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13 AAC 50.020 Building Code: If the International Building Code 2000 Edition is

seismic design requirements’ from the UBC, so that the construction industry can actually
understand the requirements.

Yours truly,
WESTERN MECHANICAL, INC.

Michael C. Desmond
President
MA #77
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ankal Construction, Inc.

550 W. 54th Avenue
Anchorage, Alaska 99518
(907) 563-5719
General FAX: (907) 562-6496 Industrial . i}

June 6,2001

Office of the Governor
Tony Knowles, Governor
Third Floor, State Capitol
P.O. Box 110001

Juneau, AK 99811-0001

ATTENTION: TONY KNOWLES
SUBJECT: MECHANICAL CODE

Gentlemen:

I strongly oppose the adoption ofthe International Mechanical Code and strongly urge you to adopt the Uniform
Mechanical Code.

I currently hold a Mechanical Administrators License and have confidence, based on experience, in the Uniform
MechanicalCode. |see no reason to spend time and money to become skilled in a new mechanical code that is
not going to provide the public with any increased protection. It appears based onthe Mechanical Contractors of
Alaska, Inc. research ofthe 2001 1.M.C. (copy attached) that melding the two codes together, in the way the Fire
Marshall proposes, results in less protection for the public. Again I urge you to adopt the Uniform Mechanical
Code.

Ifyou have any questions, or require further information, please contact the undersigned at your convenience.

Sincerely,
HANKAL CONSTRUCTION, INC.

cc: Ross Fosberg, Code Adoption Coordinator cc: Eugene R. Rutland, Executive Director
Dept, of Public Sefcty Mechanical Contractors of Ak, Inc.
Division of Fire Prevention P.O. 1'ox 74796
5700 E. Tudor Rd. Frirban.s, AK 99707-4796

Anchorage, AK 99507-1225
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Comments on the International Mechanical Code (I.M.C.):

1

Sectiov. “Maintenance” of I.M.C. has a significant disclaimer for any liability
resulting from compliance or non-compliance with I.M.C. The U.M.C. contains no
such disclaimer.

Under paragraph (11) of 13AAC 50.023 of the proposed regulations the addition of
the Table 304.7 would not be needed if 2000 U.M.C. were adopted. This information
is contained in Table 3-1 of 2000 U.M.C. This is a concrete example of how much
more prescriptive the U.M.C. is.

The code users currently using the 1997 U.M.C. will find it a relatively smooth
transition to the 2000 U.M.C. in comparison to adopting the I.M.C. It is clear from
comparing the size of the two books that the U.M.C. 2000 is significantly more
prescriptive in its approach, a philosophy that has been utilized in the development of
the Uniform codes. This philosophy is evident in the fact that the 2000 U.M.C.
reproduces important standards in the code for ease of use while the I.M.C. only
references them. The State Fire Marshal needs to examine these differences and
consider their impact on the health and safety ofthe communities in Alaska.

The 2000 1.M.C. consists of 110 pages, the 2000 U.M.C. consists of 284 pages. The
2000 U.M.C. is a much more descriptive, stand-alone, document. Part of the
difference in size is probably due to the fact that the publishers of the U.M.C. have
many more years of experience publishing a Mechanical C'-'de than the publishers of
the .LM.C. The I.M.C. relies heavily on incorporating other codes and standards by
reference. This makes the 1.M.C. more cumbersome for the user and therefore more
prone to mistakes and misunderstandings. Exactly the sorts of problem codes are

designed to avoid.

Since the Fire Marshal’s proposed regulations already incorporate the 2000 Uniform
Plumbing and 2000 Uniform Solar Energy Code, doesn’t it make sense for him to
adopt the 2000 Uniform Mechanical Code?

Then there would be an integrated family of Uniform Codes that cover all of the
plumbing, heating and ventilation systems in a building. Considering that these
Uniform Codes are superior to their International Code counterparts and that the
installers (Plumbers, Pipe Fitters and Mechanical Administrators) are licensed (as
required by statute) according to the Uniform Codes and are familiar with Uniform
Codes it seems apparent that better, safer systems could be installed.

To my knowledge, today there are no installert or mechanical administrators licensed
per the International Mechanical Code in the State of Alaska.

Once more we raise the question “What is the compelling reason to adopt the

International Mechanical Code?

LPG Facilities are prohibited in pits or basements and other specific locations by
Section 1313.5 ofthe U.M.C. The 2000 I.M.C. does not contain any such restriction.

P.O. Box 74796 e Fairbanks, AK 99707-4796
(907)456-8347 = Fax: (907)451-6132
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7. Referenced Standards: Appendix A ofthe 2000 U.M.C. contains 7 U.M.C. standards.
These standards based on nationally recognized standards are reproduced in their
entirety in the U.M.C. The I.M.C. does not have any standards in it and only
mentions them by reference.

8. The I.M.C. reproduces text from other codes. As an example refer to Section 513 in
the I.LM.C. for Smoke Control systems. The U.M.C. does not use this approach.
Section 513 of the I.M.C. reproduces portions of the I.B.C.and the I.F.C. for this
section. | urge you to study Section 513 ofthe I.M.C.

9. Chapter 11 Refrigeration:

There are several differences in this chapter. In size alone, the U.M.C. chapter is
about double the size of the I.M.C. chapter. The reason is that the U.M.C., while
keeping with its philosophy, has several prescriptive provisions so as to allow the user
to have all the information needed in the chapter. The I.M.C. refers to both the 1.C.C.
Building and Fire Code extensively and defers to standards for requirements such as
refrigerant control valves. The I.M.C. chapter requires access to several other
documents for the userto comply with its provisions.

10. Chapter 14 ofthe 2000 U.M.C. covers Process Piping. There is no equivalent chapter
in the 200C | M.C.

11. The U.M.C. 2000 has Apoendix A, B, C and D. Appendix A contains 8 standards.
Appendix B contains Fuel Gas Piping, Installation and Testing of Gas or Fuel Fired
Equipment, Installation and Testing of Oil (liquid) Fuel Fired Equipment. Appendix
C has sizing tables for venting systems. [I.M.C. has 2 appendices - one for
combustion air openings and one for chimney connector pass thrcughs. The I.M.C.
has no provisions for Fuel Gas Piping.

P.0. Box 74796 + Fairbanks, AK 99707-4796
(907)456-8347 + Fax:(907)451-6132



SouthXenfaral Plumbing and Heating
3419 Jerde Circle
Anchorage, Alaska 99504
(907) 337-2444 or (907) 229-0654 Cell

ROSS FOSBERG, CODE ADOPTION COORDINATOR . ; 4= gt

Department of Public Safety
Division of Fire Prevention

5700 East Tudor Road VTee vl ban
Anchorage, Alaska 99507-1225 S
I/.7. &

As you may or may not be aware, the Alaska State Fire Marshal proposes to adopt
regulation changes in Title 13AAC 50.023 Mechanical Code. He proposes to repeal the
1997 Uniform Mechanical Code and adopt the 2000 International Mechanical Code.

As a State of Alaska Licensed Mechanical Administrator and Mechanical Contractor,
| am strongly opposed to the adoption ofthe International Mechanical Code. (I.M.C.) The
2000 Uniform Plumbing Code has been adopted by the Alaska Department of Labor and
is the “law of the land” in Alaska for plumbing and fuel gas installations. The Fire
Marshal recognizes this fact in his proposed regulations. We (contractois) have worked
with the Uniform Mechanical Code (UMC), since it’s adoption by the Municipality of
Anchorage and the State of Alaska in 1964. It is not in my best interest, as a contractor or
installer, and is not in the best interest ofthe public, to adopt the IMC.

