___ -Dr. Cromer
The Organ Offertory—*“Evening” ______________ __ ____________. Nevin
The Evening Anthem—*“Eternal Fathers Sirong to Save”. __._. Whiting
. Youth Choir
The Sermon—'‘Father We Thank Thee”_.____._____ _ _ __ . Dr. Cromer
The Invitation to Christian Discipleship
The Hymn No. 111—“Fairest Lord Jesus”..____._________ _ _._ Willis
The Benediction
The Organ Postlude . ____ . _ . ___ . ___________ . Prof. A. J. Lancaster
+ + +
4:15 P.M,

Youth Choir Rehearsal

6:40 P.M.
First Snack Supper in the Fellowship Hall

7:00 P.M,
Youth Fellowship Devotional
Intermediate Fellowship Devotional



Monday Night — 8:00 P.M,
Dr. R. Orman Bryant, Presiding
District Superintendent
Portemouth District Methodist Church

In gratitude for the labors of all who built toward this day.

Music___ ___ By Monumental Choir
Hymn No. 287—“A ChargetoKeep I Have” . __ _ ___ _____  ____ Wesley
Prayer

Presentation of Building
1876—Mra. W. O. Culpepper, and Mrs. Carrie Johnston Sykes
1956—Mr. L. W. Hudgins

2036—Joseph Sumner Bell, III, Nancy Carroll Early, Robert Middleton
Hill, Nancy Joyce Lorber, Ellen Brooks Wilder

Music—Woodrow Wilson Girl’s Sextet—Prof, A. J. Lancaster, Director
Tour of the Building

Refreshments

Good Night

Tuesday Night—8:00 P.M.
Mr. L. W. Hudgins, Presiding
General Superintendent
Monumental Church Scheol

With assurance and hope we welcome the years to come and commit
ourselves and the work of our hands te God.

Musie.. o ___. _.by Monumental Choir
Hymn No. 496—"God of Qur Pathers” . _ . _ . ___ __________ Roberts
Prayer . __ N e e e Dr. Cromer
The Dedication

Music—Woodrow Wilson High School Band—TUnder the direction of
Paul BE. Brown

Tour of the Building
Refreshments
Good Night



A BRIEF HISTORY

To look through the pages that record pasl events at Monumental
Methadist Church, is to look at the record of Methodism in America;

Through the siruggle for freedom thal began in 1776 when a new
born nation was presented to the world; A naftion unafraid to have its
Godfearing statesmen declare ‘.. . all men . .. are endowed by their Creator
...the Rights to Life, Liberty, and the pursuit of Happiness...;"”

Through the growth of this infant nation, through other military
eontests and economie crisis, through low valley and over high peak, the
christian church was the foundation upon which this nation huoilded and
the Methodist Churel in Portsmouth, through Monumental Church, took
itz proper place in gtrengthening and undergirding {the nation as il huilded.

In 1954 a great step forward wasg taken when the Corner Stone was
laid for the Educalional Building that we consecrate today,

Ope hundred thirty by one hundred six feet over all dimensions,
the two story huilding containg all modern facilities for a complele do-

partmental church schopl,

The Chapel will seal approximaltely one hundred persons and will be
equipped with an organ. ‘Pwenty-eight elassrooms will serve well inlo the
Tuture as room for growlh is provided. Modern kitechen facilities will serve
three hundred guests al dinner. Assembly halls are provided for ali depart-
ments.

H is the sincere desire of this congregation that this huilding today
congecrated to the service of God, will strengthen the Christinn Chureh by
its gervice and be aceeptable Tor the purposes tov which it is conseeralod

thia day.

i This Sunday School dates from 1818, only two veurs after the organi-
zation of the worlds firgt Sunday School. With clear vision now it leoks
unto the decades ahead, T {eaches the truths of God and huilds the will
uf God in life.

We remember most humbly the years of those who gave Full measure
of devotion to our church. We would fully acknowledge that devotion and
gervice and highly henor those who rendered it by today dedicaling owr-
selves Lo the unfinished tasks that lie ahead. May this chureh, if God whom
il adores and serves be willing, fail neither God nor man.



THE BUILDING COMMITTEE
FOR THE EDUCATIONAL BUILDING
OF :
MONUMENTAL METHODIST CHURCH

e

V. B. Murden, Jr., Chairman
T. H. Bradley
R. P. Britt

H. E. Cromer
R. S. Gibbs

E. M. Hanbury
R. E. Hawks

L. W. Hudgins
T. K. Lewis, J1.
W. P. Lifsey

d. C. Mintz

E. 5. Monroe, Sr.
J. E. Scott

C. B. Spencer

J. W. West

F. M. Wilder, Jr.
C. E. Wise



THE OFFICIAL BOARD
OF
MONUMENTAL METHODIST CHURCH

R. B. Ames William Lorber, Sr.
M. O. Barbour T. V. Mays

W. . Barnes L. W. McAlpine
A. C. Bartlett J. W. MacDonald
T, I, Bradley B. X. McEachern
£ 1. Britlt J. O Mintz

R. . Britt E. 8. Monroe, Sr.
Dy, 8. . Buxton, Jr. V. B. Murden, Jr.
8. Ii. Duxton, Sr. X. D, Murden
ST Daed B 8. Negley

IR, W. Chapman J. T Nix

C. W. Caooper C. B, Owen

Pr. . B, Cromer . M. Parker
oW, Culpepper, Sr. M. B. Payne

L Dade, Jr. B. P. Peltus

. L. Davis G. P Porler

B S, Karly, Jr. G. . Reddicl

R. A IPletcher K. H., Renn

K. 5. Gilbs B. B. Richardson
AL B Greene Junius Richardson
Jobe Harrell John M. Scolit

K. . Hawky A. L. Rhacklelon
i B, Hawks L. C. Shaughnessy
Iy 50 M. Hill H. B, Spear, Jr.
B, L. Hogyrard W. B Spong, Jr.
W. A, Hoggard C. K, Smith, Jr.
AT Hudging R. I8 B, Slewart, Jr.
L. W. Hudgins B B, Vincent

H. M. Jones W. A, Warner, Jr.
AL ). Lancaster, Jr. . M. White

T. K. Loewis, Jr. J. K. While

W. P. Lilsey I". M. Wilder, Jr.
. 1) Lindauwer B. BE. Wigging

f.. David Lindauer (. B. Wise

O. P, Lively K. B. Woodhouse
William Lorber, Jr. 0. B, Wooldridge, Sr.

A. J. Lanecaster, Direclor of Music
V. B. Murden, Jr., Treasurey
R. P. Britt, Financial Secrclary
A, C. Bartlett, Chairman Official Board
John L. Scott, Chairman Commission on Finanee
L. W. Hudging, Superintendent Chuwreh Sehool



THE SUNDAY SCHOOL
STAFF
MONUMENTAL METHODIST CHURCH

CENERAL OTFFICERS

L. W. Hudgina, General Superintendent
Willinmn  Lorber, Jr., Seervetary

B. 5. Monvoe, Asgt, Seerelary

V. B. Murden, Jiv., Asst. Secretary

V. D. Proctor, Asst, Secrelary

V. €. Randall, Jr., Treasurer

J. E. Seott, Sr,, Asst. Tressuyer

GHILDRENS DIVISION
NURSERY DEPARTMENT
Mxs. V. C. Randall, Jr., Superintendent

Workers:

Mrs, W. T, Bunling
Mra, R. T. Hewitt

Mre, C. V, Hrushlg, Fr.

IKINDERGARTEN
Mra, F. M, Wilder, Jr., Superiutendent

Workers:

Mra, 8. M, Davenport

Mra, B, 8. Summerell

Miss Barbars Ann Ames
Mrs. T, K, Lewis, Jr., Pianigt

PRIMARY DEPARTMENT
Mrs. C. N. Curroll, Superintendent:

Teachers:

Mwvs., R, P, Britt

Mrs. R O, Bsleeck

Mry, J, B. White

Mrs, F. R. Roberts, Substitute
Murs. L. N, Arthur, Substitute
Miss Margaret Ann Foroman

JUNIOR DEPARIMENT
Mrs. L. W. Hudgins, Superintendent

Teachers:
Mra, N. W. Fuiles
Mrs. G, V. Loke N

Mrs. L, W. Hudgins

Muys, M, P. Carhart, Seey. and Planist
Mra., Mary Carter, Substitute

Mrs. B. K. MeBachern, Sulstitute
YOUTH DIVISION

Mrs. A. C. Bartlett, Superintendent

INTERMEDIATE DEPARTMENT:

My, and Mrs, R. H. Way, Counselors
Miss Elizabeth Kirkland, MY Counselor

Teachers:

Mrs. C. J. Bradley

Mrs. William Lorber, Jr,
Mr. R. H. Way

SENIOR DEPARTMENT
Mrg. 8. Q. Keatts, Counselor

Teachers:

Mra, O, W. French
Dv. 8. BB, Buxton, Jr., Assistant Teachor
Cmdy. B, M, Yones, Apsistant Teacher

OLDER YOUTH DEPARTMENT
Mr. X, D. Murden, Counsanlor
Mr, L. David Lindauer, Avea Counsalor
Mr, W, H, Harrell, 81, Area Counselor
Mrs. W. H. Harvell, 8r.,, Teacher

v, L. David Lindauer, Asst. Tencher

ADULY DIVISION

Mr. J. GG Mintz, Superintendent

Mrs. JJ. J. Shen, Supt. Home Deprrtment
ROUND TABLE YOUNG ADULT CLASS

Co-Teachery:

Mr., G. H. Gray

Mr, 0. B, Pinien

Mr. 8. T. Byrd

Mr. R, 5. Davenport

ADAMS YOUNG ADULT CLASS
Mra, R. M. Howard, Tencher

WALTER GUM CLASS

Co-Teachers:

Mr., T. H. Bradley

Mr. L. David Lindager
Miss Grace M. Smith
Dr. H. B, Cromer

CLARK CLASS

Mrs, G. B, Parker, Teacher

Mrs, O. B. Wooldridge, Sr,, Asal. Teacher
NELLIE NEVILLE CLASS

Miss Nellie J. Simmons, Teacher
TOOMER CLASS

Mra. W. W. Perking, Teacher

WEST BIBLE CLASS

Mr. A. C. Baxtlett, Teacher
Mr, B. FPrank Vincent, Agst, Teucher



David the king stood up upon his feet, and said, “Hear me,
my brethren, and my people: As for me, I had in mine heart to
build an house of rest for the ark of the covenant of the Lord,
and for the footstool of our God.

Give unto the Lord the glory due unto his name: and come
before him: worship the Lord in the beauty of holiness.

Let the heavens be glad, and let the earth rejoice: and let men
say among the nations, The Lord reigneth, (I Chronicles)

Suffer the little children, and forbid them neot, to come unto
me: for of such is the kingdom of heaven. (Matthew)

I bring you good tidinés of great joy which shall be to all
people . . . For unto you is born . . . a Saviour which is Christ the
Lord. And there...was a multitude . . . praising God and saying,

“Glory to God in the highest and on
earth peace good will toward men.”
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PART 3 - Sechn

dustin,

I have reviewed your proposal for Operation Restore Dreams along with the supporting documentation
and exhibits you provided this week. | also toured the building and inspected several aspects of the as
buiit construction in relation to the proposed plan that was included in the exhibits you provided. Based
on this information, it appears that Operation Restore Dreams is proposed for the educational wing of
the Monumental United Methodist Church which was constructed in 1956. This wing of the church was
constructed of fire proof materials and appears to have been designed and constructed to meet the
Portsmouth Building Code in effect during that time frame. The building is a pre-USBC constructed
church that appears to have had educational programs for vouth since it was constructed. According to
the description of the Operation Restore Dreams program you have provided, there will be as many as
20 children under the age of 2.5 years of age being cared for at any one time. The program will care for
the children from 7 a.m. until 3 p.m.; or for less than 24 hours a day.

Current building code defines several different uses for similar programs with significant differences.
These uses include Institutional, Educational, and Residential groups and subgroups. For the purposes
of this interpretation | have determined that the Operation Restore Dreams program falls under the
institutionai subgroup of I-4. According to the Uniform Statewide Building Code, i-4:

308.5 Group 14, day care facilities. This group shall include buildings and structures occupied by
persons of any age who receive custodial care for less than 24 hours by individuals other than
parents or guardians, relatives by blood, marriage, or adoption, and in a place other than the
home of the person cared for. A facility such as the above with five or fewer persons shall be
classified as a Group R-3 or shall comply with the Internationa! Residential Code in accordance
with Section 101.2. Places of worship during religious functions are not included.

308.5.2 Child care facillty. A facility that provides supervision and personal care on less than a
24-hour basis is for more than five children 2 % years of gage or less shall be classified as group I-
4.

Exception: A child day care facility that provides care for more than five but no more than 100
children 2 3 years or less of age, where the rooms in which the children are cared for are located
on a level of exiting discharge serving such rooms and each of these child care rooms has an exit
door directly to the exterior, shalf be classified as Group E.

Therefore, the central question is: with the exception of normal worship services when the parents
were on the premises, was the educational wing of Monumental United Methodist Church, which was
constructed in 1956, legally used for child day care purposes for mare than five children under the age
of 2.5 years of age? The information sent to me specifically discusses nursery school children,
kindergarten, etc; but it does not define the specific number and ages of those children or the number
and ages of children under the age of three. There are a number of pictures that show young children in
the building. However, with the exception of one picture showing two cribs with one child being
assisted in a crib, there is nothing that would lead me to believe that more than four or five (if that
many] were cared for at any one time.



The information you provided indicates that the church provided a “registered nurse in the new facility
during both church school and worship hours to care for the babies of the congregation”, This is and has
been a common practice in churches throughout history. But because of the limited timeframe of
occurrence and the fact that the parents are generally on premises during worship services, it does not
qualify the building as a child care facility. '

The Department of Social Services began licensing child care facilities in 1974. If the church had
obtained a license between then and now that indicated there were more than five children 2.5 years of
age or less being cared for, certainly it would serve as evidence for “grandfathering” the child care
requirements. Unfortunately there is no evidence that a license was applied for or issued.

Due to the anzlogy above, | have determined that the current use of the educational wing of the church
is indeed Group Category E, Educational. As such, | have no choice but to deny your request. You may
note the exception to the I-4 condition above where children 2.5 years of age or less are cared forin a
grade floor room with direct exit access to the exterior of the building may be included in Group
Category E, Educational. This option may take only a minor alteration.

A child care facility in which the number of occupants is greater than five but not more than 100 is
permitted to be classified as group E, provided the children are all located in rooms on the level of exist
discharge that serve such rooms and all of the rooms have exit doors directly to the exterior. Many day
care facilities primarily catering to those under primary school age tend to divide the children into three
general categories based upon state laws and regulations. These include infant, toddler, and preschool.

Some variations do occur in that larger day care facilities will have transition rooms for mobile infants or
pre-K oriented rooms for those entering kindergarten. But basically there is a mixture of children 2 %
years or less and older children. The older children can automatically be in a facility classified as a group
E occupancy, but for the younger children the exception as discussed above would need to be applied to
classify the entire occupancy as group E. the total number of children can exceed 100 and the Group E
classification is retained, provided that the number of children 2 % years or less is limited to 100 or
fewer. The infant and toddler rooms would need to have exits directly to the outside on the level of exit
discharge. If the exception is not applied, the entire facility would need to be classified as group I-4 or a
mixed occupancy classification would be necessary.

By permitting the facility to be classified as Group E, the building would not be required to be
sprinklered because it is “grandfathered”. A Group I-4 facility would be required to be sprinklered
regardless of the area,

Qo



Please note that you have the right to appeat my decision not to grant a modification to the code per
section 118.5 of the 2012 Virginia Uniform Statewide Building Code. A copy of the appeals form is
attached. The fee for the appeal is $100.00. The appeal must be filed within 30 days of receipt of this E-
mail.

If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to call me at 393-8531.

Very Respectfully,

Q/Cg%c%

Douglas K. Smith, MCP; Building Official
Director of Permits and Inspections

334
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PART 3 - Sectin, 7

From: Justin Verville |mai[to:justin@vewilleventures.com]

Sent: Tuesday, November 11, 2014 7:55 AM

To: Smith, Doug

Cc: barrettr@rnrtawfirm.com: dvamon@aol.com; Joseph Cailles; Jaura.verviIIe@oDerationrestoredreams.com; Godfrey,

Brannon
Subject: 450 Dinwiddie Street

Good morning Mr. Smith,

Attached please find a letter regardin
your help in this matter,

Justin Vervilje
{757)332-0537

g Operation Restare Dreams’ desired use of 450 Dinwiddie Street. ! appreciate

6@0



Operation Restore Dreams

4 PROGEAS FOR ESRLY UCRILDHOOD ESCUAT LGN

November 10, 2014

From: Justin M. Verville
Operation Restore Dreams
450 Dinwiddie Street
Portsmouth, VA 23704

To: Mr. Douglas Smith
Buitding Official
City of Portsmouth
801 Crawford Street
Portsmouth, VA 23704

Mr. Smith,

First, | want to thank you for the time that you have spent assisting us with our desire to use the facility
at 450 Dinwiddie Street. Second, | ask that you not perceive any disrespect in my unwillingness to
accept no for an answer. My persistence is merely a byproduct of the care that | have for the City of
Portsmouth, Monumental United Methodist Church, Operation Restore Dreams, but most of all, the
children who so desperately need our help. This maiter is of crucial importance and | would be remiss if
t did not pursue this until there is absolutely nothing left to pursue — or until we have success.

In the near future, you will receive a letter from me asking for clarification on a few items, with the hope
of still achieving “grandfather” status — which would allow us to use the entire childcare facility at 450
Dinwiddie Street. In the meantime, in this correspondence, | will be presenting information that |
believe should allow you to grant immediate approval for use of the first floor spaces.

We both agree that if we were building a new facility, without a doubt, we would fall in Group -4 of the
Virginia USBC, as clearly stated in section 308.6. For the purposes of our present argument, assuming
we were held to the standard of I-4 at 450 Dinwiddie Street, the only area of code that we do not meet
is the fire suppression system. You mentioned in the letter denying approval that another option for us
would be to create exits directly to the outside in each of the rooms on the first floor. This would allow
for our use to be considered Group E, per section 308.6.1. While this is an option from the Building
Official perspective, | believe it would be very difficult for us to gain approval for those egress doors
from the Department of Planning, since 450 Dinwiddie Street is located in the heart of the Oide Towne
Historic District.

33h
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Operation Restore Dreams

A PROGIA FOR BARLY CHILGROD BLCATION

However, after reading through the USBC more thoroughly, 1 found an even better option, Section
903.2.6 delineates specific exceptions to when a fire suppression system is required for Group 1. The
second such exception is directly applicable to our case. It reads as follows:

An automatic sprinkler system Is not required where Group I-4 day care facilities are at the level of exit discharge
and where every room where care is provided has at least one exit door.

The definition of “exit door” can be found in the USBC, Chapter 2, and includes the passageway that is
connected to the “exit doors” of the two first floor nursery rooms at 450 Dinwiddie Street.

EXIT. That portion of a meons of egress system between the exit access and the exit discharge or public way. Exit
components include exterior exit doors at the leve! of exit discharge, interior exit stairways, interior exit ramps, exit
passageways, exterior exit stairways and exterior exit ramps and horizontal exits.

invoking this exception, it seems clear that the two first floor nursery rooms meet current code for
Group -4, As such, | believe Operation Restore Dreams and Monumental United Methodist Church
should be granted immediate approval for use of the first floor nursery rooms. If there is something |
am missing, please provide clarification. However, if you determine this is a viable option for us, we ask
that you grant us approval and necessary documentation by the end of this current week. Time is of the
essence for us, and much time has already been spent with this issue.

Once again, | sincerely thank you for your time. Should you have any further questions, please do not
hesitate 1o contact me. 1 hope you have a great day.

