
is bringing to us this week that they have drafted 
amendments to the UBAS Act that will allow the 
Province’s Chief Building Official the ability to recognize 
and accept alternative training programs and credentials 
other than the BCTC and the infamous challenge exams.  
We will continue to work with Bill Hawkins and Building 
standards Branch to find common ground on acceptable 
training programs, exams and especially acceptance of 
National Certification certificates.

On the subject of National Certification, ACBOA has been 
researching options for data management and storage 

of National Certification records.  We hope to have some resolution 
to this issue by next spring.

On a totally different subject; a few weeks ago there was an injury 
accident involving a deck that collapsed.  In the CBC news article 
there were several comments attached and if I remember correctly 
5 out of the 6 comments were basically “where was the building 
inspector?” A fellow building official reports that the municipality 
in which the incident took place doesn’t have a building bylaw and 
therefore no building official.   This shows how important building 
officials are when they aren’t there, and also shows how important 
it is to thoroughly inspect decks.  We have a responsibility to step 
up our campaign to educate municipalities on the importance of 
building bylaws and building officials.  This reminds me that we will 
need SBOA members to man the booth at the SARM and SUMA 
conferences to be held in Regina this winter.

We recently lost Bob Dixon, a much respected fellow building official.  
It was Bob’s wish that donations in lieu of flowers be made to the 
Children’s Wish Foundation, so in Bob’s good name we will be 
passing the hat for a collection to be made to this very worthwhile 
cause. 

Thanks again for supporting the SBOA and the good people of 
Nipawin by coming to the 2013 Fall Conference.
Remember this is your SBOA if you have concerns or ideas about 
how it’s being run please let us know.  

Dan Knutson
President
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President’s Report

It is great to finally come to Nipawin for a SBOA 
conference. The agenda looks good with a nice variety 
of timely presentations to hear and discuss.
I have just returned from Hamilton where I met with 
our provincial counterparts at the ACBOA fall executive 
meeting.  A number of items regarding training came 
out of the meetings.  First item; Ontario’s Ministry of 
Municipal Affairs and Housing no longer develop or 
maintain building code training.  In fact it has sent letters to various 
partners, such as the Ontario Building Officials Association and the 
Nova Scotia Building Officials Association requesting that they return 
all MMAH course materials.   The courses that we had been delivering 
each winter are derived from those courses. Currently our agreement 
for provision of those courses is with ACBOA and to date ACBOA 
has not been asked to return the materials.  ACBOA is asking for 
an opinion as to whether or not the request includes our materials 
which we obtained through NSBOA.  This leaves us hanging with a 
possibility of not having any building code training for this winter.  I 
believe Chris Gates is working on alternatives for this coming winter.

That was the bad news; now for some better news; for the past few 
years the executive at ACBOA have been exploring alternatives 
sources for code training.  We have looked very seriously at using 
the vast resources of the International Code Council, to develop 
training based on the National Building Code.  They have developed 
building code for use in the USA and in other countries.  They have 
already developed exams for use in Canada that are being used in 
BC by the BOABC.  We have also looked at using local colleges to 
develop and maintain the courses.  It all comes down to money and 
how to fund it, none of it is cheap and most of it has to be paid for 
upfront. We may have found a corporate sponsor to help fund the 
development, ironically as a result of a perceived code interpretation 
issue.  I can’t name the corporation but I can tell you that inconsistency 
in code interpretation is costing this very large international developer 
millions of dollars.  They feel that if they can support a national code 
training program they can reap the savings of having consistent code 
interpretation across Canada.  ACBOA is working hard to cultivate 
this possible relationship.  Stay tuned for further updates.

This news is coupled with the news the Building Standards Branch 
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Building Code Training for Canadians - 
Series 1 - 1995

This course provides the education and licensing 
exam requirements to obtain a Class 1 Building 

Official License.

“A comprehensive home study of the National 
Building Code of Canada one & two unit 

dwellings.”

