
Item No. Description Response By Date Status

080125-0.0 Letter Preamble OSBI/OSFM 8/1/2025 CLOSED

071025-1.0
Approval of Engineering Judgements as Modifications: If and when the EJs are provided, will 

each one require a formal approval by the state as a modification?

Michael Violette, 

CBO
7/10/2025 OPEN

071025-1.1

Yes. As noted in DAS response document “Vessel_Rocky Hill_OSBI-OSFM Responses_FINAL 

2025-08-01,” The state welcomes the submission of a modification but requires a separate 

modification application for each separate assembly due to different conditions, applications 

and configurations.

OSBI/OSFM 8/1/2025 CLOSED

071025-1.2

Response:  There are no engineering judgements included in the permit submission.  See 

drawing G-004 for locations of fire rated assemblies and references to Intertek’s letters 

referencing ASTM E119 tested assemblies on drawing G-005.  UL listed penetration assemblies 

are illustrated on drawings G-006-G-009.

Theodore L. 

Vedock, AIA
9/9/2025 CLOSED

071025-1.3 All Engineering Judgments for this project shall require a State Modification
Michael Violette, 

CBO
9/24/2025 OPEN

071025-1.4

HAA/Vessel Update 9/26/25: We are confident in the Engineering Judgements the have been 

prepared by industry leading professionals, but will submit any Modification requests as 

required.

Theodore L. 

Vedock, AIA
9/26/2025 OPEN

071025-1.5

DAS Response – The revised set dated 9/11/25 includes Intertek letters, however there are 

discrepancies in the reports such as Test Results S56901.01-121-24 is being referenced in Wall 

Type E on Sheet G-004 for the Exterior Wall adjacent to stairs required a 60-minute rating, but 

the test is passed for only 30 minutes. This wall type is not acceptable for wall type E. 

The comprehensive test report is also not available and required before a decision on 

compliance with the testing standard and the code can be made. The state will need the 

complete test reports before they could consider modifications.

OSBI 10/2/2025 OPEN

071025-2.0
Atrium vs. Open Ended Corridor Clarification: Please confirm whether the open space 

between the units within each building is classified as an atrium or an open-ended corridor.

Michael Violette, 

CBO
7/10/2025 OPEN

071025-2.1

Is it both. Refer to document “Vessel_Rocky Hill_OSBI-OSFM Responses_FINAL 2025-08-01”. 

Summary is that this space is required to comply with Section 711.3 which sends you to 712 if 

there are openings. Additionally exterior exit stairways for open-ended corridors are required 

to comply with 1027.6 for clear openings at landings.

OSBI/OSFM 8/1/2025 CLOSED

071025-2.2

Response:  The corridors are designed as “open-ended corridors.”  We do not consider open 

space between the units to be an atrium, but to address the concern we have agreed to install 

solid plank flooring at the third floor as illustrated on detail 1/G-004 and drawing G-300 to 

avoid any confusion on behalf of the State or Local AHJ.   

Our interpretation of the original design has been supported by ICC who has advised that: 

“We never implied that the open-grate corridor might be considered an atrium. The corridors 

are indeed open-ended, since they are both at least 50% open to the atmosphere on each 

end. In our opinion, the open ended corridor, which is similar to a breezeway, is not an 

atrium, even though the corridor floors are not opaque and therefore communicate three 

corridor floor levels. ”  Again, we have added solid plank flooring at the third floor, to avoid 

any possibility that this space may be misconstrued as an atrium.

Theodore L. 

Vedock, AIA
9/9/2025 CLOSED

071025-2.3
State of CT may approve this modification with addition of solid flooring on the second and 

forth floors and consider this a non-atrium space.

Michael Violette, 

CBO
9/24/2025 OPEN

071025-2.4
HAA/Vessel Update 9/26/25: We will await a decision from the State of CT on the previously 

submitted Modification Request.

Theodore L. 

Vedock, AIA
9/26/2025 N/A

071025-2.5

DAS Response – ICC provides their opinions and are not interpretations. In Connecticut, the 

State Building Inspector is the ultimate authority to interpret the code. 

OSBI/OSFM has determined that if solid planks are installed at the 3rd floor, this will relieve 

the project from meeting atrium requirements but will now be required to meet the two-

story opening requirement in Section 712.1.9. A modification would be considered for Item 4 

“Is not open to a corridor in Group R occupancies” since in this project the corridor is also the 

opening. The solid floor shall be constructed in a manner that is continuous and therefore 

limits the passage of smoke.  