As you should know, my Administrators License is based, by statute, on the
Uniform Plumbing Code and the Uniform Mechanical Code. The mechanical industry
has confidence based on experience in the U.P.C. and the U.M.C. and | am not interested
in spending time and money to become skilled in a new mechanical code that is not going
to provide the public with any increased protection. As an example, the 1.M.C. refers me,
the installer, to 128 different codes. As a member of the public, it is less restrictive with
the installation of gas appliances. This is just two of the numerous problems with the
I.M.C. With the U.M.C., | can design and install with just one book and it governs the

installation of all gas appliances.

I urge you to stop the Alaska State Fire Marshal in the adoption of the International
Mechanical Code and strongly support the adoption of the Uniform Mechanical Code.
The Uniform Plumbing Code and the Uniform Mechanical Code are coordinated and
integrated to provide a family of codes for all mechanical systems within a building and
they assure the public of safe mechanical installations.

I received a letter from Eugene Rutland, the executive director of the Mechanical
Contractors of Alaska, Inc. and was given some insight into his research of the 2000
I.M.C. and the 2000 U.M.C. and as a result of that research, | have attached comments

that seem useful in explaining our position.

v/ Lee M. van Ness
South Central Plumbing and Heating



th Central Plumbing and Heatin
3419 Jerde Circle
Anchorage, Alaska 99504
(907) 337-2444 or (907) 229-0654 Cell
Lee M. Van Ness

Comments on the International Mechanical Code (I.M.C.):

1. Section “Maintenance” of I.M.C. has a significant disclaimer for any liability resulting
from compliance or non-compliance with I.M.C. The U.M.C. contains no such

disclaimer.

Under paragraph (11) of 13AAC 50.023 of the proposed regulations the addition of
the Table 304.7 would not be needed if 2000 U.M.C. were adopted. This information
is contained in Table 3-1 of 2000 U.M.C. This is a concrete example of how much

more prescriptive the U.M.C. is.

. The code users currently using the 1997 U.M.C. will find it a relatively smooth

transition to the 2000 U.M.C. in comparison to adopting the I.M.C. It is clear from
companng the size of the two books that the U.M.C. 2000 is significantly more
prescriptive in its approach, a philosophy that has been utilized in the development of
the Un.form codes. This philosophy is eUdent in the fact that the 2000 U.M.C.
reproduces important standards in the code for ease of use while the I.M.C. only
references them. The State Fire Marshal needs to examine these differences and
consider their impact on the health and sa”ty ofthe communities in Alaska.

The 2000 1.M.C. consists of 110 pages, the 2000 U.M.C. consists 0284 pages. The

2000 U.M.C. is a much more descriptive, stand-alone, document. Part of the
difference in size is probably due to the fact that the publishers of the U.M.C. have
many more years of experience publishing a Mechanical Code than the publishers of
the I.M.C. The I.M.C. relies heavily on incorporating other codes and standards by
reference. This makes the I.M.C. more cumbersome for the user and therefore more
prone to mistakes and misunderstandings. Exactly the sorts of problem codes are

designed to avoid.

. Since the Fire Marshal’s proposed regulations already incorporate the 2000 Uniform
Plumbing and 2000 Uniform Solar Energy Code, doesn’t it make sense for him to

adopt the 2000 Uniform Mechanical Code?

Then there would be an integrated family of Uniform Codes that cover all of the

plumbing, heating and ventilation systems in a building. Considering that these

Uniform Codes are superior to their International Code counterparts and that the

installers (Plumbers, Pipe Fitters and Mechanical Administrators) are licensed (as

required by statute) according to the Uniform Codes and are familiar with Uniform

Codes it seems apparent that better, safer systems could be installed.

To my knowledge, today there are no installers or mechanical administrators

licensed per the International Mechanical Code in the State of Alaska.

Once more we raise the question “What is the compelling reason to adopt the

International Mechanical Code?

LPG Facilities are prohibited in pits or basements and other specific locations by
Section 1313.5 ofthe U.M.C. The 2000 I.M.C. does not contain any such restriction.
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South Central Plumbing and Heating
3419 Jerde Circle
Anchorage, Alaska 99504
(907) 337-2444 or (907) 229-0654 Cell
Lee M. Van Ness

Referenced Standards: Appendix A ofthe 2000 U.M.C. contains 7 U.M.C. standards.
These standards based on nationally recognized standards are reproduced in their
entirety in the U.M.C. The I.LM.C. does not have any standards in it and only

mentions them by reference.

The 1.M.C. reproduces text from other codes. As an example refer to Section 513 in
the I.M.C. for Smoke Control systems. The U.M.C. does not use this approach.
Section 513 of the I1.M.C. reproduces portions of the J.B.C. and the I.F.C. for this
section. | urge you to study Section 513 ofthe I.M.C.

Chapter 11 Refrigeration:
There are several differences in this chapter. In size alone, the U.M.C. chapter is

about double the size of the I.M.C. chapter. The reason is that the U.M.C., while
keeping with its philosophy, has several prescriptive provisions so as to allow the
user to have all the information needed in the chapter. The 1.M.C. refers to both the
I.C.C. Building and Fire Code extensively and defers to standards for requirements
such as refrigerant control valves. The I.M.C. chapter requires access to several other
documents for the user to comply with its provisions.

Chapter 14 ofthe 2000 U.M.C. covers Process Piping. There is no equivalent chapter
in the 2000 I.M.C.

The U.M.C. 2000 has Appendix A, B, C and D. Appendix A contains 8 standards.
Appendix B contains Fuel Gas Piping, Installation and Testing of Gas or Fuel Fired
Equipment, Installation and Testing of Oil (liquid) Fuel Fired Equipment. Appendix
C has sizing tables for venting systems. I.M.C. has 2 appendices -one for combustion
air openings and one for chimney connector pass throughs. The I.M.C. has no

provisions for Fuel Gas Piping.
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May 3, io0i

Mr. Gary Powell

State.Fire Marshal’s Office

State of jAlaska, Division ofFire Prevention
5700 E. frudor Road

Anchorage, AK 99507-1225

Subject:' Proposed Regulation Changes
To 13AAC 50.023, Re-Issued

Dear Mii Powell:

Our Association is opposed to the repeal of the Uniform Mechanical Code. We feel ve
strongly that the State of Alaska should adopt the 2000 Uniform Mechanical Code.

In orderto properly address our concerns during the public comment period we need
some information from your office:

1. We need the review analysis you performed that led lo your conclusion that th;
international Mechanical Code is superior tothe Uniform Mechanical Code.

2. We need to know how"the public comments will be weighed and how the
determination is made as to.whioh Mechanical Code wiii be adopted after the
comment period.

Your pfompt reply is requested due to the short comment .period and the fact that the -
Mechanical Industry is veiy busy at this time of the year.

