TECHNICAL ARTICLE
WHY WE CONTINUE TO HAVE THE SAME RECURRING PROBLEMS

Written by Mr. John Posenecker, Senior Associate with Building Exterior Solutions, A Terracon Company, ABAA board member and co-chair
of the ABAA technical committee.

| have been very lucky in my life to have moved through several different professional careers beginning as a
proud Auburn (War Eagle!) Mechanical Engineer in the commercial nuclear power industry supporting the startup
and operation of various air containment and treatment systems. After 15 years | moved into commercial
construction with a specialty noise control subcontractor and then with a roofing and waterproofing
subcontractor. Another 15 years passed and | moved back into the engineering world as a building enclosure
consultant. This work history in both design and construction of enclosures allows a unique perspective for
explaining recurring issues associated with building enclosures.

Watching building enclosure presentations at conferences across the country, one notices a focus on very similar
problems. Owners, designers, contractors and manufacturers generally agree that transitions, terminations and
penetrations are where most of enclosure problems occur. Problems with the building enclosure reportedly
account for between 60 to 80 percent of all construction litigation. These problems are typically identified as
water intrusion through the building enclosure and are rarely identified as air leakage or energy losses. One of the
most prevalent recurring building enclosure problems occurs at the roof-to-wall transitions.

Here are just a few examples of typical conditions that have complex transitions between different systems and

materials. This results in layering of materials from different manufacturers installed by different contractors at
various times during the construction sequence.

CURTAIN WALL, CONCRETE TILT PANEL, AND SINGLE PLY ROOF MEMBRANE

0762 00.C05 &) - 4
COPING i

0844 13.A00 A
GLAZED ALUM CURTAIN WALL

kL
&
T.O.COPING

07 54 23.C00

COVER BOARD 07 54 23.A00

TPO ROOFING

08 44 13.C01

INSUL SPANDREL PANEL 053100.800

ROOF DECK

0610 00.C01
WOOD BLOCKING

~mRoof (Low Point)
< 59'-0"

07 54 23,800
POLYISOCYANURATE BD INSUL

07 84 13.A01
FIRESTOP SEALANT

(AR ===

0844 13803 (cwon)
CURTAIN WALL ANCHOR

TOP OF CURTAIN WALL 5

PARPET DETAIL @ TILT WALL 2 SCALE: 11/2'=1-0"
SGLE 11710 |




ELEVATED DECK WATERPROOFING, CURTAIN WALL, AND STUCCO WALL CLADDING

L3 TERRACE AMENITY POOL DECK
FER &8 TYPE X GYPBD. ON &

5 o e LGMF (RE: STRUCT) W R-19 * - 184
TRUCT. - +8° PER- VR A
FT. MIN.{TYP.} BATT INSLIL. e '\."' S| FLOOR COVERING
—— - .
e A (T - _ TYPE ¥ GLAZING SYSTEM
3-COAT STUCCO SYSTEM SLOPE PER .~  [RE:SPEC.)
(7487 OH MTL. LATH W BOND _STRUCT. - 18" PER
BREAKER ON SELF- FT.MIN.(TYP.) _ ALUM. SILL PAN WY 3-SIDED
-~ ADHERED VAPCR e " END DAMS

——— =T PERMEAELE AIR BARRIER

ON 58" GLASS MAT ;
0. CEVEL & TOPPING SLAB e i
L _ PEDESTAL PAVER SYSTEM
- HE: STRUCT. =
. < Tmm—--.l__ CONT.PTD.STL e (RE: SPEC.)
. i o NG RESREC ) ’ #_ o= : _ T.0. LEVEL 9 TOPPING SLAB
Tl PEDESTAL PAVERSYSTEM e | - PRE STRUCT.
e 2|
| [ Y - = = i X
by =t X PROTECTICN BOARD ON
~ gl T — _— WATERPROOFING SYSTEM
- & T.0. LEVEL § CONC. SLAB | 1 | E R {RE: SPEC.)
.- Y RE: STRUCT. - g: ] i 3 A
. I i PROTECTION BOARD ON § ol t A1 i
F at "| WATERPROOFING SYSTEM ah A o A N
A E 1 T S s, —
A g - -
\ = W g
) & B.0.CONC
RE: STRUGT,
i “~... GIF GONC. SLAB (RE: ! A
! STTUEE) ¥ il 8.0. CONC
sl e TU-—R-13MIN. SPRAYED INSUL. 7 i 1 | ‘l RE: STRUCT.
" e GONT. PTD. ALUM, FASGIA i
e g e -
{Fos" iy r "N
GARAGE v GARAGE —— 1 ] e R-13 MIN, SPRAYED INSUL.
L9 STUCCO WALL SILL @ CONC. PAVERS DETAI | 1 GARAGE () B R
SCALEY & var TTee-- FACE OF SLAB