Detail 2, however, on Sheet G-004 shows that the 1st and 2nd floors will have the open 

grating. The 1st floor grating is open to the crawl space below. See ONI-24 and ONI-30. 

OSBI 10/2/2025 OPEN

071025-2.6

Item 2.2 in this summary document above, the 50% opening requirement does not apply to 

exterior stairs and the section that applies to the openness for exterior stairs is IBC Section 

1027.3 which requires a minimum 35 square foot clear opening that begins 42 inches from the 

top of the landing and at all intermediate landings. The walls at the stair landings are made of 

screen material, however documentation and calculations would be required to quantify if 

the total openings are equivalent to 35 Square Feet to meet the code. If it does not, then a 

clear opening or an alternative solution would need to be provided to equate to 35 square 

feet. A modification will not be granted for this condition where a compliant or alternative 

solution that meets code could be provided.

OSBI 10/2/2025 OPEN



071025-3.0
Sprinkler Protection in Exit Access Corridors and Exit Stairs: The exit access corridors and exit 

stairs currently lack sprinkler coverage. Is a state modification required to address this?

Michael Violette, 

CBO
7/10/2025 CLOSED

071025-4.0

Fire Separation Between Buildings: The required 10-foot fire separation in the open space 

between the units within each building is not met. Would this necessitate a state 

modification? 

Michael Violette, 

CBO
7/10/2025 CLOSED

071025-5.0
Placement of Electrical Outlets: The electrical outlets are not located within the 6 to 12-foot 

interval specified by code. Is a state modification required? 

Michael Violette, 

CBO
7/10/2025 CLOSED

071025-6.0
UL Listing for Electrical Outlet Cover Plates: No UL listing has been provided for the outlet 

cover plates. Is a state modification required for this? 

Michael Violette, 

CBO
7/10/2025 OPEN

071025-6.1
Not enough information provided. Refer to document “Vessel_Rocky Hill_OSBI-OSFM 

Responses_FINAL 2025-08-01”.
OSBI/OSFM 8/1/2025 CLOSED

071025-6.2

Response:  The outlet installation complies with 406.6 of NFPA 70.  The metal strip does not 

contribute to the compliance with section 406.6, and has no role in supporting a fire 

resistance wall. The strip can be removed and the wall will stay exactly in place.

Theodore L. 

Vedock, AIA
9/9/2025 CLOSED

071025-6.3 Acceptable
Michael Violette, 

CBO
9/24/2025 CLOSED

071025-6.4 HAA/Vessel Update 9/26/25: Item Closed
Theodore L. 

Vedock, AIA
9/26/2025 CLOSED

071025-6.5

DAS Response – The wall types, shown on Permit Set dated 9/11/2025. Sheet G-004, show a 

single 6MM HPL panel attached directly to metal studs but it doesn’t indicate how it is 

attached. This is a rated dwelling unit fire partition separation, and if magnetic strips are still 

being proposed, when they are removed our understanding is that it will reveal a gap and 

compromise the integrity of the fire rating. How does the magnetic strip meet the joint 

protection requirements of Section 708.8 of the IBC? This magnetic strip is part of the wall 

assembly and therefore cannot be an outlet cover. Full test report is required to determine 

the materials used for the rated assembly to make a final determination.

OSBI 10/2/2025 OPEN

071025-7.0

Exterior Stairway Compliance with IBC 1011.7.2: The exterior stairways appear to fall short of 

the requirements specified in IBC section 1011.7.2 (“Outside Conditions”). Does this trigger a 

need for a state modification?

Michael Violette, 

CBO
7/10/2025 CLOSED

071025-8.0

Fire Separation: Wall, Door/Frame, and Ventilation Openings: The method for achieving fire 

separation through the wall and door/frame assemblies—along with any ventilation 

openings—is unclear. Although an EJ was referenced, it has not been provided. Will a state 

modification be required?

Michael Violette, 

CBO
7/10/2025 OPEN

071025-8.1
No modification would be granted. Refer to document “Vessel_Rocky Hill_OSBI-OSFM 

Responses_FINAL 2025-08-01”.
OSBI/OSFM 8/1/2025 CLOSED

071025-8.2

Response:   See drawing G-004 for locations of fire rated assemblies and references to 

Intertek’s letters referencing ASTM E119 tested assemblies on drawing G-005.  UL listed 

penetration assemblies are illustrated on drawings G-006 -G-009.  Fire ratings for doors are 

provided on drawing A-500.