Sincerely,

Eugene  Rutland
Executive Director

cc. GleHn Godfrey, Commissioner
Department of Public Safety
450 Whittier Street
PO kox 11120
Juneau, AK 99.811-1200

P.0. Box 747513 + Feirbnnks, AK 99707-4768
(907)455-8347 + Fax:(907)451-6132
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DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC SAFETY
DIVISION OF FIilE PREVENTION

May 21,2001

Eugene R. Rutland
Executive Ejirsctor
MechamcalfContractors of Alaska Inc.
P.0. Box 74796

Fairbanks, £IK. 99707-4796

Dear Mr. Rutland:

Per your request, the following outlines the review process followed by this office in reaching the
conclusion TiEt the International Mechanical Code should be adopted &s part of the Alaska Fire safety’

regulations:

1. Areview of the International Mechanical Code (IMC) and Uniform Mechanical Code (UMC), 2000
Editions sh’owed that both cedes essentially regulated the same sub#ects and systems with a few Variations
and that bolh codes had ch_anged from the previous 1997 Edition ofthe UMC,” The IMC in addressmg% the
fuel-gas distribution, gas-fired appliances and gas-fired appliance venting deferred to the Internationa
Fuel Gas Cixle Q)FGCE} which is not being adopted as part ofthe State Fire Regulations. The UMCdefers
to the, Uniform Plumbing Code adopted by the labor department for fuel-%as Istribution while still
covering the gas-fire applionces and venting of such in chapter nine. On the other hand, the UMC had no
correlation to the building or fire codes construction and process/occupancy requirements as they related
to subjects covered and impacted by the mechanics! code, whereas the IMC had clear correlation to both
the International Building FI BC) and Fire Codes ESIFC{ Examples of this correlation/cross referencing
within the IMC can be found in'sections 302.309-311.401.4, 502.2-502,15, 507, 509, 510, 513, 603.1.
and 607.. Similar cross-references to the IMC are round in the IBC and [FC. An additional important
factor is that the International Building Code, in Section 1202.1, now refers you to the IMC for change of
air ratios &Dd design purposes whenever mechanical ventilation is provided in lieu of natural ventilation.
On the strength ofthe correlation and cross referencing of the IMC it was felt that to the end user this
would be very valuable, if not imperative, nnd would facilitate clear understanding of the codes
requirements and eliminate conflict. All other things being equal, that was an overpowering factor in our

selection ofthe IMC.

2. To corroborate our conclusion, ali 40 members of the codes review committees that were formed to
review the |-Codes were asked, among other tasks, to look at the correlation between the three codes.
Amontqst this Proup were three mechanical engineers representing firms within the state and the State
Department ot Labor represented by Paul Yoder. Mr. Yoder reviewed the IMC and recommended
adoption with suggested revisions that would eliminate conflicts between the labor department's authority
and the fire marshal's. Those included the revisions to chapters 10 and 14. Later discussions with Mr.

REPLY TOi o P.0.BOX 11JICO 57W EAST TUDOR HOAD O 1979 PEGER ROAD
JUNEAU. ALASKA 99811-12W ANCHORAGE , ALASKA 59StT FAIRBANKS, ALASKA 99709
PHON8: (907)4<51S*3JI PHONE; (907)269-5604 PHON& (907)451-5200
FAX: p»7)JA3-5«0 FAX; (SO7)m-FI75 FAX: (Q07) 451-22111
rpDi (907)465-549] TDDr (507) 269-504 TDD: (907) 451-5344

(1) primed<niscyowC et



Powell/Rutlind
May 21, 2001
Page 2

Yoder (after the various work sessions) identified the conflicts of adopting the IFGC and the possible

void in the coverage of the gas-fire Appliances and their venting. Since this is the labor department's area
.ofjurisdiction Mr."Yoder agreed to review the IFGC as it relates to the subject and rnovc forward, with
reCommendations to revise reg,t\J/latlons to cover that, All other mechanical reviewers were complimentary
in regard tojthe correlation between the codes and offered few changes, The adoption o fthe throe |-
Codes has been supported by all others commentlnﬁ from the deferred jurisdictions to the architectural
firms and fire departments. ‘The principle reason, the harmony between the three codes and the ease of

USe.

3. Asa result of the resounding su%port through our previous public comment period we have chosen to
go forward with the IMC.. During that lime it was felf that certain revisions should be added that covered
Unlisted appliances and unvented room heaters (revisions 10 & 22). These v/ere added for life safety
reasons, hecause, while the IMC does not reco,?nlze the existence of unlisted appliances such as bartel
stoves, etc., the simple nature ofthe Alaskan lifestyle dictates that we address such. It should be noted
that throughout this process ?reat effort has been puit forth to make a clear delineation between the codes
and enforcement authority ofthe fire marshal's office and the febor department.

On the matter of how the comments will be _welf%hed In regard to the adoption of the mechanical code, |
can only assure you that it is the intent of this office to adopt by reference a standard that achieves the

reatest level offire and life safety protection to the citizens of Alaska. At this point it if our analysis

at the IMC meets that criteria. AH comments received during the (Prewous comment period support that
Posmon._As additional comments are received they will be weighed in regard to their contribution to the
evel of fire and life-safety afforded the public in general, the enhancement of the interrelationship
between the building, fire'and mechanical codes, and their enhancement of the end users ease of
interpretation and understanding of the fire and life-safety regulations ofthe State of Alaska.

State Fire Marshal

cc. Glenn G. Godfrey, Commissioner
RP/GLP/djb
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May 31, 2j)01

Mr. Gary Powell _

State Fire Marshal's Office _
State of Alaska, Division of Fire Prevention
5700 E Tudor Road

5701 Anchorage, AK. 99507-1225

Subject: Proposed Regulation Changes to 13AAC 50.023, Re-issued
Your letter dated May 21, 2001

Dear Mr. Powell: ,
et Thank you for your 5/21/01 letter in response to my 5/03/01
etter.

In the paragraph numberecfl ofyour fetter; . _

a. You state that the UMC defers to the UPC in addressing fuel
gas distribution.This ternmTxue.Xftapter'l3 appendix’s
0f the 2QG(TUMCmcfudes Chapter IT, FUeTGas PTpm?, from the
JPC in its entirety plus The 2000TTMC coritains'Chapter~I5,
Installation and Testing of Gas or Fuel Fired Equipment. There
s nothing on fuel-gas piping In the 2000 IMC.
ggohoa\lljeMaCcomplete fuH-gas code system you should adopt the

b. Also, in the same paragraph 1 Cyou cite some 14 sections of the
IMC that rAferto'the’IBC'DT'IFC. Theccmrotattonm yourletter
IS that this_cross-referencing_poses a proBtem to the adoption
Of the UMC. In RossTosbersTs memo 0T3/217t>IWRoyce
Weller, Ross lists a total of 211 revisions E32 of these fo
IMC) that your dePartment has made to the IBC, IMC and IFC
to accommodate the Dept, of Labor. It does not seem
unreasonable to make a few more revisions to the IBC and IFC
to adept the 2000 UMC and accommodate 500 plus mechanical
administrators in addftion'to'the mechanical contractors,
inspectors and installation personnel-who are licensedand
skilled In the use of the family of Uniform Codes.