Contact: Cindy Herberholz
Division Assistant, Academics Administrator, BCTC

Phone: (306) 848-2484
cherberholz@southeastcollege.org

www.southeastcollege.org
P.O. Box 1565 Weyburn, Saskatchewan S4H 0T1

Fax: (306) 848-2524

S.B.O.A.
LIST OF NEW MEMBERS
Wesley Andersen Alameda, SK
Norman Arnold Regina, SK
Kristin Bender Saskatoon, SK
Jeffery Iron Meadow Lake, SK
Jason Metheral Saskatoon, SK
Afanasy Olesiuk Saskatoon, SK
Lester Peigan Pasqua, SK
Mohammed Rahman Regina, SK
Darrell Wickenhauser Humboldt, SK

Jason Kent receiving his BCTC certificate from Chris Gates.

Presented by Len Semko, Margaret Ball and Paul Cook who are all 
from the Building Standards Branch.

 This presentation started with some non-defined terms from the 
National Building Code of Canada 2010 (NBC 2010). The term spatial 
separation is not defined in the NBC 2010 but the concept of spatial 
separation is to ensure that buildings are spaced far enough apart that 
fire is unlikely to spread from one building to another by radiation. The 
requirements for spatial separation between buildings and the restriction 
on the proximity of buildings to property lines are intended to inhibit the 
spread of fire from one building to another.
 Exposure protection is also non-defined and it refers to an exterior 
wall that exposes itself to another building and the possible radiation of 
heat, which will spread fire. Protecting the exposed wall with construction 
measures and or providing distance between buildings greatly reduces 
the hazard and spread of fire.
 The presentation also covered the changes in the NBC 2010 from 
the previous code in regards to the unavailability of service from a fire 
department. One change would be in the event that an area cannot 

Spatial Separation and Exposure Protection Houses:

receive a 10 minute response time from a fire department 90% of the time; 
the building’s limiting distances would be equal to half the actual limiting 
distance in order to provide extra protection and decrease the spread of fire.
 Building Standards offered us an exam to complete at the end of the 
presentation and were gracious enough to allow us to do it on our own time. 
This workshop was very well received and the afternoon went by very quickly 
for the jammed room of regulatory attendees. We would like to thank Building 
Standards for holding these half day workshops  to help us to do a better 
job.

Spatial Separation workshop

Mayor David Trann 
Town of Nipawin 
giving greetings.



Presented by Bill Hawkins, Chief Building Official

 The presentation was a review and explanation about orders and 
appeals in conjunction with the Uniform Building and Accessibilities Act 

17(1) Where building and accessibility standards are 
being contravened

Order to: comply stop Confirm revoke vary

17(2) To support compliance Order to: provide additional 
information from required 
source

Confirm revoke vary

17(3) Where work has been covered contrary to an order Order to uncover Confirm revoke vary
17(4) Unsafe condition Order to: make safe Confirm revoke vary
17(5) Imminent danger Take action No appeal

Thursday. October 24, 2013

Building Standards Unit – Code Panel Discussion:
(UBASA). There are different orders in the Act and we must make certain 
we are referencing the right part of the Act. These are the differences in 
each article along with the actions to be taken:

It is imperative to ensure good order writing and the following are tips 
to help with good order writing:
Detail 
	 ♦	Exactly why the order is being written
	 ♦	Exactly which clause under Section 17 it is being written 
	 ♦	Exactly what result you require
	 ♦	 If it pertains to building standards or accessibility standards 

detail the provision of the NBC, the UBAS Act or Regulations 
that is not being met

	 ♦	 If it pertains to an unsafe condition, detail exactly why you find 
it unsafe

	 ♦	 If it pertains to an imminent danger, document very carefully 
what the imminent danger is

	 ♦	 If its zoning don’t use a Building Official’s Order
	 ♦	 If its nuisance abatement or property standards don’t use a 

Building Official’s Order

We also learned that there are factors contributing to appeals and how 
we can avoid these:
	 ♦	Construction safety issues
	 ♦	No Building or Development Permit
	 ♦	 Permits with information problems 
	 ♦	 Problematic Orders

✹	Unclear Orders
✹	Non-necessary Order
✹	Order not in accordance with The UBAS Act
✹	Order referencing other Regulatory Bylaw

We have all run into problems with permits and some of them are listed 
in the following points:
	 ♦	Building permit approved, development permit NOT
  ✹	 Example – no site plan submitted

❏	Why has construction started?
❏ Order may be necessary to be able to properly check 

if site factors will suit both the NBC and Planning and 
Development Act

	 ♦	Development permit approved, building permit NOT
  ✹	 Example – Only foundation plan submitted

❏	 Why has construction started?
❏	 Order may be necessary to access full Code compliance
❏	 Development permit approved, building permit NOT
❏	 Example – Only foundation plan submitted
❏	 In some cases staged construction is allowed by some 

AHJ.  This process needs to be carefully considered 
as to proper timely submission of stage required 
information in order to proceed.