Theodore L. 

Vedock, AIA
9/9/2025 CLOSED

071025-8.3
Revised plans no longer show fresh air intake at corridor walls, please verify. OSBI has 

indicated that all the unit doors and door frames will be replaced, please verify.

Michael Violette, 

CBO
9/24/2025 OPEN

071025-8.4

HAA/Vessel Update 9/26/25: All unit doors are being provided with fire rated assemblies as 

indicated on drawings. Design team is currently evaluating options for fresh air intake at 

corridor walls.

Theodore L. 

Vedock, AIA
9/26/2025 OPEN

071025-8.5

DAS Response –  The documents received from the Rocky Hill Building Department on July 

15
th

, 2025, included EJs.  The revised set dated 9/11/25 includes Intertek letters with 

discrepancies (see Response Item 071025-1.3).

If door assemblies (including frames) located in rated walls meet the required opening 

protective rating as indicated in Table 716.1(2) of the IBC, then the doors comply with the 

2022 CSBC. Careful attention should be given by the design team and the local code officials 

to ensure any openings within walls around exterior stairs and other walls required to have a 

1-hour fire-resistance-rating per Section 1027.6, meet the required min. door assembly fire-

rating.

The revised mechanical drawings, sheet M-101.00 addresses the mechanical ventilation for 

the bedroom by the installation of two HRV’s in each unit. However, the ventilation 

requirements for the living room and kitchen/dining area are not addressed.

OSBI 10/2/2025 OPEN

071025-9.0

Firestopping/Blocking Specifications: We are still awaiting detailed specifications for 

firestopping and blocking. During the initial inspection, it was stated that EJs would follow; 

however, these need to be based on a listed, tested method. Will a state modification be 

required if a compliant specification is submitted?

Michael Violette, 

CBO
7/10/2025 OPEN

071025-9.1

See responses to questions 071025-1 and 071025-8. An EJ, firestopping and blocking details 

and specifications shall be submitted for review prior to installation per Section 107.4 of the 

2021 IBC portion of the 2022 CSBC. 

OSBI/OSFM 8/1/2025 CLOSED

071025-9.2 Response: UL listed penetration assemblies are illustrated on drawings G-006 -G-009.
Theodore L. 

Vedock, AIA
9/9/2025 CLOSED

071025-9.3
According to sheet G-006 many details apply to wood frame floor/ceiling, please clarify and 

address.

Michael Violette, 

CBO
9/24/2025 OPEN



071025-9.4

HAA/Vessel Update 9/26/25: 3M Fire Protection Products, the manufacturer of the 

penetration firestopping system assemblies, provided written Engineering Judgements which 

are included on drawing G-007 and G-008. These Engineering Judgements make direct 

reference the UL Assemblies included on the drawings. In all cases, we are improving on the 

fire resistance performance of the UL listed assemblies, by providing non-combustible 

construction in lieu of combustible construction.

Theodore L. 

Vedock, AIA
9/26/2025

071025-9.5

DAS Response –   3M engineering judgements on sheet G-007 were provided in the 9/11/2025 

Permit Set, however these judgements are based on a steel stud wall with two layers of 5/8 

gypsum one on each side. Wall Type A demising wall on sheet G-004 only shows one layer of 

gypsum on one side of the wall, therefore this engineering judgment is not equivalent to the 

proposed assembly and is not acceptable. The floor assembly details on Sheet G-006 are for 

wood assemblies and are also not equivalent to the proposed steel frame and while we agree 

steel is better than wood, the EJ’s indicate a layer of gypsum at the ceiling which is not what is 

being shown on detail F on Sheet G-004. All engineering judgements and joint assemblies 

should match similar construction materials as what is being proposed to show compliance 

and tested in both directions for asymmetrical systems.

OSBI 10/2/2025 OPEN

071025-10.0
UL Listings for Interior and Exterior Panels: No UL listings have been provided for the interior 

or exterior panel assemblies. Will a code modification be required?

Michael Violette, 

CBO
7/10/2025 OPEN

071025-10.1
See response to 071025-1.0 and Refer to document “Vessel_Rocky Hill_OSBI-OSFM 

Responses_FINAL 2025-08-01”.
OSBI/OSFM 8/1/2025 CLOSED

071025-10.2

Response:  There are no engineering judgements included in the permit submission.  See 

drawing G-004 for locations of fire rated assemblies and references to Intertek’s letters 

referencing ASTM E119 tested assemblies on drawing G-005.  UL listed penetration assemblies 

are illustrated on drawings G-006-G-009.  Flame spread index and smoke developed index 

illustrating that this HPL panel is Class A rated are indicated on drawing A-101.