Sincerely,

%@cm

Justin M. Verville

S
S A



TART 3 - Sechon ¥

Smith, Doug
R

From: Smith, Doug

Sent: Wednesday, November 12, 2014 10:00 AM

To: ‘Justin Verville'

Ce: barrettr@rnriawfirm.com; dvamon@aol.com; Joseph Cailles;
laura.verville@operationrestoredreams.com; Godfrey, Brannon; Brinkley, Bruce

Subjact: RE: 450 Dinwiddie Street

Attachments: ORD Building Official Letter 11.11.14.pdf

Justin,

Thank you for your request for clasification or further explanation. Asyou can see the code has many parts too it and it
is often quit confusing. | do not take it as & sign of disrespect that you wish to proceed further, as my goalis to oilen
find a way to help a client through the red tape so they can accomplish their poal. That said, | tale a very conservative
view of the minimum child care requirements provided in the Building Code. | hzve looked at your proposal and see
that, to the layman it may make sense. However, it does not meet the intent or tetter of the code exception. Let me
expiain

A child care facility in which the number of accuparids is greater than five but not more than 100 is permitted to he
classified as group E, provided the children are ali located in rooms on the level of exist discharge that serve such rooms
and a2l of the rooms hiave exit doors direcily 1o the exderior.

some varigtions do occur in that larger day care facilities will have transition rooms for mobile infants or pre-K oriented
rooms for those entering kindergarten. But basically there is a mixture of children 2 % years or less and older children.
The older children can automatically be in a facility classified as a group £ occupancy, but for the yourger children the
exception as discussed above would need to be applied to classify the entire occupancy as group £. The total number of
chiidren can exceed 100 and the Group E classification is retained, provided that the number of chiidren 2 % years o ‘ess
is fimited to 100 or fewer The infant and toddler rooms would need to have exits directly to the outside on the leve!l -
exit discharge. If the exception is not applied, the entire facility wouid need to be classified as group t-4 ur a mixed
occupancy classification would be necessary.

By permitting the facility to be classified as Group F, the building would not be Feguired to be sprinklered unless {he fire
area was greater than 12,000 square feet or the Fducational use was grandfathered.

I'hope this provides you with a better undersianding.

Very Respectfully,

;%ayﬂzf A Shith

Douglas K. Smith, MCP; Building Official
Director of Permits and Inspections

801 Crawford Street, Fourth Floor
Portsmouth, VA, 23704

757-393-8531



FART 3 - Section 9
From: Justin Verville [mailto:justin@vervilleventures.com]

Sent: Wednesday, November 12, 2014 1:50 PM

To: Smith, Doug

Ce: barretir@rnrlawfirm.com; tvamon@aol.com; 'Joseph Cailles"; laura.verville@ouerationrestoredreams.com; Godfrey,
Brannon; Brinkley, Bruce

Subject: RE: 450 Dinwiddie Street

Doug,

We are not asking to be considered as Group E, in this case, | agree, the exception you are referring to again in YoLi
email does ot apply... we do not meet the criteria since we do not have doors that exit directly outside. I my fetter, |
specifically mentioned another axception... Section 903.2.6, exception 2... this is clearly applicabie to our case and does
hot require doors exiting directly to the outside... see definitions in Chapter 2,

Please address this particular exception. | have already spoken with the officials up in Richmond and they agree with
our interpretation... my hope is that you will too. If you have questions and feel it would he guicker, fee! free to give me
acall... 332-0537. We are hoping to have some resolution before the week Js out.

Thaniks again,
Justin



PART 3 - Sectan, 10

Smith, Doug

From: Smith, Doug

Sent: Thursday, November 13, 2014 4:21 PM
To: ‘Justin Verville'

Cc: Brinkley, Bruce; Godfrey, Brannon
Subject: RE: 450 Dinwiddie Street

Justin,

The reason I did not address the specific exception you mentioned in section 903.2.6 is because, to mein this
case, it basically reads the same as section 308.6.1. In fact, in my discussions with Vernon Hodge, technical
advisor to the State Technical Review Board, he explained the way exception 2 of section 903.2.6 reads now is
a scrivener’s error and was supposed to read as follows:

An automatic sprinkler system is not required where day care Jacilities are at the level of exit discharge and
where every room where care is provided has at least one exterior exit door-

However, I don’t think it really matters. Allow me to explain. First, there is no definition for exit door in the
USBC. There is a definition of Exit Access Door, which is a different component in the means of exgress. At
the church, an exit access door from the rooms allows an occupant to enter an exit access corridor and the
corridor provides a path of travel to the exterior exit door at the level of exit discharge. Once passimg through
the exterior exit door (exit discharge) the occupant continues down any steps (part of the exit discharge) across
the property (again part of the exit discharge) to the public way. This configuration does not comply with either
exception.

Exit doors provide discharge from an exit. Exits take the form of stairways, passageways, ramps, excienor exit
doors, etc. Generally these components in a means of egress are located within a protected enclosure, In this
case the exit access door would be one that is a fire resistance rated door that enters a protected exit passageway
or there would be an exterior exit door. By protected exit passageway | mean a passageway that is separated
from other interior spaces of the building by fire-resistance-rated construction and opening protectives, and
provides for a protected path of egress travel in a horizontal direction to the exterior exit door, exit discharge or
the public way. This scenario is not in place and is therefore moot.

Given your limited resources it does not seem that creating this scenario is a viable option. Howev er,] believe
a relatively simple alteration could be made to the corridor and nursery that would take advantage ofthe
existing exterior exit door near the nursery and open up the two nursery rooms for infant care. This would
allow interior alterations only and not affect the exterior.

In my further discussion with Mr, Hodge, we talked about the possibility of grandfathering the buil ding for day
care use if it was constructed to meet the applicable standards of the Virginia Fire Safety Regulations. These
regulations were a general guide to building construction throughout the state in areas that did not enforce a
building code prior to the advent of the USBC in 1973. However this is a moot point as well since the City of
Portsmouth has had a Building Code dating back to the early 1900°s. I will research to see if there is any relief
for you in those codes, but it will take some time.

pmy/ar A Swith
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To: Smith, Doug P’?KT

Cc: barretir@rnrlawfirm.com; Joseph Cailles; dvamon@aol,com; Godfrey, Brannon
Subject: RE: 450 Dinwiddie Street

Doug,

- Sectinn |

Thank-you for taking the time to review our tase. We feel very strongly that we should be granted approval for the
whole building ~ especially after my conversations with the officials in Richmond. We also feel that these o ptions you
outlined below should have been presented to us hack in August when we first approached your department regarding

this matter. Most specifically, 13VAC5-63-160. Section 116 specifically addresses how

pre-USBC buildings are to be

treated. | understand that “building codes” did exist in Partsmouth when this structure was built, but I am beyond

extremely confident that those codes were met - thus allowing us to use the space for
You or your staff make that determination as soon as feasible. This matter has caused

our purposes, My reequest is that
us to slip way behind our

timeline. There are many, many children that need this program. This program is 100% free... and, we are self-funded. |

believe the City of Portsmouth and its schools will benefit from this program ~ which is
unreasonable to ask that the question of whether this structure meets codes that exist
Wednesday of next week. is that possible?

Again, thanic you for your time.
Justin
332-0537

why | do not believe itis
ed in 1952 be answered by



FART 3- Sectton 12

Smith, Doug

From: Smith, Doug

Sent: Friday, November 14, 2014 3:24 PM
To: ‘Justin Verville'

Cc: Brinkiey, Bruce; Godfrey, Brannon
Subject: RE: 450 Dinwiddie Street

Justin,

I understand your frustration in this matter. However, it is incumbent upon the appiicant to present the building
official’s office with a plan to proceed that will meet the code. We have worked diligentiy and answered every question
you have asked and addressed every scenario you have proposed, logically explaining through use of the code why your
proposals have not been approved. Regarding issuance of a C.O. for a pre-USBC building:

13VACS5-63-160:

Section 116.4 Issuance of certificate for pre-USBC buildings or structures. When a building or structure was
constructed prior to being subject to the initial edition of the USBC and the local building department does not
have a certificate of occupancy for the building or structure, the owner or owner's agent may submit a written
request for a certificate to be created. The building official, afier receipt of the request, shall issue g certificate
provided a determination is made that there are no current violations of the VMC or the Virginia Statewide Fire
Prevention Code (13VACS5-51) and the occupancy classification of the building or structure has not changed.
Such buildings and structures shall not be prevented Jrom continued use.

Exception: When no certificate exists, but the local building department has records indicating that a certificate
did exist, then the building official may either verify in writing that a certificate did exist or issue a certificate
based upon the records.

I have not been asked by the owner for a C.Q. for the building. If the responsible person in charge of the
building requests one in writing or designates you as his agent and you request one in writing, I will be happy to
create one. [ have already requested records form the Fire Marshal’s office as well as the Code Official.

Regards,

Douplas £ Stk

Douglas K. Smith, MCP; Building Official
Director of Permits and Inspections

801 Crawford Street, Fourth Floor
Portsmouth, VA, 23704

757-393-8531



FART 2 - Secthin I3

From: Justin Verviile [maiito:justin@verw'IIeventures.com]
Sent: Tuesday, November 18, 2014 7:40 AM

Tot Smith, Doug

Cc: Brinkley, Bruce; Godfrey, Brannon

Subject: RE: 450 Dinwiddie Street

Thank-you Doug,

Yes, | am frustrated. However, please do not perceive my frustration is directed specifically at yous or your office. We
have just been trying to start a program that has fong been needed in our city with our own, limited resources. During
this process, certain things have beet much more difficult than we think they should be ~ this included. That being said
we alsg understand the world isn't perfect, and things aren’t always ag easy as we wotild like them to be,

’

First, we do not need a ceriificate of occupancy. The only things we need from your office is the sitigle page form that
we provided several weeks ago, and whatever “thumbs up” zoning needs from you so they can provide us a iohing
clearance.

Your office has been helpful and you personally have dedicated much time in our case. My hope however, is that you
can find & way o approve our request to be considered a pre-USBC building. That was our reguest back in August. |
believe there is a clear way for you to make thai determination - one that does 1ot compromise the integrity of yout
position nor places anyone in any undue risk. We have provided evidence that the intent of the Educational wing at
Monumental United Methodist Church was to provide care and education of children of alj ages. In 1852, this put them
in a catepory where certain “codes” were required to be met. Ifis my understanding, based on my conversations with
Richmond and reading your emails, that the only hurdle we must meet is to show that Monumental met those codes
when It was constructed. 1s that correct? s your request with the Fire Marshall and the Code Official o help ahswer
this guestion? Is there anything we can do to help in tiis determination?

: Again, | appreciate your help and hiope you have a great day,
Jizstin

-



Smith, Doug

From: Smith, Doug

Sent: Tuesday, November 18, 2014 11:17 AM
To: Justin Verville'

Cc: Brinkley, Bruce; Godfrey, Brannon
Subject: RE: 450 Dinwiddie Street

Justin,

| cannot sign off on the zoning clearance form you submitted. As | have previously stated, you have provided me no
evidence that more than five children 2 % years of age or less were ever cared for in the building, except during worship
services, at any time over the last 60 years.

f can state with certainty that the building is a pre-USBC building. It appears to be in compliance with the Portsmouth
Building Code under which it was built. Information provided indicates the building was built of fire resistive
construction. Information provided indicates the building was to comply with group E, Educational, formerly known as
group C- Schools in the 1950’s. The building was used and has been used as a church school. No sprinkler system was
required or installed. After checking with both the Fire Marshal’s office and the Maintenance Code Official, there are no
known violations of the Virginia Statewide Fire Prevention Code or the Virginia Maintenance Code.

In accordance with the Portsmouth Building codes of the 1950's, children in lower grades shall be located in the
classrooms nearest the exits.

ftis my interpretation that what you are requesting is considered a Change of Occupancy, which is defined as:

A change in the use or occupancy of any building or structure that would place the building or structure in g different
division of the same group of occupancies or in a different group of occupancies; or a change in the purpose or level of
activity within a building or structure that involves o change in application of the requirements of this code.

That change of occupancy is to an I-4 child care facility. As | have previously stated, | believe a relatively minor alteration
could solve the problem and bring the building into compliance for YOUT purposes.

Please note you have the right of appeal this interpretation as previously informed. Also note that unless there is
additional pertinent information that indicates a change in the facts presented, you should consider this my final word
on the subject.

Kindest regards,

Douplas £ Sitk

Douglas K. Smith, MCP; Building Official
Director of Permits and Inspections

801 Crawford Street, Fourth Floor
Portsmouth, VA, 23704

757-393-8531



FART B - Section I8~
Smith, Doug '

From:; Justin Verville <justin@vervilleventures.coms

Sent; Tuesday, November 18, 2014 5:59 Piv

To: Smith, Doug ‘

Cc: Brinkley, Bruce; Godfrey, Brannon

Subject: RE: 450 Dinwiddie Street

Attachments: Proposed floor plan.pdf: StandardsforLicensedChiIdDayCenters.pdf; ORD Enlargement

and specific measurements.pdf

Poug,
Thanlk-you for vouw further clarification,

We have provided written statemenis from the church’s Pasior, Trusiee’s chairman, and church historian. Fry addition,
we have provided documents which show that part of the reason the building was built was to provide care For chiidren
under the ages of 2 14 years of age. These doctamenis include articles specifically mentioning the need for nmyore space
forinfants. One such article mentioned the demand being greater than 27 such children of “nursery” ape,

That being said, I believe the evidence we need to provide s that which shows the building was intended to care for 5 or

more children under the age of 2 % years of age when it was built, This can easily be accomptished, as followws:

Aitached is the curient Hoor plan of 450 Dinwicidie Street.,, as well as a dociment depicting the intended us e
tmmediately prior to construction. These docurnents were included in the initiaj package | submitted to yois, A you can

© . see, several of the rooms are iabeled nursery — hoth in the cuirent floor plan, as well as the intended plans £ om the

~ eatly 50s. Being iabeled as a nursery, | believe it is safe to assume they are referting io the care of children & elow the
age of 2 Y years, Further, tsing the square footage of these rooms, which is greater than 1000 sq. fl., and the curent
Standards for Licensed Child Day Care Centers {also attached) which specifies that each infant must be: allot ¢ead 25 sq. fi
of space, the space far excerds the 5 child threshold you are requiring. As such, | believe we have demanst -avied that
the building actualiy would have fallen inte the Group specifically for nurserics {Group B, 1 think) in the codes from the
1950s.

l'also belicve the building easily met: all required code atl the time for this Group. |have spoken with Vernors Hodpe in
Richmend, as Fknow you have as well. He believes that this is the only huidlle we are reguired to meet and + hat this
does, in fact, clear the hurdle. I this is still insufficient for you, would you be opposed to scheduling a confe ¢ ence call
between al least the three of us?

Fknow thai you must he becoming as frusirated with me as | am with the process. Please know, though, thz: 1 1 know you
are only being diligent in performing your job. And, | appreciate that., §hope you understand that,  too, an~  anly be
diligent in performing my job as well. My hope s that we can eventually come to an agreement regarding ¢ F=ismatter.

Fhope you have a great day,
fustin
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PART 3-Sechon I,

December 17, 2014

Justin Verville

Operation Restore Dreans
IO Box 2275
Chesapeake, VA 23327

Re: 450 Dinwiddie Street
Dear Justin:

Ivis my understanding that you are in the process ol seeking & use permit fur the Operation
Restore Dreams program we have discussed so ofien, want you © know that ¥ agrec the
program appears worthwhile and do not debate its merits. While I cannot support the idea thal
the building is grandfathered and can be used ax is, L again want (o point out that 1 believe that it
would take only a relatively minor alteration/modification to the building to create an acceptable,
code comphiant environment which would not require the building to be sprinklered. 1 offer
three suggestions helow:

Option 12 Perform a minor inferior alteration that extends your infant care nursery room o the
existing exterior door. Open up the two praposed infant care rooms so that they are ane. In this
way, interior modifications are made that will not trigger any Historic District review,

Option 2: Add an exterior door to the propased infant care raom and open up the (wo proposed
infant care rooms so that they are one. This option will trigger o Historie District review for the
new single exterior door,

Option 3: Add an exterior door 1o botly proposed infant care rooms, thereby avoiding removal of
any portion of the dividing wall separating the two proposed infant care rooms, This option witl
trigger a Historic District review [or the two new exterior doors,

Obviously these are ideas only, and plans would have to be created lo refine them. As you
know, I take a conservative approach to life safety, especially when the most vulnerable among
us, non-ambulatory infants, are at siake,  Modifications of the USBC should take equivaleney,
the spirft, and functional intent of the code into account and assure public health, safety, and
welfare are observed,



December 17, 2014
Mr. Verville

It you wish to use this building for the program, a Virginia Registered Design Professional such
as an architect will have to prepare plans that will show compliance for your proposal. I will
then review the plans for compliance so that a permit can be issued and inspections performed.
Once complete, a Certificate of Occupancy can be issued. I will be glad to meet with the
designer to discuss my thoughts regarding these relatively simple modifications that may resolve
the issue.

If there are any questions, please do not hesitate to contact me at (757) 393-8531

Sincerely, ,

Tt

Douglas K. Smith, MCP: Building Official
Director of Permits and Inspections
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tured Home Safety Regulations (13VAC5-95); except
as provided for in Section 425.

6. Farm buildings and structures, except for a building or
a portion of a building located on a farm that is oper-
ated as a restaurant as defined in Section 35.1-1 of the
Code of Virginia and licensed as such by the Virginia
Board of Health pursuant to Chapter 2 (Section 35.1-11
el seq.) of Title 35.1 of the Code of Virginia. However,
farm buildings and structures lying within a flood plain
or in a mudslide-prone area shall be subject to flood-
proofing regulations or mudslide regulations, as appli-
cable,

7. Federally owned buildings and structures unless federal
law specifically requires a permit from the locality.
Underground storage tank installations, medifications
and removals shall comply with this code in accordance
with federal law.

Off-site manufactured intermodal freight containers,
moving containers and storage conlainers placed on site
temporarily or permanently for use as a slorage con-
tainer, '

‘* 9, Automotive lifts.

yg.

P,

SECTION 103
APPLICATION OF CODE

103.1 General, In accordance with Section 36-99 of the Code
of Virginia, the USBC shall prescribe building regulations lo
be complied with in the construction and rehabililation of
buildings and structures, and the equipment therein.

103.2 When applicable to new construction. Construction
for which a permit application is submitted to the local build-
ing department on or after the effective date of the 2012 edi-
tion of the code shall comply with the provisions of this code,
except for permit applications submitied during a one-year
period beginning on the effective date of the 2012 edition of
the code. The applicant for a permit during such one-year
period shall be permitted to chaose whether to comply with
the provisions of this code or the provisions of the edition of
the code in effect immediately prior to the 2012 edition. This
provision shall also apply to subsequent amendments to this
code based on the effective date of such amendments. In
addition, when a permit has been properly issued under a pre-
vious edition of this code, this code shall not require changes
to the approved canstruction documents, design or construc-
tion of such a building or structure, provided the permit has
not been suspended or revoked.

103.3 Change of occupancy. No change of occupancy shall
be made in any structure when the current USBC requires a
greater degree of accessibility, structural strength, fire protec-
tion, means of egress, ventilation or sanitation. When such a
greater degree is required, the owner or the owner’'s agent
shall comply with the following:

1. When involving Group I-2 or I-3, written application
shall be made to the local building department {or a
new certificate of occupancy and the new certificate of
occupancy shall be obtained prior to the new use of the

2012 VIRGINIA CONSTRUCTION CODE
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structure. When impractical to achieve compliance with
this code for the new occupancy classification, the
building official shall consider modifications upon
application and as provided for in Section 106.3. In
addition, the applicable accessibility provisions of Sec-
tion 1012.8 of Part II of the Virginia Uniform Statewide
Building Code, also known as the “Virginia Rehabilita-
tion Code,” or the “VRC" shall be meL.

Exception: This section shall not be censtrued (o
permit noncompliance wilth any applicable flood
foad or flood-resistant construction requircments of
this code.

9. In other than Group I-2 or I-3, the provisions of the
VRC for change of occupancy shail be mel.

103.4 Additions. Additions to buildings and structures shal
comply with Lhe requirements of this code for new construc-
tion or shall comply with the VRC. An existing building or
structure plus additions shall comply with the height and area
provisions of Chapter 5 and the applicable provisions of
Chapter 9. Further, this code shall not require changes to the
design or construction of any portions of the building or
structure not altered or affected by an addition, unless the
addition has the effect of fowering the current level of safety.

Exceptions:

1. This section shall not be construed to permit non-
compliance with any applicable [lood load or flood-
resistant construction requirements of this code,

2. When this code is used for compliance, existing
structural elements carrying gravity loads shall be
permitted Lo comply with Section 1103 of the fnter-
national Existing Building Code.

103.5 Reconstruction, alteration or repair in Group R-5
occupancies. The following criteria is applicable to recon-
struction, alteration or repair of Group R-5 buildings or struc-
tures:

1. Any reconstruction, alteration or repair shail not
adversely affect the performance of the building or
structure, or cause the building or structure to become
unsafe or lower exisling levels of health and safety.