❏	 Good working relationships need to be in place between 
the AHJ, LBO and then building/ property owner and 
contractor and other professionals to make this work – 
not usual in residential construction – USE CAUTION!

❏	 Conditional information as a requirement
❏	 Development REQUIRES a Building Permit
❏	 If construction starts a Stop Work Order may be 

necessary
❏	 Development Bylaw and Building Bylaw can cause loop 

holes
❏	 Building Bylaws and Development Bylaws need to 

complement each other
❏	 Definition problems can occur between bylaws that will 

cause problems
❏	 LBO needs to be knowledgeable of the bylaws they are 

working with…bylaw may vary for different AHJ…
❏	 Unclear Orders
❏	 Large numbers of details with no direction
❏	 Not specifying details
❏	 Confusing or unclear direction
❏	 Outside of the provisions of the Act or Code
❏	 With no site inspection
❏	 With information submitted by others
❏	 Non-necessary Order
❏	 Instead of communication an Order is issued
❏	 Order not in accordance with The UBAS Act
❏	 Order referencing other Municipal Bylaw

The presentation was very educational and will help all those that are 
faced with order writing.



Thursday October 24, 2013
CSA-S406-92 (R2012) Preserved Wood 
Foundations. Review of 2012 Changes:

The presenter was Henry Walthert who is the Executive Director of 
Wood Preservation Canada.

Preserved Wood Foundations were introduced in the 1960’s and gained 
popularity through the 80’s & 90’s. They were promoted by the preservative 
manufacturers and offered a 60 Year warranty. They were built across 
Canada but mostly popular in the west and north. 

The CSA-S406-92 Standard was reaffirmed in 2008 and is now in review 
once again. The third edition proposed changes are:

	♦	3-storey construction of homes will be permitted, with revised 
design tables;

	♦	The clear span has been increased from 8m to 12m;
	♦	Revisions have been made to sealant and damp proofing 

requirements, and optional drainage layers have been added;  
	♦	Variable granular bed depths are now specified;
	♦	Nail diameters and spacing have been included;
	♦	Standard stud sizes have been increased from 2”x4” to 2”x8”
	♦	Details for wall openings and walkouts have been revised. 

❏		The Public Review is a 60 day process, used to solicit comments from 
the general public.

❏	You can access a copy of the Public Review draft through the following 
link: http://publicreview.csa.ca/Home/Details/878 

❏	Closing date – November 22, 2013

Ryan Shepherd & Henry Walthert

We should all be blessed with sons or grandsons like 
this little guy.
Our teacher asked what my favorite animal was, and I 
said, “Fried chicken.” 
 She said I wasn’t funny, but she couldn’t have been 
right, because everyone else laughed. 
 My parents told me to always tell the truth. I did. Fried 
chicken is my favorite animal.
I told my dad what happened, and he said my teacher 
was probably a member of PETA.
He said they love animals very much. 
 I do, too, especially chicken, pork and beef. Anyway, 
my teacher sent me to the principal’s office.
I told him what happened, and he laughed, too. Then 
he told me not to do it again.
 The next day in class my teacher asked me what my 
favorite live animal was.
I told her it was chicken. She asked me why, so I told her 
it was because you could make them into fried chicken.
 She sent me back to the principal’s office. He laughed, 
and told me not to do it again.
I don’t understand. My parents taught me to be honest, 
but my teacher doesn’t like it when I am.
 Today, my teacher asked me to tell her what famous 
person I admired most.
 I told her, “Colonel Sanders.” Guess where I am now...

Friday October 25, 2013

SBOA Business Meeting:
Minutes and reports from the executive and committee chairman were 
presented and adopted.