(rf&rf

P.0. Box 74796 + Fairbonko, AK 09707-4796
(907) 456-8347 + Fax:(907)451-6132
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C. A’\%ain, paragraph 1, you cite IBC Section 12112.1 reference to
IMC for mechanical ventilation. You state that this was an
"over powering factor" in your selection of the IMC.
In response to this reasoning | direct you to paragraphs (10)
and (11) ofycurprupesed regulations.These"paragraphsudd
clearances for listed and unlisted heat-producmg appliances to
the IMC. These '\'/earagraphs essentially are already contained in
the 2000 UMC. Were klou to adopt the 2000 UMC these
paragraphs would not'fee necePsaryYorheat-protiucing
atha_nces. The mechanical ventilation requirements could be
su _st_|tute|d in the proposed regulations. No net gain in
revisions!
. 1In our"ara?raph"XbetievethattheTtept.UfTabor"Ietterof
5125101 total
endorsement ofthe IMC _ _
The 40 members of the code review committee appear to be
mainly building officials,Tne"depamneitt employees arHtdeslgn
professionals. There were not any mechanical administrators,
mechanical industry contractors represented, the very people
who are licensed and use these codes. These construction
professionals were notappointed to committees aventhough
some building officials and fire department employees were
appointed to multiple committee posts. _ _
. Paragraph 3 of your letter refers to "resoundm%support" in
the previous-public commentperiod. Through "DwtgtitrPerJdns
request R<yce Weller provided what we were told was a
complete copy of the previous regulation review package.
A review of this package reveals no comments atail onthe
mechanical oode.The va’tina®DritycTEhe comments were"from
foster hoipe providers who obﬂected strenuously to the fire
sprinkler requirements in the [BC. All the other comments
addressed the IFC and most complained that there was
inadequate twneTo locate “copies ofa"brand newxode and
prepare comments. .
. Again, in Paragrth 3, Revision (10) to the IMC would not be
necessary ifthe2000 UMC were adopted sinceThis"materialis

already in the UMC.

y contradicts your statement or Paul Yoder's----------



In dosing | must commerrrttrat'trankly ft appears your office Is
determined to adopt the IMC. Some of our members have reported that
Mr. Fosherg stated that the IMC adoption is a "done deal". This means
that the public comment phase of this process is a farce on your part.
Your less than forthright conduct in this matter is a sad commentary on
the Fire Marshal's office.

Please add this letter to the public comment file for 13AAC 50.023.

Sincerely,

Eugene R. Rutland
Executive pirector

cc. Office of the Governor
Tony Knowles, Governor.
Third Floor, State Cepitoi
P.0. Box 110C01
Juneau, AK. &9811-0001

.03



1. Process:

From the beginning we have wondered how the Fire Marshal’s office
could propose to adopt a new mechanical code without wanting to get the
input from the ones most affected by the change, that being the
Mechanical Administrators. From the Fire Marshall’s own list of the
Mechanical review committee it shows that there are eleven members all
of which are either building officials or fire officials (other governmental
agencies) and five at large members, one ofwhich is a State Plumbing
Inspector and four that are Engineer’s. Not one person that holds a
Mechanical Administrators License or at least makes their living as a
contractor is represented on this list.

We would like to know how this committee was appointed. We know that
some Mechanical Administrators asked that they be considered but were
never appointed to the review committee.

2. Why is it necessary to change from the UMC to the IMC?

The State has a long tradition of adopting the latest version of the Unifor
Mechanical Code every time a new code is published. We have not seen
any compelling statement or reason by the Fire Marshall’s office that

would justify the adoption ofthe International Mechanical Code, thereby
putting the Mechanical Administrators that do business in this state in
complete disarray.

In his letter to Mr. Fosberg the project coordinator for the Fire Marshall’s
office, Mr. Bryan Boijesson of Fairbanks, who is a licensed engineer
states “ We have had an opportunity to go through the new International
Mechanical Code and find that not only has the format changed but there
are a great deal of other items that have changed. We believe it will take at
least 10to 15 years before these codes are truly tested through the courts
and all ofthe confusion and arbitrariness removed and the full education
ofthe user’s is accomplished. | personally, do not believe that we should
have to go through this. | believe we should continue to use and adopt the
Uniform series of codes for the next 2 cycles which is approximately 6
years and observe what is happening to the International Codes in other
areas ofthe country. In other words, why should we be guinea pigs and
suffer through all of the problems that everyone else is going to suffer
through when we can simply avoid it by using a familiar and well known
code into the near future and allow others to suffer the trial and

tribulations of a new code system. | would suggest that this should be
reviewed in approximately 6 years to see if the new International Code is /
1) still in existence and 2) is providing the necessary protections for /
building owners and has been tested in court to eliminate those /
controversial portions which ultimately will be tested” Again we don’t see
the necessity to change.



3. Apparent conflict in Policy Regulations and Statutes:

In Chapter 70 FIRE PROTECTION, action 18.70.010 General function
of Department of Public Safety with respect to Fire protection. States, ‘“The
Department of Public Safety shall foster, promote, regulate, and develop
ways and means of protecting life and property against fire, explosion, and
panic”

In Sec. 18.70.080 Regulations (a) The Department of Public Safety shall

adopt regulations for the purpose of protecting life and property from fire

and explosion by establishing minimum standard for

(1) fire detection and suppression equipment;

(2) fire and life safety criteria in commercial, industrial, business,
institutional, or other public buildings, and buildings used for
residential purposes containing fo.ir or more dwelling units;

(3) any activity in which combustible or explosive materials are stored or
handled in commercial quantities;

(4) Conditions or activities carried on outside a building described in (2)
or (3) ofthis section likely to cause injury to persons or property.

(b) the commissioner of public safety may establish by regulation and the

department may charge reasonable fees for fire and life safety plan checks

made to determine compliance with regulations adopted under (a)(2) of
this section.

In the Department of Community and Economic Development, Division
of Occupational Licensing. Mechanical Administrators Statutes (AS
08.40.210- 08.40.490) Sec. 08.40.270 Examination of applicant, (a) Each
applicant shall be examined to determine the applicant’s

(1) ability to understand plans, design specifications, and engineering
terms commonly used in the mechanical field;

(2) knowledge of mechanical installations and piping;

(3) familiarity with the requirements of the Uniform Plumbing Code,
Uniform Swimming Pool, spa, and Hot Tub Code, Uniform Solar
Energy Code, and the Uniform Mechanical Code currently in effect
in the state; ( because of the time lapse of adopting codes by the state $—>m
the statute gives itself latitude by saying UMC currently in effect in the
state)

Then in A.S. Sec. 08.40.490 Definitions.

(4) *“mechanical administrator means a person who is responsible for (A)
installing or modifying mechanical piping and systems, devices,
fixtures, equipment, or other mechanical materials subject to the
Uniform Plumbing Code, Uniform Swimming Pool, Spa, and Hot Tub
Code, Uniform Solar Energy Code, and the Uniform mechanical Code
as published by the International Association of Plumbing and



Mechanical Officials and the International Conference of Building
Officials.

Currently, IAPMO is the only organization that publishes the Uniform
Mechanical Code. ICBO sponsors the International Code Council
which publishes the International Mechanical Code. The background
to this is that until 1991 the Uniform Mechanical Code (UMC was
cosponsored by the International Association of Plumbing and
Mechanical Officials (IAPMO) and the International Conference of
Building Officials (ICBO) with each organization owning the
copyright to the document. That situation changed in 1994, and again
in 1997, when each of the two model code bodies published a separate
UMC. Currently only IAPMO publishes a 2000 edition ofthe UMC
with ICBO discontinuing publication of their Uniform Codes set. The
point is all the division of Occupational Licensing needs to do is put a
period after the word officials and their statute is just fine. In times
when departments are trying to do more with less, it doesn’t make
sense that DCED and DOL should incur costs to change the way they
do business when there is a simple solution which we will explain later
on.