2. Parls of the building or structure not being recon-
structed, altered or repaired shall not be required 1o
comply with the requirements of this code applicable io
newly constructed buildings or structures.

3. The installation of material or equipment, or both, that
is neither required nor prohibited shall only be required
lo comply with the provisions of this code relating (o
the safe installation of such material or equipment.

4. Materia) or equipment, or both, may be replaced in the
same location with material or equipment of a similar
kind or capacity.

Exceptions:

1. This section shall not be construed to permit non-

compliance with any applicable flood load or flood-
resistant construction requirements of this code.
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CHANGE OF OCCUPANCY. A change in the use or occu-
pancy of any building or structure that would place the build-
ing or structure in a different division of the same group of
occupancies or in a different group of occupancies; or a
change in the purpose or level of activity within a building or
structure that involves a change in application of the require-
ments of this code.

fM] CHIMNEY. A primarily vertical enclosure containing
one or more passageways for conveying flue gases (o the out-
side atmosphere.

CHIMNEY TYPES,

High-heat appliance type. An approved chimney for
removing the products of combustion from fuel-burning,
high-heat uppliances producing combustion gases in
excess of 2000°F (1093°C) measured at the appliance {lue
oullet (sce Section 2113.11.3).

Low-heat appliance type. An approved chimney for
removing the praducts of combustion from fuel-burning,
low-heat appliances producing combustion gases not in
excess of 1000°F (538°C) under normal operating condi-
tions, but capable of pmciucing"_‘,_f‘:omhuslinn guses of
1400°F (760°C) during intermitient Yorces firing for peri-
ods up (0 1 hour. Temperatures shall be measured at the
applinnce flue outlel,

Muasonry type. A ficld-conswucted chimney of solid
MASONEY Wit or SLones,

Medium-heat applisnce type. An approved chimney for
removing the products of combustion from fuel-burning,
medium-heat appliances producing combustion gases nol
exceeding 2000°F (1093°C) measured al the appliance
flue outlet (see Seclion 2113.11.2).

CIRCULATION PATH. An exterior or interior way of pas-
sage [rom one place 1o another for pedestrians,

[F] CLEAN AGENT., Electrically nonconducting, volaile or
gaseous fire extinguishant that dues not feave a residue upon
vaporation.
CLEANOUT. An opening to the boltom of a grout space of
sufficient size and spacing to allow the removal of debris,
CLINIC, OUTPATIENT. Buildings or portions thereof
used to provide medical care on Jess Uhan a 24-hour basis (o
bersons who are not rendered incapable of self-preservation
by the services provided.
[F] CLOSED SYSTEM. The use of a solid or liguid hazard-
ous material involving a closed vessel or system that remains
closed during nortnal operations where vupors emitted by the
Product are not liberated outside of the vessel or system and
:]hpf-;:quducl is not exposed Lo the atmosphere during normal
alions; and all wses of compressed gases. Bxamples of
Closed systems for solids and liguids include product con-

veyed through g piping system info a closed vessel, system or
piece of cquipmendt.

COLt

AR JOINT. fes 1] ins aee bhe
Wythe NT. Vertical longitudinal space between

s of masonry or hetween masonry wythe and backup

2012 VIRGINIA CONSTRUCTION CODE
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construction thai is permitted to be filled with mortar o
grout.

COLLECTOR. A horizontal diaphragm element parallel
and in line with the applied force that collecls and transfers
diaphragm shear forces to {he vertical elements of the lateral-
force-resisting system and/or distributes forces within the
diaphragm.

COMBINATION FIRE/SMOKE DAMPER. A list !
device instulled in ducts and air {ransler openings designed i
close automatically upon the detection of heat and resist the
passage of flame and smoke. The device is installed 1o oper-
ate antomarically, controlled by a smoke detection syslem,
and where required, is cupable of being positioned from a fire
command cenfer

[F] COMBUSTIBLE DUST. Einely divided solid material
that is 420 microns or less in diameter and which, when dis-
persed in air in the proper praportions, could be ignited by o
flame, spurk or other source of ignition. Combustible dust
will pass through a U.S. No. 40 standard sicve.

{I'] COMBUSTIBLE FIBERS. Readily ignitable and free-
burning materials in a fibrous or shredded form, such as
cocoa [iber, cloth, colton, excelsior, hay, hemp, henequen,
istie, jute, kapok, oakum, rags, sisal, Spanish moss, straw,
tow, waslepaper, certain synthetic fibers or other like materi-
als. This definition does not include densely packed baled
cotton.

[I1 COMBUSTIBLE LIQUID. A liguid having a closed
cup flash point ab or ahove 100°F (38°C). Combustible lig-

uids shall be subdivided us follows:

Class IL. Liquuids having a closed cup flash point al or

ahove 100°F (38°C) and below 140°F (60°C).

Class II1A. Liguics having a closed cup flash point at or

above 140°F (GO°C) and below 200°F (93°C).

Class 11EB. Lr‘q’m'ds having a closed cup flash point at or

above 200°F (93°C).

The category of comhustible liguids does not inciude con-
pressed gases or cryogenic fluids.
COMMON PATH OF EGRESS TRAVEL. That portion of
exit access which the occupants are required o Uaverse
hefore two separate and distinet paths of egress travel to lwo
exits are available. Paths that merge are common paths of
travel. Common paths of egress travel shall be included
within the permitled travel distance.

COMMON USE, Interior or exterior cirenlation paths,
rooms, spaces or elements that are not for public use and are
made avaijable for the shared use of two or more people.
[F} COMPRESSED GAS. A material, or mixture of materi-
als, that:
L. Isa gas at 68°F (20°C) or less al 14.7 pounds per square
incl atmosphere (psia) (101 kPa) of pressure; and
2. Has a boiling point of 68°1F 20°C) or less a1 14.7 psia
(101 kPu} which is either liquefied, nonliquefied or in
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USE AND OCCUPANCY CLASSIFICATION

Museums

Places ofreligions worship

Pool and billiard parlors

Wailing areas in transportation terminals

303.5 -Assembly Group A4, Assembly-tses intended for
viewing of indoor sporting évents‘and activifies' with specta-
tor sealing including, but not limited to:

Arenas

Skating rinks
Swinnning pools
Tennis courts

303.6 Assembly Group A-5, Assembly uses intended for
parlicipation in or viewing outdoor activities including, but
not limited 10:

Amusement park struciures
Bleachers

Grandstands

Stadiums

Swimming pools

.

e

SECTION 304
BUSINESS GROUP B

304.1 Business Group B. Business Group B occupancy
includes, among others, the use of a building or structure,iora
portion thereof, for office, professional or servicettype. trans-
actions, including storage of records.and accounts.- Business
occupancies shall include, butmot-be Hmited to, the follow-
ingi

Alrport traffic contro] towers
b Ambulatory care facilities

Animal hospitals, kennéls-and pounds

Bunks

Barber and beauty shops

‘Car wush )

Civic adminisiration

Clinic, owtparient

Dry.cleaning and Taundrics: pick-up and delivery stations
and sell-service _

Educaiional oceupancies for students above the 12th grade

‘Electronic data processing

Laboratories; (esting and research

Motor vehicle showrooms

Post officey

Print shops

Professional services (archiiccts, attorneys, dentists,
physicians, enginecrs, elc.)

-Radio and tclevision stalions

Telephone exchanges

Training and skill development not within a school or
academic program

304.2 Definitions. The following terms are defined in Chap-
ter 2:

AMBULATORY CARE FACILITY.
CLINIC, OUTPATIENT.

32
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FART Y- Section 3

SECTION 305
EDUCATIONAL GROWP E

305.1 Educational Group E, Educational Group E oce
pancy includes, among others, the-use o1 abuilding or sirt
ture, or a portion thereof, by 8ix or more persons alany o
time for educational purposes through th e 12th grade.

305.1,1 Accessory to.places of religious worship. Re

.gious educational Tooms and religiou s abditoriums, ‘whi

are 4tcessary 1o places of religiois worshipin accordan

\\'fifl_’i_l"Se'c[ionj30,3,.';1'.%,l and have ocenpemt loads of less th

100, shall be'classified as‘Croup-A-3 cecupdndias:
305.2 Group i, day-care facilities, “This agroup ingslug
buildings and structures or portions there of aceupicd by mc
than five children older than 2%/, years of age who recei
educational, supervision tn personal care sérvices for few
than 24 hours per day. )

305.2.1 Within places of religious worship, Rooms al
spaces within places of religious wowship pioviding sw
duy care during religious functions shall he classilied
part of the primary occupancy.

305.2,2 Tive of fewer children. A facility having five
fewer children réceiVing such day care shall be classifi
as part of the primary occupancy.

305.2:3 Five or fewer children in a dwelling unit.
facility such as the above within a dvelling anit and ha
Ing five or fewer cliildren teceiving such day care shall |
classified as a-Group. R-3 occupancy or shall comply wi
the International Residential Code.

SECTION 306
FACTORY GROUP F

306.1 Factory Industrial Group F, Fact ory Industrial Grot
F oceupancy includes, among others, the use of a huilding «
stracture, or a portion thereof, for assembling, disassemblin,
Tabricating, finishing, manufacturing, packaging, repair
processing, operations that are nol classified as a Group .
hazardous or Group 8 storage oCcupancy ,

306.2 Moderate-hazard factory industrial, Group F.
Fuctory industrial uses which are not classificd as Faclo
Industrial F-2 Low Hazard shall be classified a5 B-1 Maode:
ate Hazard and shall include, but not be 1i mitwed to, the follow
ing:

Aircraft (manufucturing, nol to include repair)
Appliances

Athletic equipment

Automobiles and other motor vehicles
Bukeries

Beveruges: over 16-percent alcohol content
Bicycles

Boals

Brooms or brushes

Business machines

Cameras and photo equipment

Canvas or similar fabric

Carpets and rugs (includes cleaning)
Clothing

3
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mally occupied only during the daytime and, with
some excaptions, are usually occupied for a set num-
per of hours. The occupants, because of the nature of
the use, are typically alert, ambulatory, conscious,
aware of their surroundings and generally familiar
with the building’s features, particularly the means of
egress. Historically, this occupancy has one of the
betier fire safety records for the protection of life and
praperty.

This section identifies the general characteristics
and lists examples of occupancies that are classified
in Group B. Note that the description recognizes the
need for limited storage spaces that are incidental to
office occupancies. Classrooms and laboratories that
are located in colleges, universitles and academises
for educating students above the 12th grade and that
have an occupant load of less than 50 are classified
in Group B. Classrooms with an occupant load of 50
or more are classified in Group A-3 (see Section
303.4). When lecture facilities for large groups (i.e.,
occupant load of 50 or more) are located within the
same building whefe classrooms with an occupant
lcad less than 80 are found, the buildifg is a mixed
occupancy (Groups A-3 and B) and is subject to the
provisions of Section 508.

While civic administration covers a broad range of
state and local government buildings, many such
buildings will have a variety of uses and need to be
considered under mixed occupancy provisions, Fre-
quently police stations will inciude jails or holding
cells. Fire stations will be a mix of offices, parking and
maintenance facilities for the fire engines and living
spaces for the fire fighters. Often a meeting room that
is apen to the public is also included. This type of
facility is a mix of Group A, B, R and S occupancies.

Ambulatory care facililies are those used to provide
meadical, or similar care, on less than a 24-hour basis
to patients who are rendered incapable of self-preser-
vation (see Section 202). Frequently called “day sur-

‘gery centers” or “ambulatory surgical centers,”

ambulatory care facilities perform procedures that

-render care recipients (patients) temporarily incapa-

ble of self-preservation due to the use of nerve
blocks, sedation or anesthesia. Because of the condi-

tion of the care recipients, the need for medical staff

io stabilize the patients before evacuation and the
use of medical gases such as oxygen and nitrous
Oxide, these types of facilities pose greater fire and
life safety hazards than other business occupancies.
Accordingly, additional fire protection and means of
8gress requirements specific to ambulatory care are
Provided in Section 422.

Fagilities that provide medical services for inpatient
Care where the care reciplents (patients) stay for
Mmore than 24 hours would be classified as Group |-2.

uildings used as sleep clinics would be classified as
Group B since these spaces are not typical dwelling
Or sleeping units where people live, the occupanis
ara assumed to be capable of self-preservation and
€ occupants are not living in a supervised environ-
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ment. Although the patients in a sleep clinic may be
sleeping, they can be easily awakened and alerted io
an emergency as compared to the patienis at an
ambulatory care facility.

Training and skill development is classified as a B
occupancy due fo the similarity in use of spaces to
education above the 12th grade and with professional
consultation. Often unions provide training facilities
for their members so they can keep up with new
materials and updates of regulations. Other facilities
can provide one-on-one tutoring such as remedial
reading or math skills for students. Where those
receiving the training or skili development are of the
ages typically associated with grades 12 or earlier,
the determination of the appropriate classification
requires the building official to consider whether the
training is given to larger groups in a classroom set-
ting or part of a traditional educational program. The
presence of children does not automatically mean a
classification as a Group E.

304.2 Befinitions. The following terms are defined in Chap-
ler 2:

AMBULATORY CARE FACILITY.
CLINIC, OUTPATIENT.

“+ This section lists terms that are specifically associ-
ated with the subject matter of this section. It is im-
portant to emphasize that these terms are not exclu-
sively related to this section but may 6r may not also
be applicable where the term is used elsewhere in
the code.

Definitions of tarms can help in the understanding
and application of the code requirements. The pur-
pose for including a list within this chapter is to pro-
vide more convenigni access to terms which may
have a specific or limited application within this chap-
ter. For the complete definition and associated com-
mentary, refer back to Chapter 2, Terms thal are
italicized provide a visual identification throughoul the
code that a definition exists for that term. The use and

application of all defined terms are set forih in Section
201.

SECTION 305
EDUCATIONAL GROUP E

305.1 Educational Group E. Educutional Group B occu-
pancy includes, among olhers, the use of a building or strue-
ture, or a portion thereof, by six or more persons al uny one
time lor educational purposes through the 12th grade.

< The risks to life safety in this occupaney vary with the
composition of the facilities and also with the ages of
the occupants. In general, children require more safe-
guards than do older, more mature persons,
This section identifies the criteria for classification
of & building in Group E. The two fundamental char-
acteristics of a Group E facility are as foliows:

1. The facility is occupied by more than five per-
sons (excluding the instructor); and
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2. The purpose of the facility is for educating per-
sons at the 12th-grade level and below, but not
including more than five occupants 2'/, years of
age or less,

Occupancies used for the education of persons
above the 12th grade level are not included in Group
E. These facilities are occupied by adults who are not
expected to require special supervision, direction or
instruction in a fire or other emergency. By the same
measure; however, they also are not closely super-
vised. Therefore, classrooms and laboratories
located in colleges, universities and academies for
students above the 12th grade are classified in Group
B, because the occupancy characteristics and poten-
tial hazards fo life safety present in these facilities
more nearly resemble those of a business accupancy
than educational occupancy. Please note, lecture
halls for students above the 12th grade with an occu-
pant load of 50 or more are classified in Group A-3
(see Section 303.4).

it is commaon for a school to also have gymnasiums
(Group A-3), auditoriums (Group A-1), libraries
(Group A-3), offices (Group B) and storage rooms
(Group S-1). When this oceurs, the building is consid-
ered as a mixed occupancy condition and is subject
to the provisions of Section 508. In accordance with
Section 303.1.3, assembly spaces, such as the gym-
nasium, auditorium, library and cafeteria, do not have
to be considered separate occupancies if used for
school purposes {see commentary, Section 303.1.3}.
For such assembly functions to be considered part of
the primary Group E occupancy, the assembly func-
tions must be anciliary and supportive 1o the educa-
tional operation of the building.

305.1.1 Accessory to places of religious worship. Religious
educational rooms and religious auditoriums, which are
accessory Lo places of religious worship in accordance with
Section 303.1.4 and have sccupant loads of less than 100,
shall be classified as Group A-3 occupancies.

% In places of religious worship, worship halls, religious
educational rooms and religious auditoriums are
often all provided in the same building complex. Such
religious educationa! rooms and auditoriums are not
to be considered separate occupancies (i.e., Group
E) (see commentary, Section 303,1.4).

305.2 Group E, day care facilities. This group includes
huildings and siructures or portions thereof occupied by more
than five children older than 2Y, years of age who recejve
educational, supervision or personal care services for lewer
than 24 hours per day.

< Group E day care occupancies include facilities
intended to be used for the care and supervision of
more than five children older than 2'/, years of age
where individual care is for a period of less than 24
hours per day. Day care centers are a special con-
cern since they are generally ocoupied by preschool
children who are less capable of responding to an
emergency. The hazards found in a day care center
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are far greater than in normal educational facilitieg
nat so much because of the occcupant or fuel load, bui
because of the inability of the occupants to respong
Per Section 1015.6 these day care facilities with morg
than 10 children must be provided with two meansg of
agress.

Children 2Y, years of age or less usually are not

able to recognize an emergency situation, may not 4

respond appropriately or simply may not be able {4
egress withaut assistance; thus, facilities that have

more than five children 2Y, years of age or less arg _

classified as child care facilities and consldered to be
Group 1-4 (see Section 308.8) unless the provisions.
of Sections 308.6.1 through 308.6.4 allow for a diffar:
ent classification.

305.2.1 Within places of religious worship. Rooms ané

spaces within places of religious worship providing such day
care during religious functions shall be classified as part of

the primary occupancy.
“ Cry rooms and other types of child care areas within

places of worship need not be classified as Group E:

day care facilittes. Such rooms and spaces may take
on the classification of the primary occupancy, which
in most cases would be Group A-3. The limited occu-
pant load makes the need for classification as a
Group E occupancy unnecessary.’

305.2.2 Five or fewer children. A fucility having live or
fewer children receiving such day care shall be classified as
part of the primary oceupancy.

“ Where a child care facility has no more than five chil-
dren receiving care at any one time, tha classification -
of the main cccupancy may extend to the child care
use. The limited number of occupants requiring cara
services does notiwarrant classification as a separate
and distinct occupancy from that of the major use.

305.2.3 Five or fewer children in a dwelling unit. A fucil-

ity such as the abave within a dwelling unit and having five or

fewer children receiving such day care shall be classified as @
droup R-3 occupancy or shall comply with the Iternational

Rexidential Code.

“ Where the child care services are performed within a
single-family dwelling or within a dwelling unit of a
two-family dwelling, residential provisions are appli-
cable provided the number of children receiving care
does not exceed five. The facility may be classified
under the code as a Group R-3 occupancy or may be
regulated under the provisions of the Imernational
Residential Code® (IRC®). Where this use ocours
within a dwelling unit of a Group R-2 multi-family
building, it is expected that the child care facility be
considered as an extension of the Group R-2 classifi-
cation as addressed In Section 305.2.2.

SECTION 306
FACTORY GROUP F

J06.1 Factory Industrial Group F. Factory [ndustrial Group
F uccupaney includes, among others, the use of a building oF,

-
Q&4
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installed in accordance with Section 903.3.:1.3 or with Sec-
Aion P2904 of the IRC, ‘

308.4 Group 1-2. This oceu paricy shall include buildings and

structures used for' medical care on a’24-hour basis for more

than five persons who.are incapable of seli-preservation. This
- group shall include, but not be Jimjted {0, the following:

‘Convalescent facilitics
Deloxification facilities
Foster care lacilitics
Hospice lacilitics.
Hospituls
Nursing homes,
Psychiatric hospitals i
Exeeption: Hospice facilities occupied by 16 orTess occu-
pants, excluding stall; are permitted 1o be classified as
Group R-4.
308.4.1 Five or fewer persons receiving eare, A facility
such as the above with five or fewer persons receiving
such care shall be classificd as Group R-3 or shal comply
with the International Residential Code provided an anro-
matic sprinkler-system is installed in aceardanee with Sec-
tion 903.3.1.3 or with Section P2904 of the huernational
Residential Code.

308.5 nstitutional Group I:3, This occupancy shall include
buildings und structures that -are inhabited by mare than five
persons who are under resiraint orisecurity. An.J-3 Tacility is
occupied by persons who are generally incapable. of self-
preservation duc 0 securily measures nol under the ocou-
pants® control. This group shall include, but not be Jimiied to,
the foliowing:

!