SBOA Business Meeting

Pictured right, Zane Desroches & Gary Martens. Zane received 
a certificate on becoming “Certified-Part 9”, and “Associate-Part 
3” from the Alliance of Canadian Building Officials Association 
(ACBOA).



The presenter was Allan Widger who is a Professional Engineer with 
Clifton Associates Ltd.

The presentation started off by listing Geohazards and they are any 
hazards which may affect the safe development of the land including, but 
not limited to: 

•	 flooding 
•	 groundwater flows 
•	 mud flows 
•	 erosion 
•	 subsidence 
•	 land slides 
•	 earthquake 
•	 avalanches
•	 swelling soils
•	 frost action 

A Geotechnical Engineer must characterize properties of a 
material unlike any other encountered in engineering.
In addition he was not present when the material was created 
and thus has no influence on composition, quality control or the 
inherent variability of the material.
He typically can only look at small samples of the material and 
boreholes only represent that small area.
Soil is a complex material. Soils are natural, not processed 
materials and generally nonhemogeneous (variable). Soil is either 
elastic or plastic and properties depend on environment.
Soil is neither liquid, vapour nor solid, but a three phase system
It is particulate by nature, but properties are a function of group 
action of the particles.
The methods used to investigate soil are:

•	 Borehole Drilling and Logging,
•	 Standard Penetration Testing (SPT), 
•	 ‘Quick’ in situ vane testing, which is typically carried out using the 

Ministry of Transportation of Ontario standard sized ‘N’ or ‘B’ vane, 
•	 Strain-rate controlled in situ vane testing (e.g., Nilcon vane 

testing); and, 
•	 Piezocone (i.e., CPT) testing, 
•	 Test Pit Excavation.

A geotechnical report is required to confirm that the land may be 
used safely for the intended use without undue risk of hazards 
or damage to the environment. The report is typically prepared 
at the cost of the applicant by a Professional Engineer registered 
with qualifications and experience in geotechnical engineering. 
The Engineer inspects the property, supervises the geotechnical 
site investigations and the report clearly states all relevant 
restrictions, conditions and/or limitations to the proposed 
development of the land. 
The geotechnical site investigations and the report are completed 
in accordance with good engineering practice. 
The report addresses the minimum criteria with respect to any 
development or activity including, design, construction and 
operation. 

The following information is in the report:

•	 A description of the site location, current land use, and topography. 
Adjacent land uses if relevant to the proposed works, or if there 
is a potential for impacts (e.g., potential settlements, or if shoring 
or underpinning are required). 

•	 A description of the planned development, including the 
proposed buildings and site grading. If significant excavations 
will be required (e.g., for basement levels), these should also 
be described. 

•	 A discussion of existing geotechnical information for the site (e.g., 
from previous investigations) or the expected conditions based on 
geologic mapping or previous experience in the area. 

•	 A description of the subsurface investigation procedure (e.g., 
borehole drilling, sampling and in situ testing, laboratory testing, 
and groundwater level measurement). 

•	 A summary of the subsurface conditions on the site and the results 
of the in situ and laboratory testing. 

•	 Drawings or tables showing the findings of the investigation (i.e., 
borehole and test pit locations and logs, with elevations). 

•	 Drawings or tables showing the factual results of the laboratory 
testing. 

•	 Recommendations and guidelines on the geotechnical design 
issues. 

•	 Site Grading
•	 Foundation Design
•	 Seismic Design and Seismic Liquefaction
•	 Excavations and Impacts on Adjacent Structures/Properties
•	 Foundation Drainage
•	 Earthworks Related to Site Servicing
•	 Pavement Design
•	 Corrosion and Cement Type
•	 Frost Heaving and Expansive Materials
•	 Contaminated Soil and Groundwater
•	 Slope Stability and Retaining Walls
•	 Inspection and Review During Construction
•	

As you can see the information is crucial in the design of foundations and 
could be detrimental if not used. SBOA would like to thank Allan for a very 
informative presentation.

Thursday October 24, 2013

Clifton Associates Ltd. Geotechnical Assessments:

Gary Martens & Allan Widger



The presenter was Tom Cates who is an HRAI Instructor 
and a BCIN Certified Designer.