The Mechanical Administrators are all tested under the Uniform
Codes. They;eceive continuing education based on the Uniform
Codes. They have received continuing education on the UMC for the
next licensing cycle, through 2003

Ifthe Department of Public Safety adopts by regulation the IMC, it
will conflict with State Statute ofthe Department of Community and
Economic Development, causing more confusion. In fact the project
coordinator didn’t even notify the Division of Occupational Licensing
ofthe proposed changes. The person who administers the M.A.
program called to find out when the fire Marshall’s office was going to
adopt the 2000 edition of UMC and it was only then that she was told
“that the fire Marshall’s office was going to adopt the IMC”

Appearance that the re notice of the proposed regulation is a sham.

On May the 7th 2001 Mr. Fosberg was a guest at the Anchorage
Mechanical Contractors Association meeting. At this meeting, Mr.
Fosberg explained that because of mistakes in the advertising process,
public comment had been extended until June 8th When 3sked if he would
entertain suggestions concerning the adoption of the 2000 UMC instead of
the 2000 EMC, he stated that it was merely a formality and that the
adoption of the IMC was a “done deal” He went on to say that he would
only review comments onthe EMC, and that any comments concerning
keeping the UMC would be a wasted effort. | would submit to you that not
only is this unethical but maybe illegal.
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5. The solution.
As | stated earlier, we have a suggestion that we think both ofus can live
with. Tna memo dated March 21, 2001 from Mr. Fosberg to Mr. Royce
Wellei, Mr. Fosberg discusses the separation ofjurisdiction regarding the
Department of Labor. Mr. Fosberg states in the International Building
Code where it references the International electrical, plumbing and fuel
gas codes that each section is revised and replaced by and it goes on to cite
which Alaska Administrative Code it applies to. We ask that you allow us
to work with the department to identify in the International Building Code
where all references are made to the 2000 IMC that we delete that
reference and insert with the words 2000 UMC. The Fire Marshal still gets
the International Building Code and the International Fire Code. In return
we get the Uniform Mechanical Code which will work in conjunction with
the Uniform Plumbing Code. This will also eliminate the problem ofthe
conflict described in number 3

PLEASE SUBMIT FOR THE RECORD TO THE NOTICE OF PROPOSED
CHANGES IN THE REGULATIONS OF THE DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC
SAFETY.

Submitted by:

Dwight Perkins
P.O.Box 33922
Juneau, Alaska 99803
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MEMORANDUM State of Alaska

TO: Royce Weller DATE: March 21,2001
Department of Public .Safety

TELEPHONE: 4ti5-4322

FROM: Ross Fosberg _ SUBJECT: Separation of Jurisdiction regarding
Code Adoption Coordinator Dept, of Labor in 13AAC 50.020,
Department of Public Safety 50.023 and 50.025

Division of Fire Prevention

In our development of the revisions 1. the new I-Codes under the Fire and Life Safety regulations, we worked
with the Department of Labor to assure clear delineation of authority and responsibility for enforcement and code
application jurisdiction.

The regulations currently being reviewed by Sre AG's office have as an example the following references:

3) 1J/.C. Chapter 1, Section 101A. 1 Electrical, is revised by deleting tba reference to the “1CC
Electrical Ccdd' and inserting the reference “Eiectrical Code as adopted by 8 AAC 70.023”;

(4) /.B.C. Chapter I, Section 101.4.2 Gas, is revised by deleting the reference to the "International
Fuel Gas Code™ and inserting the reference “Plumbing Code as adopted by 8 AAC 63.010";

(5) /.B.C. Chapter J, Section 101.4.4 Plumbing, is revised by deleting the reference to the "International
Plumbing Codd' and inserting the reference "Plumbing Code as adopted by 8 AAC 63.010";

These three examples are taken from the revision lo the International Building Code under 13 AAC 50.020 and
reflect tbe verbiage used in revisionsto each of the codes, The IBC has a total of 74 revisions with 21 (28%) of
those referring the user to the Department of Labor for either the electrical or plumbing codes. The IMC has a total
0f32 revisions with 16(50%) referring the user to DOL, and the IFC hns 105 revision with 34 of those (33%)

referencing DOL's jurisdiction.

Throughout this whole process we have been consistent in our goal of giving a clear indication o fwhose authority
the enforcement nnd interpretation of referenced regulations the end user is subject to. Over all, J believe that this
has been very successful, and done so with the assistance of staff from the Department of Labor.
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PATRICK MECHAMICAL IMC.

(907) 452-3334 Fax (907) 452-3369
E-Mail; patrick@ptlalaska.net

Mailing Address: Prhysical Address:
P.O. Box 80510 3307 International Street
Fairbanks, Alaska 99708 Fairbanks, Alaska 99701
6/6/01
Department of Public Safety r-}: 'S ‘f§ R ij u ..
Division of Fire Prevention LfU o .
5700 East Tudor Road LTy '
Anchorage, Alaska 99507-1225 . Diiector's Qiiico
niw I e

Ui' iitve tiioi'i

Subject:  Adoption ofthe 2000 IMC

Attn:  Ross Fosberg, Code Adoption Coordinator

Dear Sir,
I am a licensed Mechanical Administrator with the State of Alaska and am writing this letter

to state my strong objection to the adoption ofthe 2000 International Mechanical Code
(IMC) and my support for adoption ofthe Uniform Mechanical Code (UMC).

One ofthe first problems that we, as mechanical administrator’s, face is that our license
renewal is based upon continuing education. To date, the regulations that govern us still
mandate education for the UMC. Additionally, there are no registered classes on the IMC
that are approved for the required continuing education credits.

Secondly, to the best of my knowledge, we have been utilizing the UMC since statehood. Is
there a problem with the code? 1fnot, why are we forcing tho issue and making the
administrator’s retrain to a new code? It would seem to me that this would create some
confusion in installation until we settle into the IMC, thus costing us money and increasing
the potential for violations and citations.

It is my beliefthat the UMC is a better code. The language inthe UMC leaves less opento
interpretation and is more descriptive in the requirements ofthe installation. Also, it
incorporates the requirements right into the code. The IMC makes reference to other

manuals and codes.

The IMC is a looser code that allows practices that are not deemed safe by the industry. One
such example isthe IMC allows propane to be installed in a basement or pit with the

installation of a fan to move air ifthe propane is detected. What happens ifthe fan fails or d>
power is shut offto the fan? All safety precautions would then be defeated. Ifa problem were
encountered, it opens both us, as administrators and the State to liability lawsuits. The UMC

prohibits this installation.


mailto:patrick@ptlalaska.net

- Date: 6/6/01 Tune: 4:39:00 PM pagtzorz
From: Dave Pert To: Ron Foibtrg

There are many more examples of similar items. Again, | want voice my strong opposition to
the adoption ofthe IMC. I sincerely hope your division carefully considers all ofthe
implications in adopting the IMC to us and the State.

Sincerely,

Dave Peet

cc: Office ofthe Govenor
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Plumbing & Heating, Inc.

129 Minnie Si.-P.O. Box 70534
Fairbanks, AK 99707.0534
Phono: (907) 456-5282 Fax: {007) 451-6973

June 8,2001

Department of Public Safety
Division of Fire Prevention
5700 East Tudor Road
Anchorage. AK 99507-1225

Attn: Ross Fosberg

Mr. Fosberg:

The purpose of this letter is to express my support for the adoption of the 2000 Uniform
Mechanical Code rather than the Internationa! Mechanical Code. As a mechanical administrator
(MEC M 55), I have completed my continuing education for both the UPC and UMC as

mandated by statute and will be renewing in August ofthis year.