Theodore L. 

Vedock, AIA
9/9/2025 CLOSED

071025-10.3
Test results from Intertek shown on sheet G-005 are only failed test results not approved test 

reports.

Michael Violette, 

CBO
9/24/2025 OPEN

071025-10.4

HAA/Vessel Update 9/26/25: Full reports of the passing tests reports are expected next week, 

and will be forthcoming.

All of Intertek’s preliminary Letters of Results show passing tests. Per the letters:

     • The V2 Exterior Non-Bearing Wall “did not exceed the allowable temperature limits when 

exposed up to and including a 30-minute duration fire exposure” when a 30 minute rating is 

required

     • The V1 Demising wall “achieved a fire resistance rating of 30-minutes” when a 30 minute 

rating is required

     • The floor/ceiling assembly “received a 105 min. rating” when only a 30 minute rating is 

required

Theodore L. 

Vedock, AIA
9/26/2025 N/A

071025-10.5

DAS Response – According to NVS letter on sheet G-005, it is noted that the CenturyPly 

laminate has been tested to ASTM E84, however no test was provided. The AHJ shall review 

and approve the test for compliance with Section 803.1.2 for interior finishes. 

However, HPL is a combustible material and must comply with all of Section 803, including 

section 803.14, for it to be allowed in non-combustible construction per IBC Section 603. 

Testing data for ASTM E84 should be provided; or if a European Standard is being used, a copy 

of such European Standard shall be provided to the AHJ so that they can compare if both 

standards are equal. OSBI and OSFM are available to assist in this comparison when 

requested. Documentation shall be provided for the magnetic strips, if being used to support 

the panel to the wall, and the HPL to verify compliance with Section 803.14 

The Intertek letters state that a hose stream test was not performed. Per ASTM E119, hose 

stream tests are only exempt from assemblies of less than 1-hour rating, however Wall type 

B, exterior wall adjacent to stairs, is a 60 min rated wall therefore it is not compliant.

OSBI 10/2/2025 OPEN

071025-11.0
Fire Dampers for Bathroom Exhaust Ducts: Bathroom exhaust ducts traverse adjacent 

units—are fire dampers required in this configuration?

Michael Violette, 

CBO
7/10/2025 OPEN

071025-11.1 Compliance with IBC 717.5.4 & IMC 607.5.3 is required. OSBI/OSFM 8/1/2025 CLOSED

071025-11.2 Response: Fire dampers are not required, in accordance with section 717.5.4, exception #4.
Theodore L. 

Vedock, AIA
9/9/2025 CLOSED

071025-11.3 Acceptable
Michael Violette, 

CBO
9/24/2025 CLOSED

071025-11.4 HAA/Vessel Update 9/26/25: Item Closed
Theodore L. 

Vedock, AIA
9/26/2025 CLOSED



071025-11.5

DAS Response – Exception 4 of IBC 717.5.4 is permitted only for ducts that are “constructed 

of sheet steel not less than No. 26 gage thickness and shall be continuous from air-handling 

appliance or equipment to the air outlet.” The permit mechanical set we received on July 15
th 

does not show sheet metal duct to comply with this section and notes “4-inch Flex Duct” on 

the drawings. 

The 9/11/25 Mechanical drawings have removed this note, but the graphic of the flex duct is 

still there with no clarity as to its gage or material type. Either the ducts will need to meet the 

construction material prescribed in the exception, or dampers will be required to be installed 

at each penetration in accordance with IBC section 717.5. A modification will not be given for 

this condition.

The symbols used for the ductwork on sheet M-101.00 do not match the legend on sheet M-

001.00

OSBI 10/2/2025 OPEN

071025-12.0

Fire Rating Impact: Electrical Service Equipment Mounted to Studs: The electrical service 

equipment is mounted directly to studs. How does this impact the fire rating of the electrical 

room? Will a state modification be required?

Michael Violette, 

CBO
7/10/2025 OPEN

071025-12.1

See response to question 071025-1.0. Submission of the plans/details or more information is 

required to make a determination. If during plan review it was determined that the electrical 

room is required to be separated from adjacent spaces with a fire-resistance rated enclosure, 

then the wall requires a UL listing or alternative method of determining the required fire-

resistance-rating and installed as prescribed. If the wall is not required to be fire rated, and it 

meets the installation provisions of NFPA 70, then it is acceptable.