HRAI stands for heating, refrigeration and air conditioning institute of 
Canada. HRAI is representing more than 1,300 heating, ventilation, air 
conditioning and refrigeration manufacturers, wholesalers and contractors 
across North America.

♦	The benefits for the members are:
♦	Education and training through in-class studies and technical 

manuals 
♦	Access to local chapter networks
♦	Monthly communications “Links” of up-to-date provincial and national 

industry information
♦	Technical support
♦	Arbitration/Decertification program for all HRAI residential certification 

courses
♦	The National Building Officials Support Program (BOSP) which 

helps to secure support for HRAI post-trade certification courses by 
municipalities, and establish a partnership between the association 
and enforcement authorities to ensure the proper design/installation 
of residential mechanical systems.

So the question always comes up, why do we need to ventilate?  Ventilation 
provides fresh air for occupant’s health and safety. It is also a means 
of dealing with humidity control and a means of diluting or removing 
contaminants within a building. As houses get tighter the ability to introduce 
fresh air naturally becomes harder. Homes can become sick just the same 
as you and I and ventilation is the cure. Building moisture levels are higher 
than ever due to tight construction and moisture generation within the 
building envelope. As well the occupants in the home produce moisture 
from cooking, bathing, dishwashing as well as clothes washing and drying. 

What happens to air quality if there is not enough ventilation?

Dale Wagner & Tom Cates

Thursday October 24, 2013

HRAI - Tom Cates- Introduction to Ventilation:

We see increased levels of: 
♦	Radon Gas (Soil Gas)
♦	VOC’s (Volatile Organic Compounds) synthetics, glues, solvents, 

pesticides, cleaning products
♦	CO/CO2 (Carbon Monoxide/Carbon Dioxide) occupants, smoking, 

combustion spillage
♦	Relative Humidity (occupants, activates, water entry, construction 

materials)
♦	The presentation continued on with the respective codes that are 

referenced for ventilation such as 9.32, Part 6 of the NBC as well 
as the Standard CSA-F326. He also explained the different ways to 
ventilate and the advantages as well as disadvantages of each.

Thank-you Tom for a very informative presentation and I know we will be 
having Tom back for other sessions as there is so much material to cover.

Tiger Woods & Stevie Wonder are in a bar...
Tiger turns to Stevie and says, “How’s the singing 
career going?”
Stevie replies, “Not too bad. How’s the golf?”
Woods replies, “Not too bad, I’ve had some problems 
with my swing, but I think I’ve got that right, now.”
Stevie: “I always find that when my swing goes 
wrong, I need to stop playing for a while and not think 
about it. Then, the next time I play, it seems to be all 
right.”
Incredulous, Tiger says, “You play GOLF?”
Stevie: “Yes, I’ve been playing for years.”
Tiger: “But -- you’re blind! How can you play golf if 
you can’t see?”
Stevie: “Well, I get my caddy to stand in the middle of 
the fairway and call to me. I listen for the sound of his 
voice and play the ball towards him.
Then, when I get to where the ball lands, the caddy 

moves to the green or farther down the fairway and 
again I play the ball towards his voice.”
“But, how do you putt” asks Tiger.
“Well”, says Stevie, “I get my caddy to lean down in 
front of the hole and call to me with his head on the 
ground and I just play the ball towards his voice.”
Tiger: “What’s your handicap?”
Stevie: “Well, actually -- I’m a scratch golfer.”
Woods, incredulous, says to Stevie, “We’ve got to play 
a round sometime.”
Stevie: “Well, people don’t take me seriously, so I only 
play for money, and never play for less than $10,000 
a hole. Is that a problem?”
Woods thinks about it and says, “I can afford that; 
OK, I’m game for that.. $10,000 a hole is fine with me. 
When would you like to play?”
Stevie: “Pick a night.” 



Margaret Ball from Building Standards closed out the day 
with a session on deck and roof failures that have occurred in 

Saskatchewan and across Canada.

Margaret explained to us the contributing factors to deck failures are:
♦	Changing trends in house design such as multi-level decks. 
♦	Changing trends in deck design 
♦	Changes in the way we use decks such as the installation of hot tubs 

on decks and large gatherings of people.
♦	 The addition of roofs and walls on decks to protect from the 

environment but causing other problems.
♦	In many cases decks may not have been designed or inspected by 

a Building Official.
♦	More active construction sector creating a shortage of skilled trades 

results in more people moving into small scale construction without 
the necessary knowledge.