Correctional centers

Detention centers

Jails

Prerelease centers

Prisons

Reformatories

Buildings of Group I-3 shall be classilied as one of the
accupaney conditions indicated in Sections -308.5.1 through
K.5.5 (see Scetion 408.1),

308.51 Condition 1. This occupanty condition shall
include buildings in which free movement is allowed {rom
sleeping arcas, and other spaces where aceess or occu-
pancy is permitted, to the extertor via means of epress
without restraint. A Condlition 1 facility is permitted o be
canstricied as Group R,

J8.5.2 Condition 2. This occupancy condition shall
include buildings in which free movement is allowed from
steeping arcas and any other occupicd smoke compartment
to anc or more other smoke cotpariments. Egress to the
exterior is impeded by Tocked exits.

308.5.3 Condition 3. This occupancy condition shall
include buildings in which free movement is allowed
within individua! smoke compartments, such as within a
residentinl unit comprised of individunl siceping units and
group activity spaces, where egress is impeded by remote-
controfled releuse of means of egress {rom such a smoke
compariment W another smoke compartment.

3-10

PART Y- Section Y

308.5.4 Condition 4. This occupancy condition sh:
include buildings in which {ree. movement is.restricte
front an oceupicd space. Remote-controlied release is pr
vided to permit movement from sleeping units, activi
spaces und other occupicd arcas within the smoke cor,
pariment (o other smoke compartmenis.

308.5.5 Condition 5. This occuparicy condition sha
include buildings. in which frec magvement is restricie
from an occupied space; Stafi-controiled manual release
provided (o permit movemenl from sleeping units, activit
spaces and other occupied arcas. within the smoke con
partment {0 ather smoke compartments.

308.6 Institutional Group I-4, day care facilitics. Th
group shall include buildings and structures aceupied b
more than five persons of any age who receive enstodial can
for fewer than 24 hours per duy by persons other than parery
or guardians, relatives by blood, mamiage or adoption, and i
a place other than the home.of the person cored for. Th
group shall include, but nof be limited 1o, the following:

Adult day care
Child day care

Exception: Family day homes under Section 310.9.
308.6.1 Classification as Group I, A child day care Tacil
ity that provides care for more than [ive but no more tha
100 children 2, years or Tess of age, where the rooms j
which the children are caied for are locuted on a leved ¢
exit discharge serving such rooms and ‘each of these chils
care rooms has an exit doar directly to the exterior, shal
be classified as Group E.

308.6.2 Within a place of religious worship, Romns ane
spaces within pluces of religions worship providing suel
are during religious Tunetions shalt be clussilied ay parl o
the prinvary oceupancy.

308.6.3 Five or fewer persons receiving care. A facility
having five or fewer persons receiving custodial care shal
be classificd as part of the primary accupancy.

308.6.4 Five or fewer persons receiving eare in a dwell
ing unit. A Tacility such as the ahove within o dwelling
unit and having five or fewer persons receiving cusroclia
care shall be classilicd os a Group R-3 oceupgney or shal
comply with the International Residentiul Code.,

SECTION 309
MERCANTILE GROUP W

309.1 Mereantile Group M. Mercantile Group M occupancy
includes, wnong others, the use of 1 building or structure or ¢
purtion thereof, for the display and sade of merchandise and
involves stocks of goods, wares or merchandise incidental tc
such purposes and accessible to the public, Mercantile occu-
puncies shall include, but not be limiled to, the following:

Department stores

Drug stores

Markets

Motor fucl-dispensing facilities
Retail or whalesule stores
Sales rooms

©
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* MOVEMENT FROM ALL SLEEPING ROOMS AND OTHER OCCUPANGY ROOMS VWITHIN A SMOKE COMPARTMENT TO OTHER SMOKE
COMPARTMENTS 18 CONTRCLLED BY REMOTE CONTROL RELEASE. ROOMS TO THE EXTERIOR MAY REQUIRE KEY OPERATION.,

Figure 308.5.4
CONDITION 4

\L SLEEPING

ROOMS
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308.5.5 Condition 5. This occupancy condition shall include
buildings in which free movement is restricted from an oceu-
pied space. Staff-controlled manual release is provided (o
permit moveinent from sleeping units, activity spaces' and
olher nceupied a.. ns within the smoke compartment w ather
sike compartments,

+ Condition 5 areas are those in which the persons
being secured or restrained are not allowed free
movement to any other . om or space within a smoke
compartment (as createa by smoke barriers) to
anather smoke compartment or to the exterior (exit
discharge) unless the locking device controlling their
area of confinement is manually released by a staif
member. Once released from an Individual space, a
staff member is responsible for unlociing all dooars
from that focation to the next smoke compartment.
This is the most restrictive occupancy enndition, as
each secured person must be released on an individ-
ual basis and escorted to other areas.

Condition 5 facilities are most often used for maxi-
mum securily or solitary confinement areas where the
persons are considered to be dangsrous to others,
including staff members, and cannot safely be han-
dled in large groups (see Figure 308.5.5),

308.6 Institutional Group [-4, day care Facilities. This
group shall include buildings and structures occupied by
more than five persons of any age who receive custodial care
for fewer than 24 hours per day by persons other than parel's

3-28

or guardians, relatives by blood, marriage or aduption, and in;
a place other than the home of the person cared for, Ti
group shall include, but not be Himited to, the following:

Adult day care
Child day care ™4,

Group |-4. Group -4 facilities are less restrictive in'i
some of the requirements (e.g., height and area) than i
the other Group | accupancies. Group I-4 faciliies are
intended to be used for less than 24 hours and aret
not intended to provide medical supervision, Dayj
care facilities are not intended to be a residence for
the people receiving care. The staff members are
assumed not to be related to the individuals in the
day care facilities. The premise of the provigions 18
that the numbers receiving care are exclusive of stafl
The care recipients in a Group 1-4 occupancy are not
expected to respond to an emergency without physk
cal assistance from others. Group -4 occupancles
inctude both adult day care and child day care. ;
Adult care faclliies are assumed to be for peoplé -
other than children that require some type of |:;er80ﬂE‘t ®
care (l.e., nonmedical). A facility where adults gathe’ "
for social activities such as a community center of 8
YMCA is not an adult care facility (Group I) and would
be regulated under other provisions of the cod® (4

{Group A-3 or B). In addition, there must be more '



ihan five adults accommodated in the facility and they
must not be related in any manner. The classification
of Group -4 for an adult day care facility does not
apply to facilities that provide services for adults who
are capable of responding to an emergency unas-
sisted. In that case, the facility is simply classified into
the occupancy group it most resembles. A facility pro-
! yiding a similar degree of custodial care for children
it onalessthan a 24-hour-per-day basis would he con-
% gsidered as a Group |-4 day care facitity.

e 308.6.1 Classification as Group E. A child day care facility
that provides care for more than five but no more than 100
children 2!/, years or less of age, where the rooms in which
i the children are cared for are located on a level of exit dis-
% charge serving such rooms and each of these child care
" rpoms has an exit door directly to the exterior, shall be classi-
fied as Group E.

& Children 2, years of age or less are not typically
capable of independently responding to an emer-
gency and must be led or carried to safety. Under
such circumstances, the children are considered non-
ambulatory. Therefore, a Group |-4 classification is
given to those facllities where six or more toddlers
andfor infants receive custodia! care for less than 24
hours per day. A similar condition is found in Group |-
2 occupancies where the young children stay for
extended periods of time. The distinguishing factor
between the two occupancies is the amount of time
the facility provides care for each individual. Group |-
2 facilities provide care on a 24-hour basis while in
Group |-4 facilities, individual care must be less than
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24 hours. It is also assumed that medical supervision
is not present in Group |-4 facilities.

A child care facility in which the number of children
whose age does not exceed 2/, years is greater than
five but not more than 100 is permitted to be classi-
fied as Group E, provided the children are all located
in rooms on the level of exit discharge that serve such
rooms and alt of the rooms have exit doors directly to
the exterior. This exception is only applicable to
rooms and spaces used for child care and is not
intended to apply to accessory spaces such as rest-
rooms, offices and kitchens, Many day care facilities
primarily catering to those under primary school age
tend to divide the children into three general catégo-
ries based on state laws and regulations, These
include infant, toddler and preschoal.

Some variations do occur in that larger day care
facilities will have transition rooms for mobile infants
or pre-K oriented rooms for those entering kindergar-
ten. But basically there is a mixiure of children 2'/,
years or less and older children. The older children
can automatically be in a facility classified 4s a Group
E occupancy, but for the younger children the excep-
tion as discussed above would need to be applied to
classify the entire occupancy as Group E, The total
number of children can exceed 100 and the Group E
classification is retained, provided that the number of
children 2/, years or less is limited to 100 or fewer.
The infant and toddler rooms would need to have
exits directly to the outside on the level of exit dis-
charge. if the exception is not applied, the entire facil-
ity would need to be classified as Group |-4 or a

5 i B e A .
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+ MOVEMENT FROM A S1LEEPING ROOM AND QTHER OCCUPIED ROOMS WITHIt A SMOKE COMPARTMENT
AND BETWEEN SMOKE COMPARTMENTS 18 CONTROLLED BY STAFF.

Figure 308.5.5
CONDITION 5
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mixed occupancy classification would be necessary.

By permitting the facility to be classified as Group
E, the building would not be required to be sprin-
klered unless the fire area was greater than 12,000
square feet (115 m?). A Group |-4 facility would be
required to be sprinklered regardless of the area. But
as a Group E occupancy, panic hardware would be
required in rooms and spaces exceeding 50 occu-
pants.

308.6.2 Within a place of religious worship. Rooms and
spaces within places of religiows worship providing such care
during religious functions shall be classified as part of the pri-
mary occupancy.

< The Group |-4 provisions do not apply to places of
religious worship simply providing care services dur-
ing worship and related religious functions. If the
space is used at other times simply as a day care
facility, then it would be classified as Group |-4 or E
as applicable.

308.6.3 Five or fewer persons receiving care. A fucility
having five or fewer persons receiving custodial care shall be
classified as parl of the primary oceupancy.

“ Where five or fewer persons receive custodial care in
a facility other than a dwelling unit, the classification
of the care area is to be consistent with that of the pri-
mary occupancy. The limited number of care recipi-
ents reduces the hazard level to the point that
classification as a Group 1-4 occupancy is not war-
ranted.

308.6.4 Five or [ewer persons receiving care in a dwelling

unit. A Facilily such as the above within a dwelling unit and

having five or fewer persons receiving eustodial care shali be
classified as a Group R-3 oceupancy or shall comply with the

International Residential Code.

< Buildings that have five or fewer persons receiving
custodial care within a dwelling unit are to be classi-
fied as Group R-3, or shall be constructed in accor-
dance with the IRC. The assumption is that this type
of activity is possible in a residential environment
where one or more family members require the high
ievel of care regulated by Section 308.6. Please note
similar provisions for Group E occupancies as well as
Groups I-1 and I-2.

i

» SECTION 309
MERCANTILE GROUP M

309.1 Mercantile Group M. Mercuantile Group M occupancy

includes, among olhers, the use of a building or structure ora °

portion thereof, for the display and sale of merchandise and
involves stocks of goods, wares or merchandise incidental to
such purposes and accessible to the public. Mercantile oceu-
pancies shall include, but not be limited Lo, the following:

Department stores

Drug stores

Markets

Motor fuel-dispensing facilities

3-30

“The characteristics of occupancies classifigg

Retni] or wholesale stores
Sales rooms

Group M are contained in this section. Becaugg
cantile occupancies normally involve the displg
saie of large quantities of combustible merchang
the fuef load in such facilities can be relatively |;
potentially exposing the occupanis (customerg q
sales personnel) to a high degree of fire hazarq. Mafs
cantile operations often attract large crowds {partt ’~1r
larly in large depariment stores and covered 3#&
open malls and especially during weekends ang bl
days). There are two factors that alleviate the rigkg
life safety: the occupant load normally has a Iow:‘ﬁj@
moderate density and the occupants are alert, moy,
and able to respond in &n emergency situation, Thy
degree of openness and the organization of the retj;
display found in most mercantile occupancies g
generally orderly and do not present an unusuaj dif
culty for occupant evacuation. ‘ i

Listed here are general descriptions of the kindg
occupancies that are classified in Group M. Merca
tile buildings most often have both a moderate agg
pant load and a high fuel load, which is in the form of
furnishings and the goods being displayed, storeg
and sold [see Figure 309.1(1)]. ‘

The key. characteristics that ditferentiate occupa
cies classified in Group M from those classified inji28
Group B (see Section 304) are the larger quantity of
goods or merchandise availabie for sala and the la
of familiarity of the occupants with the building, part
ularly its means of egress. To be classified in Gro
M, the goods that are on display must be accessiblé
to the public. If a patron sees an item for sale, thenﬂé
that item is generally available for purchase at that: i
time (i.e., there is a large stock of goods). I a storg
allows people tor ges the merchandise but it is noli
available on the premises, such as an automobilg;
showroom, then the occupancy classification of bust
ness (Group B) should be considered. A mercantil
building is open to the public, many of whom may noti
be regular visitars. A business building, however, |
primarily occupied by regular employees who ar
familiar with the bullding atrangement and, mOSE s
importantly, the exits. This awareness of the bulldin
and the exits can be an important factor in a fir
amergency.

Automotive, fleet-vehicle, marine and self-servic
fuel-dispensing facilities, as defined in the IFC, &
classified in the mercantile occupancy, as are th
convenience stores often assoclated with such oct
pancies [see Figure 309.1(2)]. Quick-lube, tune-U
muffler and tire shops are not included in this classif
cation. Those facilities that typically conduct autom®
tive service and repair work are treated as a ropalf
garage {Group S-1, also defined in the IFC). .

Simply because a building containing a mercarntiie”’
type occupancy has a dense occupant foad does N0
necessitate the need to classify the building as &"
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FIRE PROTECTION SYSTEMS

tics are manufuctured, stored or handled in quantities
exceeding 100 puunds (45 kg).

[F} TABLE 903.2,5.2
. . GROUP H-5 SPRINKLER DESIGN CRITERIA

OCCUPANCY HAZARD
LOCATION CLASSIFICATION

Fabrication arcas Ordinary Hazard Group 2

Service corridors Ordinary Hazird Group 2

Storage roams withou dispensing | Ordinary Hazard Group 2,

__Storage rooms with dispensing Extra Hazard Group 2

Corridors rdinary Hazard Group 2

IF} 903.2.6 Group L. An auroniic sprinkler sysiem shall
e provided thronghout all buildings with a Group I fire
area,

Exceptiois:

1. An awlomatic sprinkler sysiem instailed in aced W=
dance with Seetion 903.3,1,2 shall he permitled
in Group I-1 Condition 1 fucilitics,

2. An aitomatic sprinkier Aystem s nol reqguirel
where Group Td day care facilities are ot the fevel
of it diselienge and where every room where
care s provided has st least one exil door

3. In buildings where Graup 14 day care is pro-
vided an devels ol 1han the Jeve! of exit cis-
charec, an automendy sprinkler svsrem i
aceordame with Section 903.3.0.1 shal be
installed on the entire floor where care s pra
vided and all floors berween e Tevel of eare and
the Teved of exir diseharee and il floors helow
ihe fevel of enit diseharge, other than areas classi-
fied as an dpen parking parage.

4. An wmttonemic sprinfier sysiem shull not be
required for open-sided or chain link-sided biild-
inps and overhangs over excreise yards 200
serare feet (18,58 m®) or Tess in Group 1-3 facili-
ties, provided such buildings and overhangs mre
of nonemnbusiible construction.

W3.2.7 Group M., An amomalic sprinkler sysiem shall he
provided throughont huildings contiining a4 Group M
aceupancy where one of the following conditions exisis:

LA Group M fire area exceeds 12,000 square feel
(1115,

2. A Group M fire arca is Tocated more than three sto-
rics above grade plane,

3. The combined aren of all Group M fire areas on al]
flowrs, including any mezzanines, exceeds 24,000
squatre feet (2230 ),

[¥] 903.2.7.1 High-piled storage. An antomatic sprin-

kler system shall be provided in accordance with (e

hiternational Fire Code in all huildings of Group M

where storage of merchandise is in high-piled or rack

storape arrays,

WT Yo Section &

%3.2.8 Group R, An aulomalic sprinkler sysien §
in accordance with Section 9033 shal] be

throughout all buildings with o Group R fire arey
for Group R-2 aceupancics listed in (e exeeption
section when the necesshry WilCE pressure or v

both, for the system is not available:
Exceptions:

1. Group R-2 occupaneies that do noy exce
stories, including basements that ire noy
ered as a story ahove grade, and with n my
of 16 dwelling unity per fire area, Bacly d
unit shall have at least one dooy openiny
exierior exil access thal leads directly 1o
required Lo serve that dwelling unit.

2. Group K-2 oceupancies where gl dwellin
are nat more than two stories dhove {jye
level of exit discharge and o e (ly
story below the highest Tevel of exig disch;
exits serving the dwelling unit and g gy
fire barrier is provided beiween eieh
dhwelling units. Bach bedroom of 4 thormit
bourding house shall he considered o du
unit under this excepion,

903.2.8.1 Group R-3. An tutomatic, sprinkler g
dnstalied in aceordanec with Section 903.3.1.3 gl
penmitied in Group R-3,
203,282 Group R4 Condition 1. i
sprinkler system installed in accordance ..
H03.3.1.3 shall be perined jn Group B-4 Co..
N3.2.8.3 Group R4 Condition 2, An aute
sprinkier system instulled iy seeordance with S
H03.3.1.2 shall be permined jn Group R4 Condit
Altics shall be protecied in aceordanee with St
903.2.8.3.1 or 903.2.8.3,2.
903.2.8.3.1 Attics nsed fop living purposes,
age or fuct fired equipment. Attics vsed for |
purpases, storuge ar fuel fired equipment she
profected throughom with seomatie sprinkler
tem installed i aceordanee with Sectjon 9033,

M3.2.8.3.2 Atlices mot nsed for living purp
storage, or fuel fired equipment. Ajties not
for Tiving purposes, siompe, ar fuel fired eepif
shall be protected in accordance wigh ane of th
Jowing:

L Attics protecied throughou by o hea del-
system wranged 1o activaie the building
alarm system in aceordanee with  Se
9(17.2,10.

2. Auics constructed of noncombustible on
uls,

3. Adlies constructed  of  fire-retardan-tre
woud friaming comiplying with Section 23

/O
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‘IRE PROTECTION SYSTEMS

~aper when they burn, pyroxylin plastics burn at a
rate as much as 15 limes greater than comparable
common combustibles. When burning, these materi-
als release highly flammable and toxic combustion
byproducts. Consequently, cellulose nitraie fires are
very difficult to control. Although this section specifies
a sprinkler threshold quantity of 100 pounds, the
need for additional fire protection shouid be consid-
ered for pyroxylin plastics in any amount.

Although the code includes cellulose nitrate “film"
in its requirements, celiulose nitrate motion picture
film has not been used in the United Staies since the
1950s. All motion picture film produced since that
time is what is typically called “safety film.” Conse-
quently, the only application for this section relative to
motian picture film is where it may be used in labora-
tories or storage vaults that are dedicated to film res-
toration and archives. The protection of these
facilities is addressed in Sections 306.2 and 6504.2,
bath in the IFC.

1] 903.2.6 Group L An auwtomatic sprinkler system shall be
yrovided Uroughout buildings with a Group I fire area.

Exceptions:

1. An aulomatic sprinkler system installed in accor-
dance with Scclion 903.3.1.2 shail be permitied in
Group I-1 facilities.

. An utomatic sprinkler system installed in accor-
dunce with Section $03.3.1.3 shall be allowed in
Group [-1 facilities when in compliance with all of
the following:

2.1. A hydraulic desipn information sign s
logated on the system riser;

2.2, Exception 1 of Section 903.4 is not applied;
and

2.3, Systems shall be maintained in accordance
with the requirements of Section 903.3.1.2,

3. Ao awtomatic sprinkler system is not required where
day care [acilities are at the level of exit discharge
and where every room where care is provided has at
least one exterior exit door.

4. In buildings where Group [-4 day care is provided
on levels other than the level of exit discharge, an
enctomeriic sprinkler system in accordance with Sec-
tion 903.3.1.1 shall be instulled on the entire floor
where care is provided and all floors belween Lhe
fevel of care and the level of exit discharge, all
floors below the level of exit discharge, other than
areas clagsified as an open parking garage,

* The Group | occupancy is divided into four individual
occupancy classifications hased on the degree of
detention, supervision and physical mobility of the

~oupants. The evacuation difficulties associated
i1 the building occupants creates the need to incor-

" porate a defend-in-place philosophy of fire protection
in occupancies of Group |. For this reason, all such
occupancies are to be protected with an automatic
sprinkler system.