If the IMC were adopted, my men and | would have to be re-educated to the new code. There is a
cost involved with this. Additionally, there is a potential for error due to being unfamiliar with
the requirements of the new code. The potential liability cost could greatly exceed the retraining
costs. 1 see no benefit to public health and safety by incurring these direct and indirect costs.

It seems odd that a regulation would require a change in statute to avoid a contradiction. It was
my understanding that statutes were the law and regulations were to help implement the law.
Adopting the IMC by regulation directly places me as a mechanical administrator in a crossfire
between the statute requiring installation by UMC and a regulation requiring installation by IMC.
Would it not be more logical to adopt the code mandated by statute?

Again, 1would urge you to adopt the 2000 UMC. Thank you for your consideration during the
public comment period.

Sincerely,

CHANDLER PLUMBING & HEATING, INC.
Dayn M.Coopcr

Boineer

Fc: Office ofthe Govcmer



HARBOR PLUMBING CHEATING, INC.

MECHANICAL CONTRACTORS

PO BOX32117
S NER G Taoai
(907) 789-7222  FAX(907) 789-0314

June 6, 2001

Ross Fosberg, Code Adoption Coordinator

Department, of Public Safety \ " j.
Division of Fire Prevention 5 Office
5700 East Tudor Road D\rec*or 5 _ .,.erY(\on

Anchorage, Alaska 99507-1225

Mr. Fosberg:

| strongly oppose the adoption ofthe International Mechanical Code, which is being
proposed for adoption by the Alaska State Fire Marshall. There are many reasons why |
oppose the adoption of the International Mechanical Code. | believe the Unifoim
Mechanical Code and the Uniform Plumbing Code coordinate with each other whereas the
International Mechanical Code does not. The International Mechanical Code is not an in

depth code and leaves room for speculation.

| believe that adopting the Uniform Mechanical Code is in the best interest of all parties
involved in the plumbing and mechanical trade.

Sincerely,

James L. White
President
Mechanical Administrator #188

cc: Office ofthe Governor



R &S Mechanical Inc.
P. O. Box 80889

Fairbanks, AK 99708

907-456-6052
Fax 907-456-8053

June 6, 2001

Ross Fosberg, Code Adoption Coordinator
Department o f Public Safety

Division of Fire Prevention jun 1 7001

5700 East Tudor Rd. . o

Anchorage, AK 99507-1225 Dirgctors prg"\;gﬁtion
Div- Alaska

Dear Mr. Fosberg:
Re: International Mechanical Code

The current 2000 Uniform Plumbing Code and 1997 Uniform Mechanical Code have
served the industry and public well. Research ofthe International Mechanical Code in
comparison to the Uniform Mechanical Code does not provide any increased protection to

the public. :

Since there is no apparent benefit to the adoption ofthe I.M.C. over the U.M.C., | am
opposed to any repeal action as it relates to the U.M.C.

George Roberts
Mechanical Administrator #121

cc: Office ofthe Governor
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Plumbing and Pipe Fitung Indlstry of H P;Fdell
\tf\/ W' il the United Siates and Carech (907) 562-2810 Cﬂ% IeEs e
G
oured 1660 (907) 562-2587 FAX o R G
UA Local Union:
Lettersshould 367 610 W. 54™ AVENUE
be corfined to ot ANCHORAGE, ALASKA 99518

June 1, 2001

Ross Fosherg, Code Adoption Coordinator
Department of Public Safety

Division of Fire Prevention L Uffitx
5700 East Tudor Road Div.U(l)Ji?Crlil:ésJ Ptrjgi?c.ition
Anchorage, Alaska 99507-1225 Ancnorage, Alaska

Dear Mr. Fosberg,

| would like to voice my opinion about the proposed regulation chan%e in Title 13 AAC
50.023 Mechanical Code. |am strongly opposed to the adoption of the International
Mechanical Code (IMC).

The Uniform Mechanical Code (UMC) has protected public health and safety in Alaska
for many years. The similar structures of the UMC and the Uniform Plumbing Code

(UPC) make the codes easierto teach and interpret

The IMC uses constant referencing to other code books, over 100 when | quit counting.
To ensure accurate interpretation and compliance to the code, | see this referencing as

a problem.

| feel, after reviewing the IMC, that the UMC is a more descriptive and stringent code
for protecting public health and safety.

| urge you to take the advice of a person who has worked in the trade and taught
apprentices and journeymen. |feel the UMC is a far superior code and should not be

replaced.
Sincerely,

Craig Hate#
Training Coordinator
U.A. Local 367
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JteC" UNITED ASSOCL«K>N inJ on
of Joumeymen and ApprendeSSIf the %%
Plurbing and Pipe Ftting Inoustry of Michgel A Cﬁjrélﬁl?H

M%KA%# the United States and Carech

Founded 1889 . i Nﬁﬁm
UA Local Uniion: Local Union 262
: 723 West 10th Street

Leressld _ Juneau, Alaska 99801
May 25, 2001
Ross Fosberg, Code Adoption Coordina of 5 [c RV
Department of Public Safety ) Vo
Division of Fire Prevention J La 1O'W 2 9 feuui
5700 East Tudor Road u.caar'e UiiiC3

Dear Mr. Fosberg,

Alaska State
UA Local 262 and its members oppose
re that the Q
~ Jneshwith
eaclFolMirerBf& M /"1 not. Another main reason is
that the International Mechanical does not
muoh”r;-8pgEyl,atip”.
A N Westfbtigiysupport the adoption of the Uniform Mechanical Code because,
together with the Uniform Plumbing Code, they provide a family of codes for all
mechanical systems within a building and assure the public of safe mechanical
installations.
We currently have many members who are licensed to install mechanical systems, G>
yet there are no licensed installers under the International Mechanical Code.

Max R. Mielke
*Business Manager
UA Local Union 262

cc: Office of Governor

(907) 586-2874
FAX (907) 463-5116
E-mail local262@ ptiaiaska.nct
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UNITED ASSOCIATION %%m
of Joumeyren and Apprenticedthe W
Plumbing and Pipe Fitting Industry of

the United States and Careca
post GreaPe

Founded 1889 Local Union: 375

I o UA Unior: 3568 Geraghty Street, Fairbanks, Alaska 99709 \ W \
beoonﬁredd VCM X '3\ \\ ]
e shiect © Subject: Proposed changes to TitleJ3ANVC 5("023 Mechanlc’\rCode

tu ®1 e 'I#
42001

Ross Fosberg, Code Adoption Coordinator

Department of Public Safety

Division of Fire Prevention re
5700 East Tudor Road

Anchorage, Alaska 99507-1225

Dear Mr. Fosberg:

As the Business Manager of U.A. Local 375 Plumbers & Steamfitters Union representing
approximately 500 members who must deal with any proposed changes to the Title IBAAC 50 023
Mechanical Code, I am writing to express my strong opposition to those proposed changes. The members
of our industry have supported the Uniform Plumbing Code and the Uniform Mechanical Code to provide
a family of codes for all mechanical systems within a building so that the public is assured of safe
mechanical installations. These Uniform Codes have a more than thirty year history in our State.

Having read and compared the International Mechanical Code (IMC) to the Uniform Plumbing
Code (UMC), I come to the conclusion that the strong opposition to the IMC is based on the following:

UMC provides the industry with the confidence of experience.

UMC updates to 2000 will be relatively smooth for our industry.

UMC is a much more common industry standard.

Adoptions of IMC will not provide the public with added protection, rather

it will provide less protection because it is because the UMC is more descriotive.