Deck failures have been caused from:
♦	Failure of the ledger to house connection
♦	Failure of the supporting structure
♦	Failure of the deck floor structure
♦	Other failure types
♦	Guards, handrails, stairs, ramps 
♦	Likely many injuries from failure of guards, handrails, stairs and ramps 

but less likely reported or investigated

So the following can prevent deck failures:
♦	Was a house designed to accommodate a future deck? 
♦	If no, what needs to be done to provide the required support? 
♦	If yes, the designer might have thought about it but did the contractor 

know about it and act on it? 
♦	Did the home owner know about it? 
♦	Did the framer prepare the point of attachment for the loads associated 

with a deck in use? 
♦	Is the deck being built the size that the designer envisioned or is it 

larger? 
♦	Do the foundation points away from the house meet the requirements 

of the deck design and the final construction of the deck? 

The second portion of the presentation covered roof collapses due to huge 
snow loads that Saskatchewan residents faced in the past winter.

The number of claims into SGI Canada relating to snow damage jumped 
dramatically over the last week of March.

High numbers of claims are coming in for both ice dams and roof 
collapses in Saskatchewan, well above numbers seen in 2012. 
 
As of March 27, more than 700 claims had been submitted for damage resulting 
from ice dams.  As of March 31, the number of ice dam claims was 870.  
 
SGI Canada only saw six claims in total for ice dams in 2012, with over 
100 in 2011.

Roof collapses are also up significantly, jumping from 86 claims on March 27 
to 100 claims by March 31.  There were fewer than two dozen claims in 2011.

A lot of homes built before the 1970’s didn’t have a lot of snow on the roofs 
because there wasn’t any insulation.
 
“You’d lose a lot of heat through it, so it would just melt all the snow.” 
As people have moved to improve the energy efficiency of their homes, 
insulation has been added and that keeps the heat in, leaving the snow 
sitting on top of the structure.

 A lot of those older houses aren’t really structurally able to handle a lot of 
this snow.  So maintenance becomes a major issue.  For homeowners, if 
you have an older house with a lot of snow on it, safely clearing it away is 
really important.
 
Maintenance is also very important when it comes to flat-roofed buildings 
and structures.  Renovations such as parapets, done to these buildings 
may result in heavy snow being trapped on the roof. It’s almost like a mini 
fence or a half wall that goes around the roof of the building. It makes the 
structure more visually appealing, but leads to snow drifting up against the 
parapets.  When the snow begins to melt, it will freeze along the parapets, 
leading to ice build ups.
 
Ice weighs significantly more than snow and the average snow load in 
Regina is 25 pounds per square foot, which works out to about one foot of 
heavy, dense snow.  When ice builds up on a flat roof, none of the snow 
can leave.  The weight will continue to build up on the roof until it gives way.
How much snow should a roof be able to hold? A one inch layer of water or 
ice weighs approximately five lb per square foot. A roof designed for a 25 lb 
per square foot snow load could theoretically hold up to five inches of ice. 
Meteorologists estimate that about 10 – 12 inches of snow is equivalent to 
one inch of water, which means a roof should hold up to four feet of snow.
 
This interesting presentation closed out the day as we prepared for the 
banquet later on in the evening.

Thursday October 24, 2013

Building Standards-Code panel Discussion:

Barry Kowbel, Leslie Kowbel and Dan Knutson. Barry was honored with a life 
time award and membership to SBOA.



Friday October 25, 2013

Building Standards Unit – Code 
Panel Discussion
In the final presentation from Building Standards and Licensing Branch 
Bill Hawkins addressed an item of great importance for Building Officials 
and that is to ensure when we need to reference a Standard that we go to 
the National Building Code and know which Standard is referenced. As an 
example if we need to look at the Standard for Sprinklers in Dwellings and 
the referenced Standard is NFPA13D we go to Division B 1.3.1.2. of the NBC 
2010 and we see that the code references 13D-2007. Even when there is 
a more recent Standard available we need to reference the 2007 version.