OSBI/OSFM 8/1/2025 CLOSED

071025-12.2
Response: Electric service equipment is not recessed into walls.  It is surface or floor mounted 

which would not effect the fire rating of any walls in the electric room.

Theodore L. 

Vedock, AIA
9/9/2025 CLOSED

071025-12.3

Once we have an approved rated assembly for the enclosure of the space, a final 

determination can be made whether the electrical equipment can stay attached to the studs 

or not.

Michael Violette, 

CBO
9/24/2025 OPEN

071025-12.4

HAA/Vessel Update 9/26/25: The fire rated assemblies are described on drawings G-004 and 

G-005. It is unclear what further information is needed to determine the assembly for the 

enclosure of the space.

Theodore L. 

Vedock, AIA
9/26/2025 N/A

071025-12.5

DAS Response – The electrical panels are permitted to be installed directly to metal stud, 

however if any of those walls are required to have a fire-resistance rating, then the walls must 

be constructed according to an approved wall assembly. Until the full reports have been 

received to confirm the rating and construction, the assemblies as noted be reviewed, 

approved, and shall be constructed as such to meet code compliance.

OSBI 10/2/2025 OPEN

Other Notable Items

080125-1.0

ONI-1: It appears an engineer has sealed and signed drawings for design work required to 

be performed by a licensed architect and is beyond what is allowed as incidental work by 

the licensing requirements of the Connecticut General Statutes §20-298 & §29-276c.

OSBI/OSFM 8/1/2025 CLOSED

080125-2.0
ONI-2: The occupant load calculations on the drawings account for apartment unit total 

occupant load and not for the total gross floor area as defined in Chapter 2.
OSBI/OSFM 8/1/2025 CLOSED

080125-3.0
ONI-3: Several notes and details in the drawing package refer to a 5-story building however 

this is a four-story building. Clarification is required.
OSBI/OSFM 8/1/2025 CLOSED

080125-4.0
ONI-4: It is unclear if the exterior wall panel along the corridor meets the interior finish 

requirements for a corridor in IBC Section 803.1.2.
OSBI/OSFM 8/1/2025 OPEN

080125-4.1
Response:  Flame spread index and smoke developed index illustrating that this HPL panel is 

Class A rated are indicated on drawing A-101

Theodore L. 

Vedock, AIA
9/9/2025 CLOSED

080125-4.2 DAS Response –  See Item 10.3. OSBI 10/2/2025 OPEN

080125-5.0

It is unclear if the high-pressure laminate (HPL) panel within the interior of all the 

apartment units meet the flame and smoke spread index of Chapter 8 of the IBC. 

Documentation should be provided to the local officials.

OSBI/OSFM 8/1/2025 OPEN

080125-5.1
Response:  Flame spread index and smoke developed index illustrating that this HPL panel is 

Class A rated are indicated on drawing A-101.

Theodore L. 

Vedock, AIA
9/9/2025 CLOSED

080125-5.2

DAS Response –  See Item 10.3. However, there is no indication on how the panels will be 

attached to the studs or gypsum layer where applicable. If magnetic strips are proposed, they 

will need to meet the flame and smoke index of Chapter 8 and documentation shall be 

provided to show the HPL and magnetic strips, if used in this project similar to other towns, 

comply with Section 803.14

OSBI 10/2/2025 OPEN

080125-6.0

Information from the high-pressure laminate panel manufacturer would be required to 

determine if the HPL panel is a noncombustible material. Fire barriers and fire partitions 

must be materials permitted by the building type of construction per IBC Sections 707.2, 

708.2 and 1408.

OSBI/OSFM 8/1/2025 OPEN

080125-6.1

Response:  Flame spread index and smoke developed index illustrating that this HPL panel is 

Class A rated are indicated on drawing A-101.  Panels were included in ASTM E118 tested 

assemblies, as indicated in letters included on drawing G-005.

Theodore L. 

Vedock, AIA
9/9/2025 CLOSED



080125-6.2

DAS Response –  If the HPL is intended to be used as part of the rated assembly for the 

interior dwelling units, the full test report for the wall types is required for DAS and the AHJ to 

make a determination on what materials were included within the tested assembly.  