5. There is no compelling reason to change to IMC on this code cycle (if it ain’t broke,
don’t fix it). We should wait a few code cycles to see if the IM C, and the ICC who (

publishes it, are still around

Ea A

I urge you to take into consideration the professionals in this industry who support the adoption of
the 2000 UMC as the best code for insuring the residents of the State of Alaska of a practical, economic,

and safe code.

Sincerely,

Business Manager

cc: Office of the Governor
The Honorable Tony Knowles, Governor of the State of Alaska
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Randy Bayer

_ 1119 Bruhn Rd.
Fairbanks, Alaska 99709
907-457-2530
goal@mosquitonet.com

Re: Uniform Mechanical Code/
International Mechanical Code
Public comment

Dear Sir, . , . .
| am writing to oppose the adoption of the International Mechanical Code (IMC) and

urge the adoption of the 2000 Uniform Mechanical Code (UMC). My concern, as should
be all of ours, is the health and safety of the public. | believe the UMC does thi* bestjob
of fqu|II|n(_1 the need of protection of the Rubhc in a cost effective manner. Ihold'a

Mechanical Administrators license State of

laska, certified Plumbing Inspector and

Certified Mechanical inspector through both International Association of Plumbing and
Mechanical Officials and International Conference of Building officials. Below | have
pointed out a number of issues that | believe lend value to this request:

VUHTTS

" §ES

IUL%

if**

yew**,

1. Unvented room heaters; The 2000 IMC allows for the use of unvented room
heaters by reference to the 2000 International Fuel Gas Code (IFGC) in Section
301.3. Urivented fuel burning room Heaters are specifically prohibited under
Section 916.3 of the 2000 UMC. The dan%ers of unvented products of
combustion inside a structure are well founded.

2. LPG_Facilities are prohibited in pits or basements and other sPecific locations by

Section 1313.5 of the 2000 UMC. The 2000 IMC or the 2000 [FGC do not contain
any such restriction. The heavier than air characteristics of LPG make this a
very dangerous consideration. _ _

3. Unlisted (1u| ment; Table 3-1 ofthe UMC provides for clearances for different
types of unlisted appliances. There is no equivalent table in the IMC. The _
manufacturers installation instruction onI%/ address installation and do not take into (3)
account maintenance and all aspects of the installation. Because of this the need
for clearance table. _ _

Referenced Standards: Appendix A contains 7 UMC standards. These standards
based on nationally recognized standards are re_Produced in their entirety in the

Ul\f/IC. The IMC doés not have any standards in it and only mentions them by
reference.

Fuel Gas provisions: Chapter 13 of the UMC by reference to Appendix B contains
these provisions. The IMC refers you to a different document; I.e. the International &
Fuel Gas Code for these provisions.

Text from other codes: The IMC reproduces text from other codes. As an example
refer to Section 513 for Smoke Control systems, The UMC does notuse this o
approach. This factor needs to be considered when we are considering adopting
one document over another, o _

Commercial Cookmg Equr_nent (Chapter 5): There are significant differences
between the two codes Inthis area. The requirements for duct enclosures for Type
| Hoods are different; clearances are different with the UMC. being more restrictive.
The cleanout requirements are different as well.
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8. The 2000 UMC has Appendix A, B, C and D. Appendix B contains fuel Gas
Piping, Installation and Testing of Gas or Fuel Fired Equipment, Installation and
Testing of Qil (Liquid) Fuel Fired Equipment. The IMC has no provision for Fuel
Gas P|p|n?.

9. Chapter of the UMC covers Process Piping. There is no equivalent chapter in the

C.

10.The 2000 Uniform Plumbing Code (UPC) has been adopted by the Alaska
department of Lahor. This is the governing document for Plumbing and Fuel Gas
installations. The UPC and the UMC are coordinated and integrated to provide a
family of codes for all mechanical systems within a building and they assure the
public of safe mechanical installations. To adopt the IMC wili create many
conflicts involving code enforcement. A situation we experienced some time
a%o, before coordination and integration. _

11.The UMC is a much more descriptive, standalone document. The IMC relies
heavily on incorporating other codes and standards by reference. This makes the
IMC more cumbersome for the user and therefore more prone to mistakes and
msugderstandmgs. Exactly the sorts of problems codes are designed to
avoid.

12. Engineers and craftsmen currently using the 1997 UMC will make a smooth
transition to the 2000 UMC in comparison to adoFtlng the 2000 IMC. Much ofthe
licensing in the state is dependent of the codes. If you adopt the IMC there will be
much expenditure of time and money for reeducation not to mention throwing the
current licensing situation into and uproar.

Below is a map of the United States showing adopted Mechanical codes



The shaded stales orjurisdictions
use Ihe codes as indicated above
as the basis for their mechanical

code.
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Mechanical Code Adoption

Thank you for your consideration,

Randy Bayer



FYYFIAR Natural Gas Company
A Division ol SEMCO ENERGY, Inc.
3000 Spenard Road

P.0. Box 190208
Anchorage, Alaska 99519-0288
(907) 277-5551

June 4,2001

Gary Powell

Alaska State Fire Marshal

5700 E Tudor Road

Anchorage, Alaska 99507-1225

RE: opposition to adoption of the Intemational Mecnamcai coae

M. Powell

Iwould like to take this opportunity to express some concerns that | have with the proposed adoption of the International
Mechanical Code for the State of Alaska. 1 am the Service Supervisor and the Mechanical Administrator for ENSTAP
Natural Gas Co. certificate #69. lwas a Mechanical Contractor for 12 years before Icame to work at Eristar Natural Gas
Co. I am on the Code Review Committee for the Municipality of Anchorage. We have reviewed for adoption the
Intermational Mechanical Code (IMC) and I have to say that 1 am opposed to the adoption of this code. The IMC is a good
code for Engineers as it allows a lot of latitude in system design tut it would be very difficult to install or inspect per
codebook. Itwill be extremely difficult to teach installers how to do the work from the IMC. The Uniform Mechanical Code
(UMC) is a prescriptive code that explains how a task must be done therefore it is a given as to what is expected and
easier to inspect. The response | have received about teaching the IMC to Installers is to teach them from the UMC and
then they will not have problemswith the IMC installations. 1don't believe this is the type of code that we want inthe State

of Alaska.

My understanding is that you, as the State Fire Marshall, are trying to push the IMC through to adoption. 1 do not know of
any Mechanical contractor inthe State of Alaska that wants the IMC or any of the International codes. Iwould like to know
who else is pushing for the International codes and what your and their reasons are? Most all problems in the UMC have
been addressed and corrected. We are al trained and licensed by the Uniform Mechanical Code. We are not having
problerms with the UMC so why would we want to change itto a less restrictive code? 1do not like the idea of changing to
a less restrictive code that could lead to unsafe installations. The UMC has proven to be a safe guideline that the
contractors / installers have learned to live by and | do not see any need whatsoever to implement a lesser code. If the
IMC is adopted, every mechanical contractor / installer will have to obtain every International code book because of the
cross referencing required, the Intemational Mechanical, Plumbing, fuel gas, building, Energy Conservation) Fire,
Electrical and Residerrtia’ codes. This would be an unnecessary political change (brought on by people in offices) that
would cause many problems for the individuals who have to make it all work. This presents a problemfor me as | have 24
Service Technicians that would have to be trained and tested to continue to perform their job. Ifthe IMC is adopted every
Mechanical contractor / installer in this state will have to purchase and leam a new code. This letter is to register my
support for keeping the Uniform Mechanical Code as the adopted code for the State of Alaska.