In the second portion of Bill’s presentation, Bill showed us new criteria 
changes that will be followed for Building Official’s license renewal. The 
Building Official will be required to attend a minimum of 100 hours of 
continuing education over a 5 year period in order to maintain and apply 
for a renewed license. To be implemented in 2014, the 100 hour minimum 
can be a combination of both mandatory and discretionary training. Specific 
details of what will be accepted will be conveyed to all Building Officials by 
letter prior to implementation.  

A future initiative being considered will simplify Building Official licences 
so that there is only one date instead of a “paid to” date and “expiry date”.

Paul Cook, Margaret Ball, Len Semko, Bill Hawkins and Dan Knutson.

Friday October 25, 2013

Polyurethane Foam Systems Inc.:
Peter Frenette was the presenter and Peter is a registered education 
provider for the Architectural Institute of BC. AB., SK., MB. and ON.

Plastic Foam was developed in 1939 and in 1968 it was used in the building 
application. Plastic foam is addressed in the Standard CAN/ULC S705.1. 
Sprayed foam is classified in either open cell or closed cell.
Low density or open cell spray foams have an R VALUE= R 3.8. They have 
an air barrier property. They are used inside of studs and above grade. 
They expend 120 times their initial volume and comply to the standard 
CAN/ULC S712 -2012). They are flexible to the touch and have no vapour 
barrier properties.

Medium density spray foam is a rigid closed cell foam and complies to 
the Standard CAN/ULC S705.1- 05 and has a high R-value Type 2 = R6. 
It can be used both interior and exterior below grade It expends 30 times 
its initial volume. 

The application procedure includes 2 liquids heated and mixed 1 to 1 and 
sprayed under pressure with a maximum layer of 50 mm per single pass. 
It can be sprayed at temperatures from -10 to 40 degrees celcius.

The installer must be certified by Canadian Urethane Foam 
Contractors Association (CUFCA).They need to carry their certified installer’s 
card at all times. They also need to leave the job site documentation that 
shows all details on the product, the installation details and dates of the 
installation.

This presentation was very informational and provided the membership more 
knowledge on spray foam and what we are to look for on the construction 
site.

Gary Martens and Peter Frenette

1. Is it good if a vacuum really sucks? 
2. Why is the third hand on the watch called the second hand? 
3. If a word is misspelled in the dictionary, how would we ever 
know? 
4. If Webster wrote the first dictionary, where did he find the 
words? 
5. Why do we say something is out of whack? What is a whack? 
6. Why does “slow down” and “slow up” mean the same thing? 
7. Why does “fat chance” and “slim chance” mean the same 
thing? 
8. Why do “tug” boats push their barges? 
9. Why do we sing “Take me out to the ball game” when we are 
already there? 
10. Why are they called “ stands” when they are made for 
sitting? 
11. Why is it called “after dark” when it really is “after light”? 
12. Doesn’t “expecting the unexpected” make the unexpected 
expected? 
13. Why are a “wise man” and a “wise guy” opposites? 
14. Why do “overlook” and “oversee” mean opposite things? 
15. Why is “phonics” not spelled the way it sounds? 
16. If work is so terrific, why do they have to pay you to do it? 
17. If all the world is a stage, where is the audience sitting? 
18. If love is blind, why is lingerie so popular? 
19. If you are cross-eyed and have dyslexia, can you read all 

right? 
20. Why is bra singular and panties plural?
21. Why do you press harder on the buttons of a remote control 
when you know the batteries are dead? 
22. Why do we put suits in garment bags and garments in a 
suitcase? 
23. How come abbreviated is such a long word? 
24. Why do we wash bath towels? Aren’t we clean when we use 
them?
25. Why doesn’t glue stick to the inside of the bottle? 
26. Why do they call it a TV set when you only have one?
27. Christmas - What other time of the year do you sit in front of 
a dead tree and eat candy out of your socks? 
28. Why do we drive on a parkway and park on a driveway?



The S.B.O.A. wishes to thank 
the following Sponsors: 

Building Standards
Pineland Co-op
Pinecrest Rona

Northern Greens
Molberg Agencies

Chris Letendre
Nipawin Evergren Centre

We would also like to thank all those individuals and 
organizations that donated prizes for the conference.  
Your support is greatly appreciated.