OSBI 10/2/2025 OPEN

080125-7.0

According to Sheet A-008, the corridor floors have openings in the floor grates that are 

required to comply with ANSI A117.1-2017 Section 302.3. Not enough information was 

provided for the building official to verify compliance. 

OSBI/OSFM 8/1/2025 CLOSED

080125-8.0

The elevator shaft wall facing the corridor shall also be fire-resistant rated construction per 

IBC Section 713.14 (either 1 or 2 hours depending on the number of stories). The elevator 

detail plan on sheet A-700 or on Code Sheet A-003 are not depicting a rated shaft wall.

OSBI/OSFM 8/1/2025 CLOSED

080125-9.0

Corridor/Atrium ratings and ratings along exterior stair not shown on drawings to identify 

required fire-rated-barrier requirements to comply with IBC Sections 404 or 1020, and 

Section 1027.

OSBI/OSFM 8/1/2025 CLOSED

080125-10.0
The plans show egressing from the bedroom through the bathroom which is not permitted 

by IBC Section 1016.2.
OSBI/OSFM 8/1/2025 CLOSED

080125-11.0
The electrical panel is located in a bathroom which is not permitted by Article 240.24(D) of 

the National Electrical Code.
OSBI/OSFM 8/1/2025 CLOSED

080125-12.0 How are the secondary roof drainage requirements of Section 1502.2 of the IBC being met? OSBI/OSFM 8/1/2025 CLOSED

080125-13.0

No plans or specifications provided for the fire alarm system. A fire alarm and detection 

system is required per Section 907.2.9 of the 2021 International Building Code portion of the 

2022 Connecticut State Building Code.

OSBI/OSFM 8/1/2025 OPEN

080125-13.1
Response: See Fire Alarm Drawings on sheets FA-001.00.  Fire Alarm system is limited to 

monitoring the sprinkler system flow in accordance with 907.2.9.1, exception #3

Theodore L. 

Vedock, AIA
9/9/2025 CLOSED

080125-13.2

DAS Response –  The plans provided 9/12/25 include sprinkler system flow monitoring by a 

FACP but there is no audible exterior waterflow alarm as required by 903.4.2. 

Sheet SP-101.00, Sprinkler Plan, provided on 9/12/25 does not indicate sprinklers in the 

stairways and ramps as required per IBC Section 1027.6, exception 3.1. Therefore, this design 

does not meet Exception #3 in Section 907.2.9.1 and a fire alarm system is required with 

occupant notification system complying with IBC 907.5.

Single- and multiple-station smoke alarms shall comply with section 907.2.11

OSFM/OSBI 10/2/2025 OPEN

080125-14.0 Verification that refrigerant piping locations comply with IMC Section 1109.2 is missing. OSBI/OSFM 8/1/2025 OPEN

080125-14.1

Response:  Refrigerant piping installation is code compliant as follows:  

·        SECTION 1109.2.1 – MINIMUM HEIGHT. ‘No piping is installed within occupied spaces 

below 7’3”. 

·        SECTION 1109.2.2 – REFRIGERANT PIPE ENCLOSURE. Refrigerant piping is protected 

within building elements or above 7’3” in height. 

·        SECTION 1109.2.3 – PROHIBITED LOCATIONS. Refrigerant piping is not installed within 

any of the prohibited locations. 

·        SECTION 1109.2.4 – PIPING IN CONCRETE FLOORS. No refrigerant piping is installed 

within concrete floors. 

·        SECTION 1109.2.5 – REFRIGERANT PIPING IN SHAFTS. Exception #2 – Piping in a direct 

system using Group A1 refrigerant where the refrigerant quantity does not exceed the limits 

of Table 1103.1 for the smallest occupied space through which the piping passes. 

·        SECTION 1109.2.6 – EXPOSED PIPING SURFACE TEMP. All refrigerant piping shall be 

installed with insulation. 

·        SECTION 1109.2.7 – PIPE IDENTIFICATION. All exposed refrigerant piping on roof will be 

labeled.

Theodore L. 

Vedock, AIA
9/9/2025 CLOSED

080125-14.2

DAS Response –  According to the revised MEP drawings dated 9/11/25, the refrigerant type 

has not been indicated on the drawings. The response above states the project will be using 

A1 refrigerant but will not exceed the amount on the table. Documentation needs to be 

provided to show the type, classification and quantities and how this meets code. Local AHJ 

shall review and OSBI is available to provide code clarification and guidance if needed.