9-12

-detention and correctional occupancies. SPECIal

Of particufar note, this Section encompasseg
Group -3 occupancies where more than five Persong
are detained. There has been considerable conpy,
versy concerning the use of automatic sprinklerg in
design considerations can be taken into account ¢4
alleviate the perceived problems with sprinklers
sleeping units. Sprinklers that reduce the likelihoog of
vandalism as well as the potential to hang oneself grg
commercially available. Knowledgeable designerg
can incorporate certain design features to increage
reliability and decrease the likelihood of damags g
the system. _

Group [-4 occupancies would include either adyj;.
only care facilities or occupancies that provide per-
sonal care for more than five children 2'/, years o
age orless on a less than 24-hour basis. Because the
degree of assistance and the time needed for egresg
cannot be gauged, an automatic sprinkler system s
required.

There are four exceptions to this section. Exception |
1 permits Group |-1 occupancies to be protected
throughout with an NFPA 13R system instead of an
NFPA 13 system,

Exception 2 allows the use of an NFPA 13D sprin-
kler system instead of a standard NFPA 13 sprinkier
system, but with several conditions specified. The
conditions noted basically relate the system more
closely 1o an NFPA 13R system with requirements for
monitoring and maintenance and availability docu-
ments describing the hydraulic design for the system.
The exception recognizes the perceived mobility of
the occupants in a Group 1-1 facility as well as the
basic life-safety intent to protect the main occupiabie
areas. However, use of this exception would resuit in
the building not qualifyingsas a fully sprinkiered build-

ing in accordance with NFPA 13 for any applicable
code alternatives.

Exception 3 exempts sprinkler systems completely
if the day care center is at the level of exit discharge
and every room has at least one exterior exit door.
Note that day cares to which this section applies are
considered by Section 308.6.1 to be Group E occu-
pancies. An automatic sprinkler system would not be
required unless dictated by the requirements in Sec-
tion 903.2.2 (see the commentary for Section
308.6.1).

Exception 4 is also related to day cares that are stil
classified as Group {-4 by nature of the location in the
building. In that case, an NFPA 13 system would be
required on the floor where the center is located and
all ficors between and including the level of exit dis-
charge. This is less stringent than the main require-
ment in Section 903.2.6 that requires the entire
building to be sprinklered, As defined in Section 202,
a Group -4 child care facility located at the level of
exit discharge and accommodating no more than 100
children, with each child care room having an exlt
directly to the exterior, would be classified as a Group
E occupancy. :

-
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AR PART Y - Seediom ¢

SECTION 406—GROUP “C“—SCHOOLS

406.1 — SCOPE

Buildings in -which people come together for education or in-
structional putposes shall be classified in Group. “C” — School Oc-
cupany, | ’ : ' - :

Group C - School Occupancy shall include, among others, the

following: _
Schools Universities
Colleges . . . - Academles
406.2 — EXCEPTION o ' v

Parts of buildings used for the congregating or gathering of 75
or more persons it one room shall be classified as in Group E —
Assembly ‘Occupancy—(see Section 408), regardless of whether such
gathering is of an educational or instructionial nature or not. o

Schools for business or vocational training shall be classified in
the same occupancies and conform to the same requirements as
the trade, vocation .or business taught. S
40¢.3 — PROTECTIVE REQUIREMENTS, GROUP «“C» OCCUPANCY

SECTION

1.-Allowable Height and Arvea ... . . e
Heights and Areas are based upon type of construetion used.

2."Types of Construction ... _ O 601 to 609, inclusive

3. Exit Requirements ... ____ . 1101 to 1120, ‘inclusive -
4. Protection-of Vertical Openings ;- ___ . 701 to 7014, inclusive
5. Protection of Wall Openings ... -703 to 703.7, inclusive

-6. Sprinklers and Standpipes Requi~ed ~rive 801 to 902, inclusive,

6
7. Mixed 'Occupancy. Separations ...___ . g 412 °
8. Light, Ventilatior and Sanitation e : 2001 £0. 2002, inclusive
9. Heating Requirements ... _ —.Chapter. VIII

. 4064 — SPECIAL. REQUIREMENTS, GROUP “¢» OCCUPANCY.

- _ SECTION"

L. Separation of Boiler or Furnace Rooms SR . | ) .3
2. Non-combustible Stairways Required SV § 11 . S
3. Corridors ..o SRR & & |
4. Not less than Unilateral Light shall be required . 20015 .

9. No classroom shall occupy basement room fifty (50) percent
below ground level. "

L

R

St
s

. e

§- Every heating appliance which produces an unprotected’ open

flame shall be prohibited. ., "t
1. Gas Feed Lines, Protection Required: . AU
3. .Storage and handling of flammable liquids: shall be prohibited,

1 N EalR B

809

9. Where permanent motion .picture projectors are used. booths .

shall be provided,. as set fo

10. Small children shall be on f
. Xn buildings' of other than
below the fifth grade shall

rth in Section 512.25.

irst floor, = - "
Type I and II construction, - children
not cccupy any classroom above the

first floor. 'The lower grades shall be located in the classrooms

nearest the exits.

36

ﬁr3



R AL T N ST o LYY, S A 7

(T o))

oy

SIS

TR ST T T YRR TR R TORTR R

.

E.mﬂwa ur S3LI0)S BIOW IO 93 ‘(sTootos)

O dnoxn e E wnoawsouﬁ pasn aq :mnw nosusﬁmnou wzammwu.w.a uoﬁﬁ& .uzo:.mno um.mma IWiis
, . -('g'Z0¥

uonveg 893) m:ﬁmwn uByy I3yl wmon.:a Jaqlo Aue 0¥ vmmn ﬁ huﬁm Se JUNod [[eys E@Ewmmm* :

ponnuIed JoN co.o.m 0og's oML, souRLY wo_o&l...:y 2dA],
pourusad 30N 0008 . 000'0T . ony, | wAreupio—AadAg,
Pt g 10N .ooo.w e ooo.oﬁ - maﬁ. L. *o_nﬁm:nsoo.:ozkﬁ.. am?
PoNRAg 10N 0008 . oo0'0r . omy (IPqUIL, AASI—IIT 24K, &5
JWr ON  JWurT oN Jwry oN 708 | . dApsisey-aIL{—II ad4y,
IWFT ON  JFWPION  JWryoN WWrT ON ) Jooxdaarg—7 adAL
S9LIQIS SOLI0)S Ki0g 31N
om], J2AQ oMJ, aup L1038
(‘37 "bs) JooLq Jog eaIVY #»POS]1 UononInsued adAy,
SVAHV TIIVMOTIV | " SLHDISH HTEVMOTIV .

SNOMLOISLSTY VAUV ANV LHOIEH—AONVIN0I0 TOOHOS (J» dNOUAD "S90F




23K

A SRR |
SECTION 406—GROUP “C"—SCHOOLS

406.1 — SCOPE
Bulldings in which people come together for education or in-
structional purposes shall he olassified in Group “C”" — School Oc-
cuparny. :
) Group C°— School Occupancy shall include, among others, the
foliowing:
: Schools Universities
Colleges Academies

406.2 — EXCEPTION -
Parts of buildings used for the congregating or gathering of 75
or more persons in one room shall be ciassifled as in Group E —
Assembly Occupancy—(see Section 408), regardless of whether such
gathering is of an educational or instructional nature or not.
Schools for business or vocational training shall be classified in
the same occupancies and conform to the same requirements as
the trade, vocation or business taught. - :
406.3 — PROTECTIVE REQUIREMENTS, GROUP “C” OCCUPANCY
SECTION .
1. Allowable Height and Area ... ... . ... 4088
Heights and Areas are based upon type of coistruction used.
2. Types of Construction ... 601 to 609, Inclusive
3. Exit Requirements .. ... cvessranneene 101 $0 1119, inclusive

4. Protection of Vertical Openings ......... 701 to 7014, inclusive
5. Protection of Wall Openings ... 703 to 703.7, inclusive
6. Sprinklers. and Standpipes. Requized .. ... 901 to 902, inclusive
1. Mixed Oécupancy Separations ... —— 412
8. Light, Ventilation and Sanitation ... 2001 to 2002, inclusive
9. Heating Requirements . Chapter- VIII
4064 — SPECIAL REQUIREMENTS, GROUP .“C”iOCCUPANCY.

. ' SECTION .
1. Separation of Boiler or Furnace Rooms ... .. ... 801.2
2. Non-combustible Stairways Required ... ... . . 1108
3. Corridors ____ ... S b & |
4. Not less than Unilateral Light shall be required ......_.__ 2001.5

5. No classroom shall occupy basement room tifty (50) percent
below ground level. ,
6. Every heating appliance which produces an unprotected apen
flame shall be prohibited.
. 7. Gas Feed Lines, Protection Required ... --309
8. Storage and handling of flammable lquids shall be prohibited.
9. Where permanent motion picture projectors are used,. booths
shall be provided, as set forth in Section 512.25. :
10. Small children shall be on first floor.
In buildings of other than Type I and I construction, children
below the fifth grade shall not oceupy any classroom above the
first floor. The lower grades shall be located in the classrooms
nearest the exits. ' :
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PART Y - Sectiom 7

VIRGINIA FIRE SAFETY
REGULATIONS

Adopted April 12, 1949
by the
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

Adopting agency amended 1981:
Adopted by the State

BOARD OF HOUSING AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
Effective July 16, 1982
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INTRODUCTION

Maintenance Requirements for Existing Buildings

According to Virginia's building and fire codes, an existing building is required to be
maintained in accordance with the building code that was in effect at the time the building was
constructed and with the requirements of any applicable maintenance provisions of Virginia's fire
cede. This means that many conditions identified in an older buliding that may not be in full
compliance with today's codes are acceptable because these conditions were okay at the time
the building was constructed. As long as the use of the building is not changed, the buliding
owner is not legally required to retrofit the building to meet the current code.

For example, a room used for spray application of flammable finishes that has been in
use since before 1973 is not sprinklered. Because the code that was in effect at the time the
building was built did not require a paint spray room to be sprinklered, the condition is allowed to
continue even though the currently applicable fire prevention code requires sprinklers in this
situation {F1504.8). Yet the room is still required to meet other fire prevention code requirements.
For example, the space must be kept free of accumulated residues and solvent soaked rags must
be disposed of in metal cans (F1503.4).

Determination of Maintenance Requirements

Many buildings in the State are required by law to be Inspected by a fire marshal on an
annual basls. In order for the inspection to be performed properly, the inspector should know the
applicable codes. While the maintenance requirements are readily available in the current edition
of the Virginia Statewide Fire Prevention Code, it Is not quite as easy to find the requirements that
were in eftect at the time the building was bullt. Only through research of the history of Virginia's
building codes can that information be gathered. In attempt to facilitate this research procedure,
the following printing of the first building code enforced in Virginia is provided.

Research begins with the determination of the year the building was built and what the
building was used for at that time. This information is provided on the Certificate of Occupancy
(GO) of the building in question. The Office of the Building Official in the county, town or city that
the building Is located should have copy of the Certificate of Occupancy (CO) availabie upon
request. If a CO is not available, one must use other means to determine the year of
construction, its original use and any change of use that may have occurred over the years.
Once the year is known, the exact code requirements can be determined by researching the
history of Virginia’s buitding codes.

it the building was built before 1973, a locally enforced building code may also be
applicable. This information should be available at the local code enforcement office.

If the building is used as a hotel, nursing home, adult care facility, or a state owned dorm,
retrofit requirements for fire sprinkler or smoke detection may also apply. Retrofit requirements

adopted by Virginia can be found in the current edition of the Uniform Statewide Building Code,
Part I, Arlicle 3.

History of Virginia's Buliding and Maintenance Codes

The Virginia Fire Safety Regulations is the first statewide applied building code to be
adopted in Virginia. It was adopted April 12, 1949, The enabling law was the Virginia Firg
Hazards Law {see Appendix A of this printing). This law was renamed in 1981 the Virginia Public
Building Safety Law, thus the Regulations were also renamed the Virginia Public Building Safety
Regulations (VPBSR). Therefore the proper legal title for these regulations is the VPBSR.

When originally adopted, these regulations listed retrofit requirements applicable to
buildings built prior to the code's adoption In 1949 and requirements for new construction.
Between 1949 and 1981, the VPBSR was the applicable maintenance code (fire prevention code)
used during fire marshal inspections.



In 1973, § 36-98 Code of Virginia became effective directing the promulgation of the
Uniform Statewide Building Code (USBGC). The USBC superseded the VFBSR as applicable to
new construction. At that time, the VPBSR became a maintenance code only. In 1881, the law
was amended to require buildings built after USBC was in effect to be maintained in accordance
with the fire safety requirements listed in the USBC. This means the VPBSR is now used only as
a maintenance code for buildings built before 1973.

When the Fire Hazards Law was repealed in 1986 and replaced with § 27-30 through 27-
101, the Virginia Statewide Fire Prevention Code (VSFPC) was adopted. The new fire prevention
code replaced the VPBSR as the applicable maintenance code for all buildings in the State. At
that point on, the VBPSR is used only to clarify the construction requirements in effect at the time
a building is constructed.

A summary of the histary of the Virginia Public Building Safety Regulations is provided in
Addendum E.

The following reprints of the Prefaces included in various printings of the Regulations
provide addition documentation of the history of the code’s application and the changes that took
place over the years.

1953 Printing;
INFORMATION FOR USERS OF THIS CODE

THIS CODE 15 ARRANGED in two parts. Part One consists of Articles 1 through
7 and applies to buildings erected after Aprif 12, 1848. Part Two applies to
buildings erected before April 12, 1848, and consists of Articles 11 through 17.

June 1977 Printing;
INFORMATION FOR USERS OF THIS CODE

THIS CODE IS ARRANGED in two parts. Part One consists of Articles 1 through
7 and applies to buildings erected after April 12, 1949, and prior to the effective
date of the Uniform Statewide Building Code. In general, buildings for which
pfans were completed and the building permit issued after September 1, 1973,
are subject to the requirements of the Uniform Statewide Building Code. Part
Two applies to buildings erected before April 12, 1949, and consists of Articles
11 through 17.

1981 Edition (effective JULY 16, 1982);

PREFACE
Changes in the 1981 Edition

The 1981 Edition reflects certain changes: (1) because the Virginia Fire Safety
Law was renamed the Virginia Public Building Safety Law, the name of the
Virginia Fire Safety Regulations was changed to the Virginia Public Building
Safety Regulations; (2) PART THREE has been added to cover the duties
assigned by law to the State Fire Marshal for maintenance of fire safety in public
buildings constructed under the Uniform Statewide Building Code (USBC). For
such buildings the fire safety requirements of the USBC are adopted by
reference.

Coordination with Local Building Officiais

Plans Review: When requested by the local building official, the State Fire
Marshal will review plans for construction or afteration of public buildings. An
advisory report of any items that do not meet the applicable fire safety




requirernents will be reported to the building official. The State Fire Marshal also
reviews all plans for State-owned buildings.

Inspections: Possible viclations of the fire safely requirements of the USBC that
are discovered during routine Inspections by the State Fire Marshal are
discussed with the local buflding official to make certain that both agencies agree
on the proper application of the code. The items on which both agree will be
cited in Fire Marshal's report.

Correction of Violations: When construction work is needed to correct fire safety
violations, the person responsible is advised that a building permit must be
obtained from the local building official. Also, such changes must be done in a
manner that does not create violations of the USBC.

Future Amendments

The Board of Housing and Community Development is responsible for keeping
the Public Building Safety Regulations up to date. Comments or suggestions for
amendments should be addressed to the Board of Housing and Community
Development.

GUIDE TO MAJOR DIVISIONS OF THE 1981 EDITION VIRGINIA PUBLIC
BUNDING SAFETY REGULATIONS

PART ONE Buildings Constructed Between Aprit 12, 1948 and
September 1, 1973

PART TWQO Buildings Constructed Before April 12, 1949

PART THREE Buildings Subject to the Uniform Statewide Bu:ldmg Code,

Beginning September {1, 1973
2006 Printing

This printing Is a reproduction of the 1953 text. The amendments are included in
ftalicized text below the amended section headed with the date of the amendment. The original
1953 printing included Appendix A "Virginia Fire Hazards Law” and Appendix B “Fire Resistance
Ratings”. These two items were omitted in later printings. Appendix D "History of Virginia Public
Building Safety Regulations” and Appendix E "Previous Adoptions and Amendments to USBC”
were added in this printing.

History of the USBC

The USBC continues today as the new construction regulation for Virginia. The USBC
incorporates by reference a model building code. At first, BOCA Building Code was the model
cede and later the International Building Code was referenced. The USBGC has been revised
approximately every three years since its original adeption in 1973 to incorporate the newest
edition of the model code.

When establishing required maintenance provisions for an existing building built after
1973, one must determine the specific edition of the USBC and the incorporated model code
edition based on the date of plans approval. This information can be taken from a list included in
Addendum F,

1987 Edition of the Virginia Statewide Fire Prevention Code, Addendum 2

In the first edition of the Virginia Statewide Fire Prevention Code, printed in 1987, a
reprint of the VPBSR was included in Addendum 2. [n that printing, portions of the document
were edited in a sincere attempt to clarify some of the more difficult concepts for the reader.
Unfortunately, these changes were not processed through the legal channels. This means the
information contained in the 1987 edition is not legally binding. Therefore, it is best not to refer to
that printing for research purposes.
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Part One - New Buildings

ARTICLE 1 - ADMINISTRATION

SECTION 100. SCOPE
100-1. Short Title

These regulations shall be known and may be cited as the “Virginia Fire Safety
Regulations”. Except as otherwise indicated, “"Regulations” used herein shall mean
“"Virginia Fire Safety Regulations”, “Law" used herein shall means Chapter 493, Acts of
Assembly, 1943, entitled “Virginia Fire Hazards Law,” and “Commissions” shall mean
“State Corporation Commission.”

100-2., Application

(a) These Regulations shall apply to all public buildings as defined by Chapter 493, Acts of
Assembly, 1948, as amended by Chapter 605, Acts of Assembly, 1952, in which the
term *public building” means and Includes any building or structure, permanent or
temporary, which is used or occupied, or to be used of occupied, by ten or more
persons who are employed, lodged, housed, assembled, served, entertained or
instructed therein and, without limiting the foregoing, includes hotels, schools and
colleges, hospitals of all kinds, asylums, mercantile establishments, office buildings,
apartment houses, theaters, restaurants, auditoriums, stadiums, gymnasiums,
armories, dance halls, factories, work shops, lodges, meeting rooms, manufacturing
and processing establishments, and all other buildings and structures of same or
simifar character or of same or simifar use; including buildings owned and occupied by
the State or by any of its political subdivisions; provided however, that in any city
having a population according to the last official census of more than 200,000 people,
no building or structure as aforesaid shall be Included in the term “pubiic bullding” as
aforesald, unless such building or structure as aforesaid is so used or occupled by 20
or more persons as aforesaid. Unless specifically noted, these Regulations shall not
apply to 1, 2, or 3 family dwellings.

(b) Unless otherwise noted, Articles 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, and 7 (Part One) of these Regulations
shall apply only to buildings hereafter erected or equipment hereafter installed, and
Articles 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, and 17 (Part Two) shall apply only to bulldings
heretofore erected or equipment heretofore installed.

{c) Nothing in these Regulations shall be construed to lower in any way existing or future

requirements of any political subdivision of the State respecting fire safety in public
buildings.

(d) Where a requirement of these Regulations is more restrictive than the corresponding

requirement of any political subdivision, the requirement of these Regulations shall
govem,.

(e) Any table of contents, index, appendix, or explanatory reference not accompanying or
appearing in these Regulations shall not be considered a part of the Regulations.

100-3. Effective Dates

(a) The effective date of any provision of these Regulations shall be 90 days from the date

of its adoption in the case of bulldings hereafter erected or equipment hereafter
installed.
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G



Part One — New Buildings

ARTICLE 3 - CLASSIFICATION AND RESTRICTIONS

SECTION 300. CLASSIFICATION OF OCCUPANCIES

300-1. Classes Designated

() For the purpose of these Regulations, buildings are classified, with respect to
occupancy and use, as Group A, Group B, Group C, Group D and Group E.

