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Terrorism-Provoked
Changes Proposed

Controversy continues over federal recommendations produced by WTC investigation

onspicuously absent from the many proposed model
coude changes stemming from the World Trade Cen-
ter attacks are any from the Natonal Institure of
Building Sciences. NIBS was charged with translat-

ing federal recommendations for change into code

language, but controversy over whether any change

i needled has paralyzed the process, say
SOHIFEE.

Unaler a S250.93 | comtract, MBS was
charged o meet the lnvemanional Code
Counal’s March 24 deadbine o subimin
eode change proposals for the 2007 sup-
plement o 10C% International Building
Canlie. f']mngtx were 1 be lased on 30
recodnmendations for building codes and
seandards, ﬂ:mling out of the Marional
Imseiuee of Standards and Tech-
Ilrc:]q.;:,-"-. Slf=mulbicn WI'C in-
vestigation. Instead of wrining
:IIII:IdI:I. EIJ![L" prupnq:];, !I::‘
MIBS commictes, under s
Mulohazand E'ﬂ.il"_{:;l.'!;il:un LA
cll (MM, primanly resiewed
the NIST recommendations and provid-
ed support for code proposals unider
development by owo ICC commirtees:

Critics claim the commimee hasn't
subsoitted WIST recommended props-
ils becanse there is no consensus on the
need for change. “They are being ad-
vanced by proponents as an unchallenge-
abile imperative, a5 if sociery B demand-
ing change at any cost,” says Charles
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Carer, chief structural enginger for the
American Insituate of Steel Constructson
[y Chicago, “Yet there & no evidence
that the proposals will actually make the
pubilic more safe"

By the March 24 deadline, ICC had
received 700 e-mails containing more
than 2000 code change proposals, They
are posted on [CCS Website, worwin-
safe oy

The Mational Institute of Standards and
Technology defends its contract with
the National Institute of Building Sciences,
though NIBS did not write code proposals,
as it was charged fo do.

As of Jan, 31, Washingren, D.C.-
based NIBS had spent $57,08% of i
NIST contract value, *I don't think the
MIES contract is a waste of money” even
though the original charge has changed
from writing code proposals o providing
feedback and aid, says Shyam Sunder,
NISTS bead WT'C investigator.

To dage, NIBES has held three meet-
ings. The first was primarily to get orga-

mized, Another was m evaluate "sraw-
man" code proposals, based on the WTC
recommendations, written by NIST wt
the request of NIBS, Another meeting
focused on aiding ICC committees in
developing their code proposals.

Many building professionals find i
odd that NIBS nceded draft code lan-
puage from MNIST when NIBS was hired
to write code language for NIST. “We
lead promised vo provide them with tech-
mical assistance,” Sunder says. “When the
Ml growp beoked at the dme availabile
and plans already under way by [ICC
codnimigeees], amd that [therr chairs] were
members of the NIBS group, mather than
duplicate effors, they decided they would
bruald on the effort by providing technical
insrht and pros amd cons.”

Clarer M. Heider, NIBS' MMC vice
president, cills the NIBS wark "o vakue-
able collaboratson.” It provides an open
“lorum environment” for disosson of
the Esues at hamd, she says.

Adter reviewing the NIST wrade cen-
ter recommendations “m depeh,” NIBS
ilentified those that require updating or
development of o standard or standards
before they can be reflected in the mod-
el codes, says Heider. The committes
also identthed recommendations that do
not require standards development.

The KIBES commitiee plans o meet
this summer o review and possibdy mod-
ify proposals from [OCS Code Technol-

| ogy Committee and Ad Hoe Commirtee
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PUBLIC CODE CHANGE PROPOSAL FORM
FOR PUBLIC PROPOSALS IN THE INTERNATIONAL CODES

72007 CODE DEYVELOPMENT CYCLE

Sepirmiber 20 to 3, 300 s Oriands, FL.
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on Terrorism Ressstant Buildings (AIC-
TEB) it helped crafr, NIBS expects o
determine whether w offigally suppon
the propossls 3t 1OC oode hearings, Sepe.
2030 in Ovlando, Tr plans 1o revies ots-

er proposals submitted in response o the |

WL recommendstions, s Helder.
That includes a proposal, developed
by s MNIES mask group, for 3 skyscraper
fircfighting shaft, Four NIBS commirttee
members submined the proposil inde-
pendently because the full
commines did nor have a
chance o debate the pro-

peosal, sas Heider, |

Disproportionate

A fourth NIBS meeting is
scheduled for May 1-2 in
Washington, DLC, The
contentions Bsue of pro-
gressive collapse, becom-
ing known as dispropor-
tiomate collapse, is on the
May | agenika. This will be
the second NIBS-orga-
nized, NIST-sponsored

meeting on disproportion-
ate collipee since terronsts
destroyed the World Trads
Clenter. At the first, atten-
dees could only agres that
the collapse of the WT'CS
twin towers dead not meet

N Rensbabely Tacker, PP 1607 Coflim, F

Iresplred by 811, Masmy of the coce chanpe propasals ane
injdirect response to the federsl WTC investigation,

the generally acoepted definition of dis-
proportimite collapse,

The May | sesaan, which will have
representatives of standards-writing
grougs inchuding the American Socety of
Civil Enganeers, will likely debate the
thcrits of the terronsm committess dig-
proportionate collapse code requirement,
The provision was among many code
proposals nog endarsed by CTC ac a
March 9-10 meeting (ENR 320 p. 12)
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“Progressive collapse is a concept thar
defies practical building code require-
mens,” says James B, DeSrefano, o stroe-
iral engineer based m Fairfield, Coon.
“There s not general sgreement among
engincess on what progressive collapse is
o how it can b designed for®
AHC-TREB has submimed a ool of
14 code change proposals. Several sug-
gest respuirements for buildings taller
than 420 fr. (e proposal is for buildings
to be able o survive ®s contents fire o
hurmont withowt local failure of the aroe-
tore,” Another would require an addi-
thonal exit stairway for the highrises. A
third is & requirement for redundant
sprinkler system risers. Other proposals
achiress fuel oil storage, stairway commu-
nicatinn systems, cat grath markings and
IMETior stairway fire-raned enchosures.
LT proposals address wind load
derermination; spraved-on fireproofing
oohesion, bond arcrgth ani inspecton;
amvd the “sructural frame” approach o
fire-resistance ratings.
The J-Cite develognsent process ke
I8 months. MNew codes ane ssued every
thiree years, with a supplement published
for the alernating 18-month cpele. Ap-
= = proved code changes fior
the 27 I-Cade Smpple-
st automatically be-
cowne part of the 208 -
Cade of, during the next
cyele, there are no ap-
prived proposals to maod-
ify an 1-Codr Supplearent
pintnasion.
Though che 2006 /-
Code has been adopted by
major pursdseions, only
five have notifed [OC
that they adopted che
204 [oCode Swpplemieint
thar preceded i Iris
therefore possible thar
mambel code changes for
: this supplemieny will not
|  be copsidered by many
jurislictions onnl they are
in the 2009 code,
By Naatime M, Posr
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