In Memory of
ROBERT GEORGE DIXON – It is with utmost 
sadness that we announce the passing of 
Bob Dixon on Thursday, August 1, 2013 at 
the age of 68. Bob worked for the City of 
Moose Jaw for 42 years and was a long time 
member of SBOA, serving terms as both Vice-
President and President. In 2007 Bob was 
presented with the SBOA “Honorary Lifetime 
Membership” award. Our sympathy goes out 
to Bob’s wife Winnifred & family. It was Bob’s 
wishes that any donations for his memory be 
made to the Children’s Wish Fund.

“Just a Deck”
The headlines read:
A housewarming party east of Saskatoon came to an abrupt end Friday 
evening.
The hosts of the party said they had 25 guests on their back deck in a small 
development east of Saskatoon, when the deck collapsed. It was roughly 
four meters off the ground when it fell apart. 16 people fell to the ground 
below. Six had to be treated in hospital for concussions and open wounds. 
The RCMP is investigating. The owners of the house say a lawsuit against 
the company that built the deck is a possibility.

These headlines are a fact and a nightmare to all concerned. The finger 
pointing has started and will continue until a court of law lays blame and 
the case will be closed. It matters not that the municipality may not have 
an approved building bylaw. It matters not that there may not have been a 
proper approved design for the deck and it matters not that the installation 
may have not been according to the minimum standards of the National 
Building Code.

What matters is the mentality of all concerned about the insignificance of a 
deck. We have all heard it before and I am sure if we look in the mirror we 
can truthfully say that we have either spoken or thought, it is “just a deck”. 
How insignificant is a deck? Ask the 6 people who went to hospital in the 
case above or the people who have known someone that have been killed 
in a deck collapse. Ask the builders and the municipality that has been or is 
being named in a law suit, how insignificant is a deck! Had this happened 
at a function at a resort or a large city and a deck collapsed injuring the 
wedding party and their guests, it would have likely made national news. 
But since this collapse happened in a rural setting it hardly made the news 
and in fact did not even make the local paper in Saskatoon. 

Decks are never insignificant and should never be thought as such. Over 
the years decks and the use of decks has changed dramatically. Years ago 
decks were usually small platforms that were 2 feet off the ground or less 
and normally never experienced more than 4 people at a time on the deck. 
Now they are built on multiple levels, have roofs over for protection from 
the elements and many have water spas either built on top or built-in to 
the decks. More people utilize their decks and decks are expected to carry 
the same live loads as would the living room within the house. The same 
people who would never think about building a house believe that they can 
build an intricate deck.

I also know of municipalities who do have a building bylaw but do not require 
permit applications for decks or other buildings! They pick and choose which 
buildings they think are significant enough to be built according to the NBC. 
Once again I can’t stress enough the importance of having a Building Bylaw 
but also ensuring that all buildings be included with having plan reviews and 
inspections done to ensure they comply with the NBC and our provincial 
Act. I also stress that there is no such thing as an insignificant building.

This editorial is solely the opinion of the writer and does not necessarily 
reflect the opinions of the Saskatchewan Building Officials Association or 
our membership.

Editorial by Newsletter 
Chairperson Dale Wagner

SBOA Training Week
February 24th to 28th, 2014

Ramada Inn, Saskatoon, SK
Details to be sent out as soon as possible!

Courses being considered include NFPA 13 
training, HRAI Ventilation, Framing Details, 

and more.
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Book rooms early as a block of rooms is only held for a period of time.

S.B.O.A. 
Newsletter

 is published twice a year for the 
information of our association 
members. Its purpose is to inform 
the members about conference 
topics and up-coming events. 
Comments, story ideas and 
suggestions about contents and 
format as well as any retirements 
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P.O. Box 35
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Watch for details for the Building Standards Workshop
Wednesday afternoon, April 9, 2014
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S.B.O.A. Spring  CONFERENCE 
April 9-11, 2014
gold Eagle Lodge

12004 Railway Avenue East
North Battleford, SK   S9A 3W3

For reservations call:  Toll Free  1-866-446-8877
Or book on-line:  www.goldeaglelodge.com 

The gold Eagle Lodge is located on Highway 16 (Yellowhead) adjacent to the gold Eagle Casino.