(b) "GROUP A BUILDING" means a building in which persons congregate for civic,
political, educational, religious, social or recreational purposes; including among others,

armories court houses museums
assembly halls dance hails passenger stations
auditoriums exhibition buildings recreation piers
bath houses grandstands restaurants
bowling alleys gymnasiums schools

churches lecture halls skating rinks

city halls libraries stadiums

club rooms lodge rooms theaters

colleges motion picture theaters

(c) "GROUP B BUILDING"” means a building in which persons are harbored to receive
medical, charitable or other care or treatment, or in which persons are held or detained
by reason of public or civic duty, or for correctional purposes; including among others,

asylums jails school, orphanage, and
homes for the aged nurseries other dormitory for
hospitals penal institutions children below high
houses of correction reformatories school age

infirmaries sanitariums

{d) "GROUP C BUILDING", except when classed as a Group B building, means a building
in which sleeping accommodations are provided; including among others,

apartments hotels

club houses lodging houses

convents multifamily houses
tenements

school, orphanage, and
other dormitories for
children of high

school age or older

(e) "GROUP D BUILDING" means a building occupied for the transaction of business, for
the rendering of professional services, for the display or sale of goods, wares or
merchandise, or for the performance of work or labor; including among others,

bakeries faboratories stores

banks laundries telephone exchanges
factories markets work shops

ice plants office buildings

(f) "GROUP E BUILDING" means a building for the housing, except for purely display

purposes, of airplanes, automobiles, railway cars or other vehicles of transportation, for
the sheitering of horses, live stock or other animals, or exclusively for the storage of

it
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Part One — New Buildings

goods, wares or merchandise, not excluding in any case offices incidental to such uses;
including among others, :

freight depots grain elevators storage warehouses
garages hangars

300-2. Mixed Occupancy

In case a building is accupied for two or more purposes not included in one class, the
provisions of these Regulations applying to each class of occupancy shall apply to such
parts of the building as come within that class; and If there should be: conflicting
provisions, the requirements securing the greater safety shall apply.

300-3. Doubtful Classification

In case a building is not specifically provided for, or where there is any uncertainty as
to its classification, its status shall be fixed by the State Corporation Commission,
giving due regard o safety.

SECTION 301. CLASSIFICATION OF CONSTRUCTION

301-1. Type Designated

(a) For the purposes of these Regulations, construction as used in buildings shall be
classified as follows. The order of classification is frorn most restrictive to least
restrictive,

(1) Fireproof

{2) Semi-fireproof

(3) Heavy Timber

(4) Ordinary

(5) Noncombustible
(6) Frame

(7) Unprotected Metal

(b) "FIREPROOF” construction, as applied to a building, means that in which the structural
members, induding interior and exterior bearing walls and exterior non-bearing walls,
are of approved incombustible construction having the necessary strength and stability
and having a fire resistance rating of not less than shown in Table 1. A combustible
roof may be used when it is protected by an approved automatic sprinkler system and
the ceiling of the top story is of Fireproof construction.

(c)} "SEMI-FIREPROOF” construction, as applied to a building, means that in which the
structural members, including interior and exterior bearing walls and exterior non-
bearing walls, are of approved incombustible construction having the necessary
strength and stability and having a fire resistance rating of not less than shown in
Table 1, A combustible roof may be used when it is protected by an approved
automatic sprinkler system and the ceiling of the top story is of Semi-fireproof
construction.

{d} “"HEAVY TIMBER"” construction, as applied to a building, means that in which the
exterior walls and bearing walls are of approved masonry or reinforced concrete and in
which the interior structural elements, including columns, floors, and roof construction,

12
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b from a YiD-year old History

l\

The mame “Monsmental” refers to the intention of the congregation 1o
miake this churelt o “oronument” 1o the memory of the Rev, Robert Wil
liams who was eommissioned by John Wesley himself 10 come to Amerien,
and whose firsl Iasting suceess was the Lormation of o Methodist Society
i Portsmonrly in 1772,

Co-founder of vier Churelt weas Isane Lutke, o morchant, who Toaed T illiomes
preach Lo o jeering eroed on w Norfolle stroet corner on the day of his
arrivid, ared avkio went bail for Willins when he was arrostod o o dis-
turber of the poaee.”?

Robert Willimns, on the invitation of Lulke, rowed aeross to Portsmosth
on the next day ol onder Awo persimmeon Trees pear what is now the
corner of Elfingham fud Soath siveets, preached the first Metholdist ser-
man ever heard in this towan,

1

When young Franeis Asbury, who wus lalor 1o bocome o sainted apostle
of varly Methodism, came as pustor of this chuarel in 1775, he swid tha
Portsmaoptlt “gave e cmore hope awd comfort than any ather placel!”

Daring the American Revolution, members of the Methodist Society Tnd
to meet seerelly 1o keep the hund togetlier,

In 1792, “a cortain half loir” on “Glusgow Street, W-109 Buck Croek squoar
Jocuing Richard Barrs” was purehuased for “sixteon pounds current nroney

of Virginia” for an édifice.

In T8E8, only two.yeacs alier the Gresl Smday Sebool was established o
Awerien, this chireh hegur one.

The groa Kevingl of \T827 peveaded the whole eity, with moeetings oper-
flowing the Chuweelt, Meetings were held in bomes at all hoars aof dey and
nfght. More thay 100 joined the Mothodist Chaypeeh. :

i i - ) et
When the courage 61 e congregation Mitered - the task . oF building a
new Binwiddie Stecet editiee, the $ier of the Buin family 16 supply he
brieks touehed olf 2 coneerted oulpaiiving 6l «Torl tind money which re-
sulted inonr presenl honse of odshiip, i ; L _—

o . iR Lt N ,
The fame of this wmagnificent vy odifide .":‘Hl‘(!:f%ﬂ!’;; afure Plaits avore loaned
to the Edenton Street Methodist. Chaereli dnoRaloight, wher areplion stanids
bk By . . AN T o L
foday. b . o T ' ’
e ) L

This bas hoen o Mather Churelh of Mahddism o Portsmouth. At diflferem
tiwes, wemhers have lelt with its blessing 1o found Weight Memorinl, Cen-
teal, Gwens Flemorial, Park View, Browd Streeety and Cottage Place eharelies,
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To seroe tlte preseni age, my ealling 1o fulfill,
O may it all my powers engage, (o eo iy Master’s 1ill!

()I" ALT the 175,000 Protestant churehes in
the Lhmited States, only o few can trace
their kistory back to the dayvs of the Colonies.
One of this select rompany is the Monumensal
Methadist Church of ortsmaurh, Virginia.

Yet, in 1772 the purpose of Rev. Robert
Williams and Teaac Tauke was nend 1o found an
“historie™ churelr; they were uot thinking of
[nure contories ; they only knew o dire need
lor a revival of religious conviclions and Clris-
tiaen Divirge then and theres they were kindled
by a call o xerie the present ape,

Todiny, 180G years iater, 1he impelus of that
“hiethadist Society”™ stidl pervades o nobie
chureh encempassing some 1,700 members, In
IME2 mioreaver, there inoa clear call Tor {his
sreat Chreh, as never before, (o rally tor serope
the provent age,

Moo chovelt member can leel complacent
e 19920 Fram Washington woandals (g high
sehonl eetic ciugs, there iy aaoach that s

| MONUMENTAL METHODIST
" CHURCH

e ——

OLDEST METHODIST -CHURGHES IN VIRGINIA,
THE FIRST BUILDING WAS EREGTED, 775,
AT SOUTH AND EFFINCKAM S8TREETS. THE
CHURCH WAS MOVED TO GLASOOW STREET (R
NEAR QOURT IN 1782, [T ~ESTABLISHED
THE FIRST SUNDAY SOHOOL IN PORTSMOUTH

"IN (818, MONUMENTAL WAS MOVED TO THIS A

SITE, DIHWIDDIE STREET, IN {88l

VIAGHIs  CORSTRINTION, foHHIEsIOR 1848

THIS OHUROH, FOUNDED 1772, 15 ONE oF THE (R

ACMARLES WESLEY

deeply disturbing el tha onlv renewed
sparitual vizor can eure, Tepecialh are we eon-
ceried about ony vowrh, For, unles we can
win dor Christ the fortheomine Jeaders and
intluential citivens, whal kind of a Cily.ailale,
a naiion will sve have in fotere deeadei

The problens is Amerieaavide in senpe, bat
the solution Ties not in anyv nations oreaniyie
tion or movemen! : it lies in the hands of o
mubtitude of local chinrehes, cack noderialkine
a progran of relicious edneation and ¢ harvar ter
huileling veliielt will Le better than coor b fore,

Moneeeniad Chancl, aa one o the ol de
and =trongest in e B letholist inotrination,
has s responsibiling as a deader and a pace sl
ter, The eyes of the Virginia Conlerence an
npon Moenumental sy it etands now en (he
threshold of another preat Torward Fepoan it
servicesastep which will enormousty enhanee
itw Facilities for Christian cducation - facli.
ties Lo serve the prosent age




O

I\ ONUMENTAL CHURCIT, over the

vears, has set ligh standards of guality
for 1ts Christian munistry. Tt has been known
across the Conference as a great preaching
chinreh. Tt Jeaderslip in asie Dias Jong been
revcognized. T has a mawnificent record of mis-
sionary henevolence, And now it is turning ts
attention to another major aspect of s pro-
sran s religious educalion,

Our Chareh School deserves the cominen-
dation ol every wember in respect 1o 11s or-
ranization, its officers, its teachers, and s
purposes, But, i respect 1o is physical facli-
bres, 3133 sth standard,

Ior veirs, there has Baer g vroswine insist.
ence on the part of the alliceys
ol the Clinel School, and the parents ol
papile that something be done 16 modernize
atel enlarye the cducatonal plant, To them
there 5 no question about the present inade-
guacies, Tlowever,

v OWITI
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and teachens

tor other members, who are

nel su close 1o Ilw Sunday Schoeol, (he facts
of the sitnation will be revealing,

ARE ¥

%
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The sheer
our growiiy Church Sehoo! enrellment is pre-
sented In a statistical manner on the apposite
page. Added to'this is the general ololescence
of the present buailding. 11 has been added ¢g,
patched up, and remodeted for generatinns —
and shows it Tt can not go mueh longer with-
oult a new rool, new healing plant, and otler
Very expensive repairs,

Fwery possibility of saving part of the old
and incorporating i1 into the new structure was
ciplored by the Boilding Comnnitiee and Tound
Lo be impracticable, Botly Tor Joue vun econo-

lock of gpace to arcommuodate

my, and as the way (o obiain a really pond
and Tull-Tunciioning Churelr Selioad plaat, the
oly satisfactory congse 15 to rebwild from the
gronpd up,

Tou an ncreasing degree, Nomumenal
Cluareh has been sullering from ais facl ol
madern Sunday School facilities. Senselinne
we koow, but more aften are probably -
aware, ol newcormers wich ehililren who visit
our chureh, like the serviee, like the people,

TWO OF THE MANY REASONS why tlunu-
mentad Cliurel is peeling o new edueational
buailding are shown heve, At lelt is o pielare
of the eongestion in the wwerow bhadl and
wtalrway ot the elone of the Swwloy Sehonl
hour when mosl of the A0 ehildren mad
adults try 1o Teove by this exit, Below: the
only enteance 1o this nurgeey roon i through
the kitelien, The new huilding will elindnate
these Lo wituntions nodd nnny others, us well




and then look at our educational huilding and
decide to seck some other church home,

Thow of s whe are comfartalile in onr
B-teveed clmeeh, bt whe niay not bave had
orcasion Lo inspect the educational plants of
some ol our fine sister churches, can scarcely
realize how osurs appears to the cye of a
RTINS

Bois o the everlasting eredis of these gond
folk that they have the loyalry and vision 1o
aceept e Gndings of their Board of Stewards

and o cast their vote i Tavor of ildine an

cibeational plant which =hall be convnenan-
rate with AMonwnentals traditional Tueh s and-
Al

WHERE THIE PINCI IS FELY

Fcwsaples of the overerowding in
o presenl Chorels Sehiool are seen
in the Tollowing 1abulation of the gix
elasses where the pressure s geontest:

Gupueity of Present
Chaas Prenenet Roomr Enrollueant

Nursery 4 27
Kinderguren 17 33
Prinary g1 B
Admins Class 18 &)
Waolter Geone Class 1) Y7
Clarkhe Clyss il 71
167 381

I oother words, elusses awith enroll-
mends totaling 384 have 10 use roons
which ean aceonnuodate only 1067, ue-
cording 16 the space reguirements at
virioas e levels preseribed by re
ligions edhuention anhorities, The nor
mal annual inerease of our Chureh
Selteol will wnke abis overerowidiog
prow o seveeity. Fortlermore, within
a few years the hig envolhuens in the
Childrea’s Division will wavel ap 1o
the Youtl™s Bivision and overtas the
faeilitics For those olusses, too, unless
t new aud wleqante Churel Sebool
building is conateneted.

THE YOUNG PEOPLE, thy i own inilin-
five, fixed up this rao'm Toe their worship serviees,
A Ghapel expresdly designed Tov this ! miny
another wse is o pressing neod. '

s

s L . —day T T
. . N T

will bie overeraseul
whon the lavge Primary €lasges move upn

THE ADAMS CLASS exhibita the sitention when
W people are erowded inte o room huill for 18
JHOIBO K,

38

T
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ML PLANS develuped by our Building

“Commitiee: for a new educational plang,
while stitl subject to further study and change,
hodd exciting promise for the fukiee service
of Monumental Clrceh,

I'he new structure will cover the area oc-
cupied by the present building, plus most of
the empty groumd at the rear of our property.
Bowill be Dwo stories in helght and of briclk,
steel; and concrete construciion. The use ol
waoelerny, durable material: will keep the futore
expenae Gb upleer and repairy to g asinimun,
One major Tmprovemnend widl be the heating
system, Since gas 5 Lo he used as Tuel) 1 s
feasible to ingtall the heater on the roof, thus
avoiding the heavy vost of a chinmey aned a
waterprool baseruent, The hot water will be
pumped througl vadiam heating coils in the
Nuors. This system will also be nsed to heal
the chureh awditorivm, making it possible at
last to remove the presend furnace {with the
attencant Gre hazasd) Trom beneath onr his-
toric edifice,

Uhe new edueational boilding will provide
ahnont (wice as mueh classronm and office
space as we now possesst 1007 square feel
of floor area, as compared o 8,910, According
iy the standards of per-capita space recom-
mended by the Methodist Boarved of Fehieation,
tiis will ot enly pive suflicient room for the
present enrolbent of owe Cliecl Schonl, bl
ab o allows areasonahde marein Tor the Dutare

o bl wlinel T sire tooorenr s soane as e
nesws Duildinge is pot into use.

Avental Teature of the wrowmul oo s the
e auditorinm with a capacity o wearly 300
seals, and another hall, almost as large, Tor
jellowship and recreational purposes. Between
th two 15 a platlorny uniquely designed 5o
that, by oprning one eurtain and closing the
other, the stage way be used for either hall,
he felowship hall has doors and a serving
window into a fine, modern kitehen, Conven-
ient storage space for chairs and tables is pro-
vieled, This hall will serve a variely of week-

hoAC Y UTIFY Ty T T ™
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day purposes, as well as on Sunday, and will
Le ideal if, in the Tutiee, the Churely wi=hes 1o
e a Teen-Ape o Serviceman's Center for
dowatown Parfsmoutl,

To many, the mosl appealing feature of
the new butlding will be the Jovely small eliap-
ol More and more chirelies are installing in-

timate places of worship and are twling then
ivalualde by many ways. Ours will e casiby
accessibbe Trong Gueen Street for privade nuedi-

CHRISTEAN EDUCATION is a vitul paet of Munp-

wednls program.

tatton aind prayes. 2towill be a hallowael place
for Goeily weddings, group devations, aml oth-
et events which would Jose ek of their
mevaning 0 he lavpe winditorinn For ehildren
it witl offer an opportunity i lean abont and
partictpate Ju worship inoa spot [nld of rever-
ence atul ]maul.}.'.

The three pillares of an elfective clorel s
graun are said to be: Ssworshin, edveation, fel-
lowship.” Facli ol these activities will Le noga-
Bly enbaseced by the new Duildine Towitl Ly
teaby aninstrment of Divine use! Ouly witl
this wldivion can Manumental Tecl shac i e
Tully werting Bs present vesponsibilisies aned
waabring s future,




A new edueational building of  fire
proof eoustrouetion . . . L L.

A boilding intelligenily plawed for
logical, Junctional use of spaes .

A building which is modern fa coa.
stroclion and amerials, is dneable,
easily Lkept ap, nnd atteactive 1o the
CYr . . e o e e e e

A huilding wldeh will utilize modemn
developments in healing, lighting,
ventilalion, aeoustical treatment, floor
roverings, sl so e . L L L L.

A boiliding with corsidors nd  sinie-
ways planned for convenienee nnd
silety, und sealed to the demands of
hoth norwad nod emergency sitoations

A Duilidfayg witiel will give 10 evory
eloss the space B neads, with allows
tuers for fuloee growth ., L,

A bailding which skl provide our
spleadid Churele School teaeliers with
e righy Lind of elassrooms wa par
forw oo effeetive and sitlslyiog job
of teaching God’s word . . . .

A bailiding whieh shall olso contain o
chapel. fetlowship adl, parlor, olfice
spave. eliobr rooms, np-toaddate Liteh-
ey awd otlier necded Bneilities .
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the oxisting wooden. tinder-box strue-
Iure,

Hie inefficient, improvized arragoe-
mond of rosns whiclt rewders inpos-
sible a woll-funetioning chiwecl sehonl,

ore avliich is deteriorating, alivays in
need of oxpensive vepairs, inpossilbie
to keap spicend-spon, aned fur from
pleasing in appoearanea,

o strauedure whicl is obgolete in thear
respects Lo an extent which fow of ns
wordd pervddt in aune o oun hamoes or
plaees af husiness,

the preseut mvkeward and eonstrieiml
passugemays, aned the dangerons stake
wiays aned oxits.

the present quarters which are criti-
cally erowded in weony deporiaeons,
fowvoring the offectiveness of a leaek-
ingy awed putting o coiling wpon wor
firtare grawth,

our presemd elasscooms whiclh, too of-
tew, are ceamded, noisy, tulovely, mnd,
to a powd teachier, discouraging wid
frustrating,

w present hailding which wralees in-
adequuie or noe provision a all for
these essentinl aetivitios of a full-fune.
taning churetr,

o building o whiech i members of Monnmenind Chorels can ale pride; g
building which will 1 10 @ wew bosel of elfeetiveness the servier rendered
by this Chaeel i winning For Clirist the hearts aoul winds of childpen, yoush,
und adults,
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Aehoes Fadidph, O

SERVE THE PRESENT AGE,
AND FUTURE

CENERATION T A4

A
gy

A thonghtful study of the aceom panying plans will reveat how iwellsuited th onr purpe v s

the wew buileding will be.  Particular sota

= o pullie cuiranees, two of them on Queen Strect.
Jie- Ample Corridors,

[ broad, enclosed, ficeproof slithrwnys,

b= A distinetive smail Chapel,

B A B00-sent anditorivn, stge and projection hooth.

X

B A hrge Tellowship, reereation and banguer Liall.

* Brorage roots for Tolding ubles andd ehajrs.
A

10

churel purlor with exhibition cases Tor historical
wemaornhilia,
b Platforms and worship eenters in several elassrooms,

should be tulion af the followving fearnr.. .

oo
e Closers for eaeh depurimeny for Aoty L i
. . . : L
JETT tenehing nratesinks,
" . . e
B Owiside windows For almost every Jure %%
B For the Clarke Class rooni, alistinetive o gt
Lreilment,
B Washrooms on each flonr, and clitdper. il e
the nmursery and Lindergrtien dop b1
B A burgar kitehen with its own thelivery et
e Robing rooms For the chioir,

b Proper provision Tor achininisteatie olfici 4
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WE CAN DO T

LL MUST AGREE 1hat the foregoing

plans and description represent a thrilling
proposal, but some may say: can we do it?