OSBI 10/2/2025 OPEN

080125-15.0
Is a fire pump required for the automatic sprinkler system? No flow data or design pressures 

provided.
OSBI/OSFM 8/1/2025 OPEN

080125-15.1

Response:  The sprinkler contractor will provide flow data and design pressures as part of 

their shop drawings which will be submitted under separate cover to illustrate the full fire 

protection system design.  We request a deferred submittal for the fire protection system 

drawings.

Theodore L. 

Vedock, AIA
9/9/2025 CLOSED

080125-15.2
DAS Response –  To date no sprinkler shop drawings or hydraulic calculations have been 

provided to OSFM. No flow data was included in the design drawings provided. 
OSFM 10/2/2025 OPEN

080125-16.0

The hydrant location on UT-1 does not comply with CSFSC 507.5.1.1. The hydrant shall be 

within 100 feet of the FDCs for the standpipe systems, unless approved by the fire code 

official. Has the local fire code official approved the increased distance? (168’8”)

OSBI/OSFM 8/1/2025 OPEN

080125-16.1
Response: See drawing FP-0 for fire department connection and fire hydrant locations.  

Hydrant is provided within 100’ of FDC.

Theodore L. 

Vedock, AIA
9/9/2025 CLOSED



080125-16.2
DAS Response –  According to the plans provided to OSFM as of 9/12/25 the hydrant is more 

then 100’ from the location of the FDC.  This was also verified in the field on 09/23/2025.
OSFM 10/2/2025 OPEN

080125-17.0

Fire alarm plans did not appear to be included in the electrical drawings. On E-105 and E-106 

it appears that the smoke and CO alarms are directly above the cooking equipment. This is 

usually contraindicated in the manufacturer’s specifications. Have specs been provided? Are 

the smoke alarms in the appropriate locations?

OSBI/OSFM 8/1/2025 OPEN

080125-17.1
Response: See Fire Alarm Drawings on sheets FA-001.00.  Fire Alarm system is limited to 

monitoring the sprinkler system flow in accordance with 907.2.9.1, exception #3.

Theodore L. 

Vedock, AIA
9/9/2025 CLOSED

080125-17.2

DAS Response –  If the smoke and CO alarms are not part of a fire alarm system, they should 

be marked on the plans and specifications shall be provided to the local AHJs for review and 

approval. 

Single- and multiple-station smoke alarms shall comply with section 907.2.11

When discussing the Rocky Hill project with Kris (Vessel) on site, he noted that there is no 

range or oven connections. Plug in hot plates and convection ovens are only being provided.  

Dwelling unit require permanent provisions for cooking. Clarification is required to properly 

classify the spaces as sleeping rooms or dwelling units.

OSFM 10/2/2025 OPEN

080125-18.0

Do the emergency lights in the corridors provide adequate illumination? (E-202) CSFSC 

1008.3.1 Emergency Lights required in corridors, CSFSC 1008.3.5 Required Illumination 

levels.

OSBI/OSFM 8/1/2025 OPEN

080125-18.1
Response: Exit signs have integral emergency lighting which provide adequate illumination as 

required by code

Theodore L. 

Vedock, AIA
9/9/2025 CLOSED

080125-18.2

DAS Response –  No lighting fixture schedule provided or notes to indicate that the light 

fixtures along the corridor and stairs have emergency power for egress illumination. 

Illumination levels under emergency power shall comply with IBC section 1008.3.5 and the 

required locations shall comply with IBC section 1008.3

OSFM 10/2/2025 OPEN

080125-19.0
The privacy door and arrangement of the toilet/laundry area of the bathroom obstruct the 

sprinkler protection. SP-200. 
OSBI/OSFM 8/1/2025 OPEN

080125-19.1

Response: Please see submitted fire protection plans, FP-1, FP-2, FP-3, FP-4, FP-5 and FP-6.  

Full coverage is provided in accordance with NFPA 13.  Please identify any specific areas of 

concern and we will address them.

Theodore L. 

Vedock, AIA
9/9/2025 CLOSED

080125-19.2

DAS Response –  The sprinkler system design drawings provided to OSFM 9/12/25 do not 

show coverage of the toilet/laundry area. Full shop drawings, calculations, and specifications 

shall be submitted to the local AHJs for review and approval.

OSFM 10/2/2025 OPEN

080125-20.0
The sprinkler plans refer to NFPA 13, 13R, and 13D. Which type of sprinkler system is to be 

installed?
OSBI/OSFM 8/1/2025 CLOSED

080125-20.1
Response: The sprinkler system is designed in accordance with NFPA 13, as is indicated on 

drawing FP-0.