s it reasonable to expect the field foremen from 6-8 subcontractors and the
general contractor to figure out the best method to install an air and water tight
barrier at these intersections?

The building enclosure is very complex. Think of the building enclosure as a
system - just like the HVAC, electrical power, lighting or plumbing systems. The
building enclosure is one of the most complex systems and provides several
barrier functions that can be thought of as continuous control layers that limit
the movement of bulk water, water vapor, air, heat, light and noise.

In simple geometric terms the building enclosure can be simplified to a six-sided
box with four walls, a top and a bottom. In reality, the world is much more
complicated. Most building enclosures are comprised of a variety of different
subsystems. These subsystems are comprised of individual components in
various configurations produced by a variety of manufacturers and installed by
several different subcontractors. The majority of building enclosure problems
occur at the transition between these different components.

The typical design, bid, build process used for projects does not lend itself to quality, efficiency or value as it
relates to the building enclosure. In simple terms, contributors to this process can be grouped into four basic
categories that are owner/developers, designers, contractors, and manufacturers. In reality, contributors become
much more numerous and tend to have conflicting goals and incentives that are not always focused on the
ultimate quality of the building.

Owners have a set of requirements that designers transform into a set of construction documents. As financing

has become more complex and difficult, a focus on reducing construction cost and schedule tend to trump other
factors when making value decisions for the building enclosure. Often an owner’s financial model does not

assume that the owner retains the building long term, resulting in value decisions being made for a relatively short
life expectancy of buildings. )



Designers receive minimal education regarding options and detailing of the building enclosure. Many designers
view the building enclosure as a large risk for errors and omissions and tend to push detailing down to the
contractor or manufacturer. This is where we all have seen the gray area between design detailing by the designer
and means and methods of the contractor.

Contractors also receive minimal education regarding the building enclosure and recognize (many times from
painful litigation) that the building enclosure is a large liability. They attempt to push this liability and detailing
responsibility down contractually to the installing subcontractor and to the manufacturer.

Subcontractors have the most potential to impact the quality of the building enclosure. Ultimately their
application of materials in a manner that is consistent with the designer’s intent is what really matters.
Subcontractors are the contributors that must understand the required detailing, material limitations, proper
sequencing and exposure limitations. Unfortunately, the subcontractor is one of the last to be involved in a project
and is pushed to perform with the least paid participants on an expedited schedule.

Manufacturers have continued to respond to the industry’s needs by developing new high-performance systems
that are more demanding of the installing contractor with more restrictions and tighter tolerances that result in
less forgiving installation requirements. Manufacturers have also become more creative with warranties that
extend their traditional system boundaries and demand their systems be installed by certified contractors. Many
times, this results in contractors extending their installation from the framing/sheathing and exposed cladding
systems to include the air, water and/or thermal layers.

So, how do we overcome the conflicting incentives of the many contributors? We should find participants
dedicated to the building enclosure that are removed from the financial and schedule pressures impacting the
individual contributors. Professional organizations that independently review and certify materials and contractors
can be one source, for instance, the Air Barrier Association of America (ABAA). ABAA independently evaluates
building enclosure barrier systems and provides training and certification to contractors for their installation.
Another source may be independent building enclosure consultants who provide oversight to the entire process.
This quality assurance process is now often referred to as Building Enclosure Commissioning or BECx. Building
enclosure consultants have the ability to influence all of the contributors previously mentioned and can participate
from the initial programming discussions to the final testing that confirms the performance of the completed
building enclosure.
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