This question has been before the Board
of Stewards and others during all the years
when the plans and program were being {or-
mulated, They are convinced that it is possille
~-nol easily, but through an oulpouring of
individual generosity such as has net been
experienced at Monumental Church for at
leasi a generation

The cost of the proposed building cannot
Le accurately known until the final working
drawings are put upr far bids, but a rough esti-
mate, based on Lhe size and lype of the struc-
ture, indicates that 1t will exceed $200,000,
Against this we have previeus gifts to the
building fund amounting to $50,000, If we can
raise the sum of $3150,000 in pledges paid over
two and one-hall years’ time, the new building
will be within resch

A careful appraisal of the giving potential
of the members and other {riends of Monu-

mrental Church indicates that, together, we can
give a sum of this magnitude, But, no statistics
can prove that se wwill do it. The ansver to
that lies in the hearts of those whe read these
words. Tho we really sogus this building strong-
ty enough to put it ahead of seme other things i
I 5o, the funds witl be {ortheoming and Mony-
mintal’s new Church School building will be-
rome a reality,

WE MUST RAISE OUR SIGHTS

A construction projeat such as this repre
serils a capital investmens, and calls lor a
onte-in-p-reneration scale of wiving Such
amounts as we casually give to worthy causes
on Lheir annual appeals, or amounts which we
can dispense easily without a secosd thought
will never bring us a new building! Rather,
we must Lhink in terms of capital giving, and
of subscriptions continuing over a period of
time, For many of ng, (his means the maost
geacrous pledges we have vel miade e our

LEPTLE TOES, need more room thaa otherk, iF we ure to provide on

interesting nad varied o

vl lesd them ime o leve of Jesns, -




THE WEST CLASS, and alf the other men of the Clineeh ag well, have § in iheir
power to pud Monnmental’s educational program on o modern and effeelive basis,

lives. But - thar is b churches are butld
Other compregations a1l over Portsmont]h have
been dotng this m recent years; today, it is
our turn!

TW KINDS OF CIVING

The experiences ol other chorchies prove
that two kinds of response are necessary for
success, The first 15 2 number of substanial
“leadership” or “memarial” gilts from a rela-
tively small proportion of the embership,
but which will add up to ibe major portion of
the total goal. The second requireient is that
virtbally evervone glse shall make gifts to the
project, usually in terny of “shares,” as des-
cribed on the last page,

To bring our project properly 1o the atlen-
tion of every member and {riend, committees
have been organized so that someone will eall
on every houschold. 1t is confidently hoped
and expected that everyone will have thought
and prayed about this project and will be ready
10 respond “as the Lord hath prospered him.”
When it comes to God’s worle, no gift will he
too small, but neither van it be too large!

MEMORIALS THAT 1IVE

As are Tew other churches, Mooumenval s
ricl it memorials, 'The names of famihes and
individuals wlo greatly loved their church are
presesved by lableis in many sections of this
historic church. There now comes an oppor-
tupity for a new generation of Monumerstal
Methodists to add 1o this revered ruster.

Our project offers wany opportunities for
members to make gifts designated {or special
rooms or other sections of the new building.
Fach contribution of this arder will be recog-
nized by a suitable marker wlich will record
for future penerations the name of the donor,
or, if desired, the name of sonwone in whose
beloved memory this contribution to (God’s
work hias been made. A list of such opportuni-
ties 1s given on the last page.

To each who is privileged o provide one
of the rooms 1o the new building there will
came the overflowing satisfaction of wutching
that particular room function week after week
in constructive Cliristian service. Truly, these
are memnoriads that hve!

/

/

-
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ANOTHER HISTORIC MILESTOLR

THIS IS another milestone in the long and

honored history of Monumental Church,
Looking back, we can perceive how each of
its forward steps was rewarded by the attain-
ment of a new and greater dimension of serv-
ice to our Lord and Master, Facl new step
was a venture of faith. TBut each time the
peaple were aroused o ouwdo their own ex-
peetalions ; cach e, the venture succeeded.
Our church has a potential which has not
seallv: been challenged Tor 2 weneration, Bul
it s chalienged now!

We are challenged by thie need 1o provide
the right tools for doing a better job in re-
livious oducation than ever laclore. We are

challenged by the desive 1o keep Monomental
Choreh in the forefront of Virginia Method-
s a spearheadd, o pace-setter in Christian
[aith and action. And we are challenged Ly
memories of our forefathers who, in their day,

lahored and sacrificed o create the biildings

which we have inkerited aned used. As they
cerved their day and vencrationg so must we,
in our turn, seece He present age!

The attainment of our great goal calls [or
an unstinted ontpouring of effort and the con-
secrated giving of money over a period of nme,
There are moments of private soul-searching
at hand for each of us. But, when you who
read these words have made your decision (o
participate with prayer, with work, and with
your money to an extent which satisfics your
innermost caonscicnce, then this endcaver will
be looked back upon as one of the shining
experiences of your life.

As Momumental Church approaches this
important milestone in its history, let us fol-
low in the tradition of thase devour praple of
Neliemial’s day, who cried:

The God of Heaven, He will frosper us;
therefore we Hix serpants will arise and build!




INFORMATION -

Fo Help You Make Your Gift

LEADERSHIP GIVING

A campagn for building fondy rarely soccenids
withont the impetu: of o number of substantsl gilte,
If made varly e the vampaign, such subscriptions are
doulily Dopoiant, Tor they also scrve o encouiage
and raise the sights of the whole congregation, An
analysis of the fund-raisinp auccess of ather churche:
indicates that il we are 10 reach aur mazimuom poal
ol L130,000, “Leadership Gilts” {payabie oves three
X years) must be recesved aboul as follows:

Iogift o $25.000
bl o £15,000
2 gilts of 410,000
1 gilts of 3 5,000
§ piles of § 2,500

1
25 yilts of % 1000

MEMOKIAL OB MNAMED CIFTS

You may want 1o congider a @l o g dellaes b
i cerm ol e speahc soom m the new builthing Beery
dvesignated pilt of Uiis Lind wll e represented by o
suitidte: plagne nseribul with the name of the donoy
ve ol the person o1 pesons whum the donnr wishes
w memorialize dough bis subeevpion Below s 2
suggested hst ol wmiemnnal ar waned gl sppanunises

Naning the Clapel. . 25,000

Assenably Tl o 15,0086
Fellowship and Recrvationai all . 10,000

Choreh Paden o o000 L 5,000
[indbenyrten R . 1000
Nuraery (lirger toonnd 2,500
Qlarlee: Rewms oL oo o0 2500
Bichen . 0 . 2500
Walees Copan Room o000 2,000
Young Peoples Soom. o0 2000
4 Trepartnien: Assembly Monne, cach {750
Arbiins Class U 11V
Nuaery (smatler ) 1,500
Libvary . ool £.500
Paston™s Stady - o0 oo 1,250
Church Seliond Offiee 0 L 1,250
Charels Ofliee .o . 1,250
Ofice  (opassigned). .. __ 1000

18 Small Classroums _ . ch o E000
2 Chisir Rowns o oo __iach 50
Projestien Booth - oo.__ . . 500

BUDGETING YOUR GIFT

The hgare adapred a0 en goal was andved at
thiosgh an analysis of the giving capacity of e e
hers vgead ower Joe and one half vean FHenre, any
ane-time cashe gife, made w liew of pledges will dinin
ish our chance of syeeess The sehednle o payments
i optional envelopes will Le supplicd for weebly,
wonthly, o quaneity payment, O anoval o seni-

anmial payments may be made if you prelor. The
soggated two and onehall year {10 guartas, 30
monthy, oy 130 weeks) period of payments will zaable
you to take meome iax deductions in thies annual
tax relurns.

'THE SHARFE DA

Those who cannot make Leadership o Bemorial
Gilts are asked s consider a subseripuon worerms of
“shares” Theie ave suggested units of piving, and arc
in two clawaes, as follows:

I'er Py Pur Tolat

Ol Heck Menth  Quevter  Pledpe
Sponeen’s Shaje 5461 »an .60 AL00
Builder's Share 42 31 w10 %30 $300

Sevonay Tindd that the gift of o hall ¢ othe frac
tion of & Share will reprasent their wtarost abiliy w
this Nime, and swely sebseription: witl Le egually a -
preciaed

That o childien and yaung peaple shall live the
chatacter Tavmog esperience of *sharop”™ i this un-
devtaking, they ace invited w lind ways of comng
muney for one oo more of the Tollowing shares which
ave apen 1o boyvs and parls ol schoal age:

Py Por Iy Toti!

€ Ness I ek ffaredh Quarter Plogye
Yomh's Sharee 50 #2 ) A0
Chulirer’s Shares . 235¢ &1 LA g30

GCIFTS 01 PHOPERTY

Those whiownsh ro pwve stocks or bands Goduding
IT 5 Pelene Bombs vacept Serivs B) vasher than cash
Gend Onee e velieved of a capieal pans o 0 ap-
piable) may tansler suel securiden to e Monn-
mentab Methodia Chaclr uibding Fund  Swel gilts
witl L comted s el present maber vadoe, and thi.
fite van be properly ennered as o deduetion i rom
puting your meoine ta.

ENDURING RECOGCNETON

To vecopnize those whuse i plaved e asajor
frart i nmaking prssible the sew educanional Luilding,
iis proposed to placc in a prominenr Jacation @ plaque
inscrihed Tue papetnity with 1he sane. ol thise who
contrilited 1o the progect s terme of Megwonials, Jead
ership Giilts, Sponsoc’s o Builders Shares Ak, a
Bool of Remembaance will be compiled, Iiting e
names ol everyone, voung and old who miade any
financial comvribution whatsoeeer Tl g o0
broenadded noaen ]l the R N LS P
ll"-,:l N

Choancd oy, oo L
b e o

STt

Fubitohed Mand, vaie
Feomteead Freect b




MONUMENTAL METHODIST CHURCH

PORTSMOUTH, VIRGINIA

A, E. Acev. Pastor

Commiitiees:

CHURCH SCHOOL

L. W. Huocins, Superintendent
James Miwtz, ddult Divirion Mps. W, R Harris, Yourk Division
Mrs L W Huonins Ciildren's Division

BOARD OF CHRISTIAN EDUCATION

C L Wist, (havrmarn

D A B Acey L W Husuins Mus. Lo W, Hunores
L 8. Moxroe X D. Murocs Wionian Peete
Mus W R, Harris Wirniax H. Harrerw 1. Rearxatn Canven
Muz | IT Scori Tanies Minre Muss Awne Buoaxa
RoOL Wyant Miss Satey Mav Hanvison ] Pauvr Hawnsury

BUILDING EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE

V. B Munnes. I, Chatrmean

D A B Acey Trosas K Lewrs, Sn. R. Stevewns Gisos
Taowas H. Bravrey L. Waverney Huparns Erxice S Monnoe
Rosrrr P Barr Wa. P Lasscy Crarznee [ Wise
R E Hawks Joux E, Scorr. Sa. Cscar B. WooLbripse

CAMPAIGN ORGANIZATION

O. B. Wootpriuse, General Chairman

ADVANCE GIFTS DIVISION

R Epwako Hawks — Hewntan M, jones
Cr-lhar me

GENLERAL DIVISION

Avecar C. BarTLetr — THomas H Braprey
Co-Chairmen

‘Oiher members of the Campaign crganmzation now being recruisd:
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And all the people anstoered together, and sa

‘All that the Lord hath spoken, we twill do
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Exobus 19
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' Colobrati
/*ngm?m o/ Lelebrafion
i

NOTH BURNING RERVICH THIS EDTCATIONAL BUILIITNG
April 6, 1975

O] L)Rh LN PRI ettt e e WY, Rlchatd E. Barnes
CA TO WORRHIP......... LT e b s e s e ni e st e e st e ananans s s The Pastor
HY\'IN-»““'I he Church's One Touwda.»mn YU RUOUTORPUSURRY v 1S %3 1
APOSTLE'S CREED e bbbt e st s e e Gnee st eesrsenrsrantarnenre N D)L TR
X v\«""Ii'[ COME. i voven M, Henry Berck, Chalvmun, Couneil on Ministrics
I‘“‘a TORAL PRAYER. im0, Carl W, Halev, District Superintenden!
ANTHIEM-—%Let My Qr\ul { ise In ‘mng ......... vvanriens SO PORPRIRPNUTSTORINS &3 12
CLESSON FROM THE HOLY SCORIPT LRI* ..... e 1[ 'Immttw 18212
CORGAN OFPERTORY - VETIe i inestess et rmssi e sos s ssssssseseeenesnerss LV £
S ANTHEM-—"Glovia in Exeelsis” e RV L 1§ e TTes
RECOGNITION OF GUESTS .WMvs, W, 6 Spouy, 8, Chajeparsnn, Missiony
INTRODUCUTION OF THE SPEAKER e, Mr. X, 1L Murden, Choirmun,

o _ . *'Ulmlrmtmt'\’e Hoard
CRBEMON-SAFirming Our Fallh”o s, e e T A Tehie B4 o
HYMN--“Ouward Christian Soldiers” J\.f. ..m
TIARFWELL MESSAGE PROM THE MO
BURNING OF THE CHURCH MORTGAGF e Lender: Te, 12 Ormaon Breant
Faederr Blessed be the Lovd God who doss wondrous things.

- » L] - L

Peapte:  Blessed be his glovious name forever and ever. Being graciousty prospered
by the hand of our {od in lilling the hurden nf dpl?i from this Chureh, we
now, with joy in aur hearts, are aboul ie transform these cancelled maort-
gpages, the symbel of our completed task, into the invense of praver and
thenksgiviag.
Leader:  In love for Mepumental Chureln, and 1o revereol reemary of all those who
by their servicos and sacrifices down through the yenvs have hequenthod
to us such viluable and beonutiful praperties,
Peopler  YWe enter info ihis service.
Teader: With grateful appreciation of ihe geaerosiiy of menbers and fricnds, of
the earnest and Prultful adors of arganizations, and of e untiving serv-
fves and prayers of the olTicers wnd minisisrs of this ciuevel,
Fospler W graiefuily zhare v this experience,
Leaders With o prayer that God shafl venddnue w ;.Ltifie as wiih wisdoin, bless us
with wospivit of Toval unity, and inepire ws Lo use eur procious heribape fo
draw wmen unto himsell,
Poppler ¥We .cknemiedw that apart from Him we van do nothing,
Leadey:r Dedicoting ourselves ancw 1o the work and suppert of Monumental
Charch, und through i o the exlension of the Mngdoem of our Lord and
Suviar, J : Christ, throughout this our rrunrnarm;, iy cily, cur nation
and cur world,

crler Ye now burn these mortgagee in the uame of the Fother, and of ihe
Mon, and of the Holy Spicil. Amen.

{While the photesiat of the canecled mortgages Durn, the congregation sises 1o jojn

in ke Dexology)

CONOYPE BUTRNING PARTICTIPANTS

PR CTHE DISTRICT o vl Dy Orman Bryand, D, Onrl Hodey, The Bon

Dahney Wallors
FOR THE (HURCH.... st ens rerrrneerane aeeMrs, XD, Murden
FOR THE ADMININTRA iI\ I B0 A LH rebine verrenemeem Wi John B Seolt
Foil THE CHURCH SCHOGOL......... Mh G. (:. ,uu'out-‘ o Mrs, Blanche Sadler
FOR PHE BUILDING C()I‘J}HT'}‘EE.. ......... Ceerererereraiantassrararaas el N, B Murder, Jr,
}"1}5-3 THE FINANCE ¢ ‘()MMI’}’"I‘E‘IE.,.................4.......,... ..... e B EE QL B Woelridgy
TOR THE YOUTH. v s e beeseb s dtererananaaenr s aranrestenrantrriessare e rene HELNE ShEFON Hard

-t

THE HYMN - Dreathe on 3e Broathe of God e rreeciiiree e svsvseesse oo, o, 133

BENTDICTION e s rrertt et inrerbre et pavnarrnen SR UTUPROOIIRNY b o TR STT-T 3
COSTLUDE.... wMr Richard ¥, RBarnes




Greeting yvou lhis morning: Mrs. E. S Monroe, Mrs. W, B, Spong, Sr,, Mr
V. B Murden, Jdr.

Ushiers today : Team No. | Warren Failes, Head Usher; Mack Barbour, Art
Coberly, Jr., Jobe Harrell, Bill Harvell, Sr,, Bob Keiru, Larry Lowe, Jin
Mosley, John Nix, John Williams.

Acolvie today: Miss Sherrie Lorber.

Appreciation is extended te Mr., and Mrs. A. T, Harvey, Jr,, Chair Persons
and the ladies who assisted them in preparing the lunch.

Appreciation is extended to VIRGINIA FEDERAL SAVINGS AND LOAM
ASROCIATION for this printed program. Virginia Federal, through ii:
Chatrman of the Board, Mr. R, Edward Hawks, congy a*tulate\ Monumenta
on this momentous occasion, The confidence and faith of Virginia Federa
in the Monumental congregation, thenr and now, has heen fulfilled by the
termination of the deed of trust.

‘”"'"f_" ,‘q—-l .

s peaenzh + i Ths -’]
*&5‘%‘2 ‘““*Q‘*'KIZ A S

GUR PURPOSE

v placing in use the pew cducational building, 3L was stated nt {he
{onsecration Service, that the presentation of the building wag not
Monumental Church, or to Methodists alone, hat to all of Portsmouth, wit}
special attention to the over all needs of the downtown communify. In thy
tweniyv vears since that slatement was writien, the educational unit ha
heenr a center of downtown activity and hasg proven nseful Lo all who recog
nize the Church of Cod as u necessary par{ of any worthwhile communits
progress. With praise and gratitude to those who have gone before us, witl
praverful joy Tor those who now serve with us, and with faith in those wh
come after us, Monumental United Methodisl Church celebrates a NOTE
FIRNING and dedicates itself to the unfinished {asks that lie ahead,
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WELCOME

It 1s 2 real jov i welcome members, friends, former members ¢
former pastors to our NOTE-burning celebration today. The completion
& twenty year indebtedness on our educational building and parsonage i
milestone in the life of the church, and a tribute to a great many, It |
hecome a realily through the lovalty, lTove and sacrifice of a people cal
MONUMENTAL, some of whom did not live to realize this dream, but
fruits of thelr work we dedicate today,

We extend a cordial greeling to three former pastors: Dr. Archie
Acey (1948-52), our guest preacher, Dr. and Mrs. George Lightner (i
6d), and Dr. and Mrs. John Owens (1064-67). Special guesis also inely
Drownd Mrs. R, Orman Bryvant, Distpiel Superintendent twenly years a
our present Distriet Superintendent, Dy, Curl W, Haley and Mrs, Halev, »
several members and former members who were active on committe
twenty vears ago.

A brief history spot-lighting commitiees and the platning of the of
cational unit, has been compiled by Mrs, Ji. <. Monroe, church histeris
and ig included with your bulletin. Jt is hoped that you will enjoy veading
and the copy of the CORNER STONE service of March 20, 1455, frc
which our Worship Service foday has been adapied.

The congregation is Inviled-to LUNCH immediately following
meening service as guests of the church. Following Tunch, there will be .
informal sharing of reminiscences by (he visiting former pastors, o L
history by Mrs. E. 8. Monroe, and an audio-visua presentation by Mr. e
Culpepper, Jr.

TO QUR GUESTS:

The participants in the Note-Burning Service are asked to it on ti
froni center pew. All olher special guests returning are asked to sit on il
three pews immediately behind the first pew.

OUR CHURCH FAMILY

Portsmeuth General Hospital: Mr. Lloyd Vincent, Mr. B, C. Allen, §

Muvyview Hospital: Mr, Carl George, Mr, James Mizzell r
dgﬁ
o



s

OUR OPPORTUNITIES
Sunday

:30-—Church School
1 (] 185 —Fellowship Hour
P Lid—Morning Worship, Lunch, Program

Monday

10:30— UMW Hxecutive Committee meets
T :R30-~Commission on Education meels

Tuesday

2:00-—HRuth Mayhall Circle with Mrs. I8 BE. Woodhead

Wednesday

7:30—Betty Whitehurst Cirele with Mrs. A, J. Lancaster, Jg,
&:00—~-Miriamn Gruber Cirele wilh Mrs. Frank Roberts

Thursday

T:30~Chancel Choir rehearsal

Friday

Z:00—~World War I Veterans-and Auxiliary

A BRIEF HISTORICAL GLANCE

To look through the pages that record past events af Monun
United Methodist Chureh, is 1o look at a chureh meetinq one great cha’
after another. During the pastorate of Dr, W. . Wrighl (194u-
discussion about a much needed educational buildmg came up, Lonrm
were appointed to see about the feasibilily of such an undertaking, o
venture of faith. However, the plan did not materialize untii the pas
of Dr. Archie K. Acey (1948-52) because of the outbreak of World ¥
With the cession of the conflict, the question was again raised,

‘The records show that on January 9, 1950 Mr. 1. W, Hudgins reg
that progress was being made on securing plans for a new Stmd 5y

\I’n

’—-!