Theodore L. 

Vedock, AIA
9/9/2025 CLOSED

080125-20.2
DAS Response - Full shop drawings, calculations, and specifications shall be submitted to the 

local AHJs for review and approval.
OSFM 10/2/2025 CLOSED

080125-21.0
Code Sheet A-003 and Architectural plans have the building mirrored – orientation of the 

building needs to be clarified and consistent among the entire Construction Document set.
OSBI/OSFM 8/1/2025 CLOSED

080125-21.1 Response:  Refer to sheets G-004 and A-100.  Plan orientation is consistent on all drawings.
Theodore L. 

Vedock, AIA
9/9/2025 CLOSED

080125-21.2 DAS Response – The updated set has been corrected from the 7/15 set. Item is closed. OSBI 10/2/2025 CLOSED

100225-22.0 No foundation plan or details submitted with the revised documents on 9/12/2025 OSBI 10/2/2025 OPEN

100225-23.0
MEP documents. MEP documents refer to existing buildings and standards related to New 

York City. Construction documents shall be revised to be project specific.
OSBI 10/2/2025 OPEN

100225-24.0

Crawl space access – crawl spaces shall be provided with openings not less than 18”x24” (IBC 

1209.1). Several of the wall openings under the corridor are obstructed by plumbing. 

If the floor grate in the corridor is to be removed for access, how will the access to the means 

of egress be maintained when the grate is removed per IFC Section 1032.2?

OSBI/OSFM 10/2/2025 OPEN

100225-25.0

Thermal envelope is not continuous – We were informed on-site that the first floor assembly 

above the crawl space is not insulated. The foundation wall insulation is not continuous 

around the entire perimeter of the open-ended corridor and air/moisture can infiltrate to the 

underside of the first floor assembly. 

OSBI 10/2/2025 OPEN

100225-26.0

Energy Code Compliance information missing – There are no energy code compliance 

information in the Permit Set dated 07/30/25 received 09/12/25, to determine compliance 

with the energy code.  In referencing Sheet A-007 (enclosed) on the Permit Set dated 

10/09/2023, received on 07/15/2025 from Rocky Hill, the energy sheets reference compliance 

with the Residential portion of the IECC, however per the definition located in Chapter 2, the 

Residential portion of IECC pertains to buildings three stories or less. Compliance with the 

Commercial portion of IECC is required.

OSBI 10/2/2025 OPEN

100225-27.0
Grab bar loading – documentation to be submitted to the AHJ for review to determine 

compliance with the 250# concentrated load requirement (IBC 1607.9.2)
OSBI 10/2/2025 OPEN

100225-28.0
Headroom at stair – Stair B on the first level does not have the minimum 80” headroom 

clearance (IBC 1011.3)
OSBI 10/2/2025 OPEN



100225-29.0
Firestopping of joints – Provide a tested assembly to the AHJ for review of the firestopping of 

the joints between the gypsum panels (IBC 703.2)
OSBI 10/2/2025 OPEN

100225-30.0 Plumbing – is not protected from freezing as required by IPC 305.4 OSBI 10/2/2025 OPEN

100225-31.0
Crawl space ventilation – Under floor ventilation calculations and vent locations shall be 

submitted to the AHJ for review. (1202.4)
OSBI 10/2/2025 OPEN

100225-32.0
Dryer exhaust – Mechanical specifications indicate a dryer exhaust on sheet M-500 but do not 

see exhaust on drawings. How is the dryer being exhausted?
OSBI 10/2/2025 OPEN

100225-33.0 STC/IIC Ratings – Show compliance with IBC Section 1206. OSBI 10/2/2025 OPEN

100225-34.0
Shower Stalls – a 36x36 stall is permissible for a Type A and B Unit. AHJ to confirm shower 

pan meets the minimum dimension requirements.
OSBI 10/2/2025 OPEN

120325-35.0

Per our last conversation at CBOA regarding egress in the units at the Vessel project here in 

RH, you had mentioned that if they remove the double doors in the bedroom, it would be 

acceptable. I would just like to confirm that passing by a shower door within the exit access 

in the bedroom/bathroom area is compliant. Can you please send written correspondence 

stating this situation is acceptable or code compliant?

Michael Violette, 

CBO
12/3/2025 CLOSED

120325-35.1 DAS Response - Email response provided in collaboration with OSFM OSBI 12/8/2025 CLOSED