Building., In May, Mr. Ellhu White, chairman of the board, was asked
appeint a commitiee to be in charge of the project. This was done and
the September minutes the following committee was listed

Chairman: V. B, Murden W. P, Lifsev
R. P. Britt . 8. Monroe
L. W. Hudygins 0. B. Wooldridge
A, L. Jameson Dr. Acey

The following June, after much preliminary work, Mr, Murden reporte
progress. In September, 1951, it was decided Lo hold a drive Tor funds, an
00 R Wooldridge was made chalrman of the drive. In January, 1852 afic
research, 11 was deeided to employ o firm Lhal specialized v such work
spearhend the drive. O, B, Wooldridge appointed twe commitiees Lo ask fr
gifte, an advance gifts commitiecs headed by B ladward Hawke and $ej
man Jdones, and a general commiftee led by Al Burtlelt and Tom Brudle

Alter o kick-off dinner in April the {wo grovps veported $120,175.60 ha
been pledged by May 5th,

Aboul this time John Wesl anrd Buclid tlanbury were naned t
building committee at the request of {he chalrman, V., B, Muarden, Ty
Horace Uromer was aow the pastor. The first of Lhe pes! vemi pl
drawn np. which after sorge revisions, were accepled and a contract wy
autborized in September, 1953 with lhe stipulation that the eodifed plan
shoutd be completed by December 1st.

in Apeil of TOB, bids weve sent oul and the ©. 1, Richardson e, sl
mitled the lowest bid, $263,87¢. which was accepted. The archijects

Rudelph, Cooke and Van Leeuwen received o fee of gver 10,060,

Work was begun at once. The old building waus torn down, the building
witich housed the members after the War Between ihe States until {Iy
present chureh was built, and which was then used for Lthe Sunday School,

By March of the hext vear, work had progressed enough for {he
cornerstone to be laid, Dr. Acey was serviung another pastorate and Dr
Cromer had been at Monumental since November, 1952, On {hat Sunday
March 20, (955, Dv, W, A. Wright preached the sermon at the mornmg
services. Ur. Orman Bryant, the District Superintendent, represente(’:
Bishop Garber who was unable to attend and the llev, W. G. Bates, ou
own superannuated member, had a part in the laying of the cornerstone,
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After the sermon a procession was formed which marched from th
front of the chureh avound on Queen Street to where the ceremony too.
place. Pegey Hargroves and Richard Bartlett carried the American flag an
the church flag, Judy Greene and Sarab Dill Hudging carried memorabili
to be placed in the stone. The ministers, church school officers, churel
stewards and other workers followed, along with members of the church
10 see the objects placed in the stone by L. W. Hudgins. The erowd watche
and listened in reverent atbteuntion as the services were concluded.

According fo the brief history printed in the Mareh 19585 program, i
wag the desire of the congregation that the new building would strengtbe:
the Christian Church by ils service. Such has been the case across th
intervening years, Today, Apri 6, 1875, we commend the earlier congrega
tion «nd honor those who participated in the Cormer Stone servive on Marcel
20, 1908H, by nsing the same service of worship used on that vecasion. U
dedicating our $300,000 educational building and $H0,000 parsonage, w
comnmend the {aith and vision of the people called MONUMENTALL ou
dedicate surselves to the unlinished iusks that e ahead.
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Operation Restore Dreams
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Exhibit B

Evidence of Continued Use

As a Childcare Facility
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Monumental United Methodist Church

450 DINWIDDIE STREET PORTSMOUTH, VIRGINIA 23704
MenumetnalUMC ofice@gmail.com 757-397-1297

Seplember 9, 2014

Director Douglas Smith

Department of Permits and Inspections
City Hall Building

801 Crawford Street, 4th floor
Porismouth, Virginia, 23704

Dear Mr. Smith,

The purpose of this letter is to provide some clarification about the use of our church building located at
450 Dinwiddie Streel. The educational wing of our church, which Operation Restore Dreams would
occupy, was buill in 1958 and was designed for the care of children from birih through young adulthood.
Since that time, we have continually used that portion of the buildin g to provide safe care for children.

Recentily, we have developed a partnershi p with Operation Restore Dreams and consider their project an
integral part of our ministry. While we respect the importance of current building codes, we believe we
would be "grandfathered" {rom the strict application of the current codes duc to the fact that this facility
was built, and has continually been used, for the same purpose that Operation Restore Dreams has. If
Operation Restore Dreams is unable to use this space, we would consider lhatl a terrible setback of our
current ministry.

We appreciate your consideration in this matter. Please do not hesitate (o contact me should you have
additional questions.

Sincerely,

(e Calles,

J6e Cailles, pastor
Monumenta] United Methodist Church



Testinroniul
September §, 2014

To whom it may concein,

I confirm that at MONUMENTAL UNITED METHODIST CHURCH, the Fellowship
Hall and Instructional Building have been used for educational purposes since their
construiction back in 1955, Nuisery services, art and music schiool, home schooling
programs, academic support, GED, Special Education programs, summer school
programs, etc. have taken place on weekends and week days. These are apen to the public
from azes from birth throughout adulthood, as a response to the needs of church members
and the community. ‘

t confirm that the program CPERATION RESTORE DREAMS. located in the church's
classrooms, under the same premises, is an extension of the ministry at this church, and it
has the objective to continue with the same educational use and goal that has been in
place.

Please, do not hesitate to contact me for additional information.

Yours fuithfully,

cf)}%igmﬁl’t ﬁfj m,f@évg/

MARGARET WINDLEY
MUMC HISTORIAN

Phone: 757-393-1534
e-mail: mw 777 @verizon.net

294






N
1




Ko ;“






Operation Restore Dreams
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EFxhibit C

History of
Childcare Licensure Requirements

In the State of Virginia
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Local Board Member Handbock

INTRODUCTION
HISTORY AND PURPOSE OF SOCIAL SERVICES iN VIRGINIA

In contrast to the popular image of public welfare as a phenomenon of the last fifty
years, the Commonwealth of Virginia has wrestled with the issue of the
disadvantaged for more than three centuries. Early efforts included an Act in 1846 to
establish a workhouse for the care and vocational education of poor children and a
governmenlal child welfare program in 1661, Generally, Virginia followed the English
almshouse system in dealing with its poor and dependent citizens. Almshouses were
found in most Virginia_parishes and counties in 1760,

in 1908, the State Board of Charities and Corrections was created by the Virginia
General Assembly. Subsequent slatutes ascribed more executive power to this
board. In 1922, it was further strengthened and was renamed the State Board of
Fublic Welfare. The position of the Commissioner of Public Welfare was established
at this time. The Reorganization Act of 1922 also:

Provided for local welfare units, where they are deemed expedient, each
consisting of a juvenile and domestic refations court, a board of interested
citizens, and a full-time, trained social worker or superintendent of public
welfare.

With the 1929 stock market crash and its tragic aftermath came increased recognition
of the necessity of government involvement to help individuals who were in need.
The landmart Social Securily Act was passed by the federal government in 1935, It
established three calegorical assistance programs: Aid to Families with Dependent
Children, Old Age Assistance and Aid to the Blind. Subsequently, two other
categories were added: Aid to the Permanently and Totally Disabled, in 1950 (since
dismantled) and Medical Assistance for the Aged (now under Medicaid), in 1960.

- As fedeta! involvement and funding grew. state involvement and organization

increased. The stale began to provide mcmmnq funds to reimburse part of the local
cosls. Whils the establishment of local agencies had been optional before, the
Virginia Public Assistance Act of 1938 required every political jurisdiction to have
local departments of public wellare, offering relatively uniform services. The
beginning of our present system of a state supervised, locally administered welfare
program was set in motion. In 1948, the State Department of Welfare and Instilutions
was created ("Institutions” meant the correctional system and its facilities).

MU 8
The 1960s saw the declaration of a "War on Poverty” by Presidents Kennedy and
Johnson which increased the complexity of requirements and regulations and
required the development of monitoring and reporting procedures.

To better keep up with these increasingly complex issues, the State Departiment of

Welfare and Institutions created regional offices to assist the localities ¢ In-July 1974 f
.a‘-"separate Depaltment of Weh‘are Was establlshed-
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Local Board Member Handbook

Sinee its designation by the Govemnar (o be the single state agency for administering
federal welfare programs . VDSS Is subject to pertinent federal regulations. The state
is held responsible and accountable io assure that the required programs and
guidance documents are performed as required by the applicable regulations.

In 1882, the General Assembly changed the name from the State Department of
Welfare and Institutions to the Virginia Deparunent of Social Services (VDSS).

SIGNIFICANT YEARS IN THE DEVELOPMENT OF SOCIAL SERVICES

1808 The State Board of Charities and Corrections was created.
1922 The state board was changed and renamed State Board of Public
Welfare.

The state created the Commissioner of Fublic Welfare,

Units of public welfare were created with Directors, Social Workers,
Domestic Relations Court and Welfare Board.

1935 As a result of the 1929 stock market crash, the government became
more involved in welfare.

The landmark Social Security Act was passed and it established
programs for Aid to Families with Dependent Children, Old Age
Assistance and Aid to the Blind.

1938 The Virginia Public Assistance Act was passed that required every
political jurisdiction to have a local Department of Welfare.

1948 The Stale Department of Welfare and Institutions was crealed.

1950 A program called Aid 1o the Permanently and Totally Disabled was
added, but later dropped.

1960 Medical Assistance for the Aged was added to the list of programs
being administered by the Dapartment of Welfare.

1964 A Medicaid Program was created and President Johnson made a
declaration of the War on Poverty.

1974 The Department of Welfare separated from instiiutions and a nine
member State Board of Welfare was created.



Local Board Member Handbook

1982 The General Assembly changed the name from Department of Welfare
to Department of Social Services.

1988 The first attempt at welfare reform was signed into law as the "Family
Support Act.” The Act was created to move people off welfare by
providing transportation, child care, medical care and education. The
idea was that education and training would prepare those on welfare to
move inio the work force.

1995 The U.S. General Accounting Office reported that only 11% of the 4.6
million people receiving Aid to Famiiies with Dependent Children
(AFDC) were participating monthly in any of the education, training or
job search programs set up by the 1988 Act. Efforts began to let states
develop their own welfare reform programs with a “work first”
requirement. Virginia began its welfare reform program in July 1995
and subsequently recommended further changes in welfare reform.

1996 Federal legislation was signed into law as the Welfare Reform Bill that
requires work for benefits with a five year lifetime limit.

VDSS is designated as the single state agency for administering federal
welfare programs and is held accountable for such programs. Virginia
is one of a few states that allow localities to administer federally

assisted programs under the state's supervision. There are 119 local

departments, five regional offices and the VDSS Home Office in

Richmand established for the administration of social services in the
state of Virginia.

Welfare Reform

The federal Family Support Act of 1988 introduced significant changes in major social
services programs. The Family Support Act consists of seven titles:

Title |
Title If
Title 1l
Title IV
Title V
Title Vi
Title VII

Child Support and Establishment of Paternity

Job Opportunities and Basic Skills Training Program
Supportive Services for Families

Reftated TANF Amendments

Demonstration Projects

Miscellaneous Provisions

Funding Provisions

Virginia Initiative for Employment not Welfare (VIEW)

In 1994 the Virginia General Assembly passed legislation that provided
comprehensive welfare reform. The Virginia Independence Program (VIP) began on
July 1, 1995. Cengress passed the Personal Responsibility and Work Opportunity
Reconciliation Act (PRWORA) that required all states to begin Welfare Reform in
1996. Virginia began requiring TANF clients to be involved in a work activity in July

4
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Operation Kestore Dreams
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Exhibit D

Evidence of Need for Childcare

Organizations in Portsmouth
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Day care for babies - it's costly, if you can find it | HamptonRoads.com | PilotOnline.com
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Day care for babies - it's costly, if you can find it
By Amy Jeter

The Virginian-Pilot

© March 31, 2008

>They might start with flattery, then offer cash. They sometimes drop social

connections and pull out photos of their adorable babies.

. Some couples even get their names on a child care waiting list before they're
- pregnant.

Parenis-to-be in South Hampton Roads will try almost anything to land the
right day care for their infant, But in a market where demand for quiality child
care far exceeds the supply; nothing is guaranteed.

"The truth of the matter,” said Katharine Kersey, director of the Old Dominion
University Child Study Center, "is you may never get here."

Finding infant care is a problem around the country, and competition for
coveted slots in local facilities is just as fierce.

About 28 percent of child care programs in South Hampton Roads offer care
for babies younger than 12 months, according to a 2006 study commissioned
by Smart Beginnings South Hampton Roads, the latest year for which statistics
are available. About 1,050 programs operate in the five cities.

That added up to about 3,400 spaces on the Southside, where more than
16,400 babies were born in 2006,

Since the early 2000s, the number of local births has been on an upswing, as it
has been statewide. Suffolk saw an increase of nearly 25 percent from 2001 to
20086.

Day care providers have witnessed the boom firsthand.

"There's just a huge, huge need for quality infant care," said Krista Riddick, the
director of Main Street Day Care in Suffolk, where the next available infant spot
is in July 2009,

Not all babies will
compete for slots;

INFANT CARE IN SOUTH HAMPTON ROADS
Local birth rates are on the rise, bul local day care providers
have raom for only a fraction of the region's infants.

some will stay at
home with their
mothers or relatives,
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Others will spend

months on a waiting - Peake Zo20 o0 b
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http://hamptonroads.com/2008/03/day-care-babies-its-costly-if-you-can-find-it
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Day care for babies - it's costly, if you can find it | HamptonRoads.com | PilotOnlinc.com  Page 2 of 3

lucky, most of that Sulfoll 1190 157

time will pass before  yirginiz Beach 6567 1,433

the newborn arrives. South Hamptor Roads 16,457 3441 000

"t have on two STURET S ¥ingunes tea tenl of e alth 1l St Begannnge. Sea FLorines Reads v
occasions found out

the mom was pregnant before the dad did," said Jean Rockwell, director of
Norfolk's Mustard Seed Child Care Center, where the infant room's waiting list
exceeds 90,

Directors say infants are harder to place because the state requires at least
one adult for every four children younger than 16 months old. That means
infant classes tend to be smaller than other preschool rooms, where the
required ratio is 1 to 10.

Because of the stricter standards, infant rooms often lose money, said Toni
Cacace-Beshears, chief executive officer of Places and Programs for Children,
which operates four Children's Harbor child care centers in South Hampton
Roads. '

The going rate for full-time infant care in South Hampton Roads ranges from
$87 to $165 a week on average, depending on the city and the type of
provider, according to another Smart Beginnings report from 2006.

That covers only a fraction of the true expense of providing the care, Cacace-
Beshears said.

"[n a perfect world, we would be getting paid what it costs, so we're not losing
money on infants,” she said. "That's looking at parents being able to pay $300
to $300 a week for an infant. How reasonable is that in this market?"

Even parents who are able to pay top dollar say the search is frustrating. Some
centers

offer space only on a first-come, first-served basis. Others give preference to
siblings of children aiready attending or to congregation members if the center
is affiliated with a church.

Even parents with connections are sometimes shut out.

Leslie Crocker thought her status as an Old Dominion graduate and an
alumnus of the university's child care center would work in her favor when she
sought care for her daughter during her maternity leave in fall 2006. Also, her
uncie is an adjunct professor at ODU.

It didn't matter.

Ultimately, Crocker decided to stay home and care for her daughter and to
serve as a nanny for another infant because she couldn't find another option
she liked more.

At B
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"l was anxiety-ridden,” Crocker, 32, said. "If | had known it would take eight or
nine months to get my child into day care, | would have been looking into day
care when [ got pregnant."

Expectant parents sometimes cry foul when people are allowed on a waiting
list before they're pregnant.

"We just remind them that no system is perfect," said Jennifer W. Hardy, a
senior director with Children's Harbor, who worked at the center in Norfolk's
Ghent neighborhood. "Ultimately what happened is, that parent decided they
needed care before you."

Savvy parents have learned to work the angles. For example, September can
be a good time to find a slot - that's when some centers promote children from
class to class, which can create openings in infant rooms.

Amy Cross said she thinks her August due date helped her secure a place at
Mustard Seed. She's on the center's board and has another child enrolled
there, but she still waited three months before hearing she'd probably have a
spot.

She may have to pay tuition during six weeks of her maternity leave, even
though her son will likely be home with her.

"Probably it was very fortuitous that | was having a summer baby that | could
get into the fall roster," Cross, 33, said. "l think | was miracuiously blessed."

The struggle for quality infant care is beginning to catch the attention of would-
be entrepreneurs.

In the past six months, Smart Beginnings has fielded at least seven calls from
people interested in starting local centers with infant care, Executive Director
Lisa Howard said.

One new addition will be a preschoo! affiliated with the Episcopal Church of the
Ascension in Norfolk. The center, opening this fall, will initially serve 20
children from 6 weeks to 2 years old, before adding classes for older children
later.

"People are just desperate for child care," said Donna Killmon, chairwoman of
the church's day school committee. "It will help."

Amy Jeter, (757) 446-2730, amy.jeter@pilotontine.com

HAMPTONROADS.COM & PILOTONLINE.COM © 1993 -2014
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Smith, Doug

From: Smith, Doug

Sent: Wednesday, October 22, 2014 2:59 PM
To: Justin Verville'

Cc: Brinkley, Bruce; Godfrey, Brannon
Subject: RE: 450 Dinwiddie Street

Justine,

Please write a detailed explanation of exactly what you are requesting from the information you have provided,

including what type of program you propose and the number and ages of the children involved. Include supervision aind

licensure requirements or proposals. In that way | can answer your request specifically and use the information

provided to rationally explain my decision. The cover fetier you provided does not provide me with enough detail of the

program to accomptish this.

S
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Operation Restore Dreams
Portsmouth Location : 450 Dinwiddie Street- Monumental United Methodist Church

Operation Restore Dreams is a non-profit early childhood education program that focuses 100% on the
most at-risk infants in Portsmouth. (www.operationrestoredreams.com) Specifically, we start with
pregnant school-age girls in the Portsmouth school system. The program starts with mentoring...
followed by pre-natal education... with a strong emphasis on nutrition. We then provide an opportunity
for these girls to stay in school {presently, 30+% of pregnant girls in Portsmouth schools dropout...
because of no child care opportunities), while we care for their infants after child birth — we then
continue to care for their babies through age 3. The program for the babies is what will occur at 450
Dinwiddie Street. We are a 100% free program for these girls. We will be a licensed Child Day Center
and/or a certified Nursery School or Preschool. The babies are to be with us from 7 am until 3 pm, M-
F. Based on state licensure restrictions {size of outside play area, specificaily}, 24 babies will be our
limit. Of the 24, probably 20 will be < 2.5 years of age. Of course, state child care code requires a staff
to baby ratio of 1:4.

What we need for licensure:
We have our state license application complete except for the following items...

* Zoningclearance: Zoning is saying we need a certificate of occupancy first... there is no CO on
record with the city for 450 Dinwiddie Street. They also say we need approval from you first

¢  Asbestos management plan: Ready to go... testing complete... just need to spend the $750 - waiting
on your approval first

e Fire marshal inspection: Fire marshal has visited and is happy with the space... just says a zoning
clearance is required before he can perform an official inspection

¢ Health Department inspection: Want zoning clearance done first

e Building Official form: Will include VUSBC Group Classification, Maximum Occupancy Load
{including staff)

Looking at alf codes, the only fimitation right now is fire suppression system. Again, we believe the
church should be grandfathered since it was built for a purpose simiiar to ours, has been used for
purposes similar to ours since it was built, and was built before these codes were established. Most
importantly, we do not believe we are assuming ANY undue risk. Let's be honest... the building was buiit
with asbestos... for the exact purpose of making it virtually fire proof. The asbestos is not a

problem. Everything is in very good shape... and, we have been inspected and a management pian will
be in place (as required for state licensure).

Attached is a copy of our zoning clearance application, floor plans, as well as the Building Official
evaluation/inspection form.

Please let me know if you need additional information. Again, ! really appreciate all of your help! | hope
you have a great day. Exhibits and evidence attached.



Smith, Doug

From: Smith, Doug

Sent: Monday, October 27, 2014 6:00 PM

To: ‘Justin Verville'

Ce: Merhige, Bob; Stromberg, Burle; Brinkley, Bruce; Godfrey, Brannon

Subject: Operation Restore Dreams

Attachments: PORTSMOUTH BOARD OF BUILDING CODE APPEALS.doc; Operation Restore
Dreams.PDF

Justin,

Please see attached PDF with an explanation of my decision and the attached Appeals application

Douplas £ Swith

Douglas K. Smith, MCP; Building Official
Director of Permits and Inspections

801 Crawford Street, Fourth Floor
Portsmouth, VA. 23704

757-393-8531

(&
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