In regards to these issues, Iwould be happy to talk to you at any time. Please feel free to contact me at 264-3701

Respectfully,
ENSTAR Natural Gas Co.

Kit Dahlstrom
Service Supervisor

cc.  Tony Knowles
Ross Fosberg



May 24, 2001

Ross Fosberg, Code Adoption Coordinator

Department of Public Safety

Division of Fire Prevention

5700 East Tudor Road DIISC:Ory .. iCi
Anchorage, AK 99507-1225

Reference: 2000 Mechanical Code Change Cycle

Dear Mr. Fosberg:

| understand the Alaska State Fire Marshal proposes to adopt the 2000
International Mechanical Code (IMC) and that it is "a done-deal”even though the

adoption process is not complete.

As a Plumbing/Mechanical Inspector for the Department of Development
Services, Municipality of Anchorage, | am very concerned about the Alaska State
Fire Marshal’s proposal to replace the current mechanical code (1997 Uniform

Mechanical Code) with the IMC.

As an inspector, | know the life/safety standards required for a mechanical
installation, but may not be able to enforce those standards if code requirements

arenotclear. OteTgigRCP<S> ;is.thatiithy
redundancy, and

sometimes omits critical information. For example, the IMC covers Solid fuel
appliances onjy whjle the International Fuel Gas Code refers to gas appliances.

isbshi ““

[ffdfodnMined in one document. Arrentiresheatingr ecoling>agd = M

works. More inquiries need to be madeTWioYeYihrVe dHdttbcftd h8'Sr all sides of this
issue from design engmeers contractors, installers, inspectors and end users,
have studied both codes and can cite facts and figures to illustrate my concerns.
My business card is en. losed should you wish to continue this discussion.

Most important,.i*eJibve this change from current code (*MC)|®j||eh”*Jsly

and [ly f are" (51997 UMC, Seclion 102) in this state. You and |, our
neighbors'and friends, all your constituents are the stakeholders here. We will
be subjected to a great travesty characterized by vagueness and incongruity and
perhapsjnjury or death ifthe " Codes are adopted.

Respectfully yours,
larilyn Hon*t/PlumDing/Mechanical Inspector, Municipality of Anchorage



May 23,2001

Ross Fosberg, Code Adoption Coordinator
Department of Public Safety

Division of Fire Prevention

5700 East Tudor Road

Anchorage, AK 99507-1225

Re: Adoption of regulation changes in Title 13 AAC 50.023 Mechanical Code.

Dear Sir:

| urge you not to adopt the 2000 International Mechanical Code. The following reasons are why the state should
keep the Uniform Mechanical Code.

1.: The Uniform Mechanical Code, here after referred to as UMC, is better established and is a more
prescriptive code then the International Mechanical code, here after referred to as the IMC. In my review of
the IMC I have found it to be less definitive and more open to interpretation and/or misinterpretation than

the UMC.

2.: I have gone to great lengths and expense, as required by state of Alaska statute, to maintain my
continued credit hours for renewal of my Mechanical Administrator license. This license, in accordance
with 12 AAC 39.410, is based on the Uniform Plumbing code and UMC, not the IMC. The Alaska Division
of Occupational Licensing has not notified me in writing, that the continued education is changed to the
IMC. Ifthe IMC is adopted I, as a Mechanical Administrator in Alaska, will be licensed to a different code
than the law ofthe land. Ifthe Mechanical Code is to be changed, then adequate time, with advance written
notice, should be provided for my retraining to the IMC. This brings up several questions that need to be
addressed. Is the state of Alaska going to provide me with a reimbursement of the costs | have incurred,
maintaining my continuing education ofthe UMC? Ifthe IMC is adopted will | be grand fathered into the
mechanical portion of my administrators license? Will | be required to submit to an examination to prove |
am acknowledgeable competent in the new code to cany out my Mechanical Administrator
responsibilities?

3.: I have managed mechanical construction projects for over 17 years to the UMC and | have a working
knowledge ofthis code. 1 know where to reference the UMC to find the answers to code questions. To leam
the IMC will require learning a new codebook. While I am up to any challenge that my career offers, |
would rather not waste my time if it does not provide a better product. The UMC has an established history
in Alaska. It has provided the people of Alaska quality mechanical construction that meets the health and
safety for our communities. The IMC is unproven, it is new, it is still in its infancy, and does not meet all
the necessary requirements for Alaska. This code will require extensive review, modifications and addenda
to bring itjust up to the standard ofthe UMC. | can find no reason why IMC is an improvement over UMC.
Changing to the IMC will be an unnecessary impact to the mechanical construction industry in Alaska,
while providing little or no benefit to the public at large.

The purpose of codes is to provide a MINIMUM standard. The UMC is a superior code to IMC. The UMC is more
prescriptive than the IMC. The UMC is known and established in the Alaska mechanical industry. To adopt the IMC
is to lower the standard of quality for mechanical construction in Alaska, while risking the health and safety of our
communities. Therefore, | urge you to not adopt the 2000 International Mechanical Code.

Mark A. Anderson
Mechanical Administrator License /4

PONVA M |
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CheskTs Rumbing and Heating, Inc.

u k d tk I8 11190 via Appia
Anchor. e Alaska 515
PlJJMBING&HEATING, INC. Phone:
4:3380 . Fax: (907) 4 3380
liwrt Dutd hsmi
May 29,2001
Office ofthe Lt Governor HEGTHE
Fran Umrer, li. Governor
P.O. Box 110015 JUN 0 1 2001
Juneau, Alaska 99811-0015
LEJBENSNT GOERNR

Deer 11 Governor

Subject: Replacement ofthe 1997 Uniform Mechanical Codawhh tfae3000. . .
International Mechanical Code.

IFhas come to my atterttion that the Alaska State FHre Marshal Is proposing lo adopt a regulation
change in Title 13 AAC 50.023 Mechanical Code. This proposal to repeal the 1997 Uniform
Mechanical Code and adopt the 2000 Intermational Mechanical Code is absurd!

Although! recently became setf-empto/ed and amthe owner of rcy small business, ovei the years |
have worked for other companies and secured the time and licensing needed to do so based on the
Uniform Mechanical and Rimbing Codes. | have acquired the Mechanical Administrator's License
under these same provisions.  Working with these codes Is very precise, and they are considered a
stand alone document

The difference between the two codes Is obvious aid there is no comparison. The Intermational
Mechanical Code Isa sub book," reproducing and referencing text that is directly fromother code books
that are currently inuse and recognized now. Having this additional Informmation could cause confusion
by not knowing which informretion is current or questions about the applications of the informmation
could bring up the factor of safety for the public.

By trying to adopt the 1.MC. you are undermining the integrity of the existing system, as well as the
structure that has formed from Its use. With this proposed change other common sense questions
arise very quicdy. There may also be problems with Alaska statutes, testing, continuing code
education, and licersing cfviaons. e e

Ifthis Intermetional Mechanical Code is adopted, there wil be much uncertainty, and gray areas will be

opened up possibly Jeopardizing safety factors that are already in place to pmted foe public. 1strongly
urge you to keep foe existing Uniform Mechanical Code in place with the State of Alaska and not to

settle for anything less for Its people.

Sincerely,

John M Przeczewski

Owner, Cheski’s Rumbing and Heating, Inc.

E0 39Vd dONd3A03 ’I -1 00t>SS9tV 06 LZ-SI  1002/p0s90



John Bumgarner June 7, 2001
Noble Mechanical Inc.

P.O. Box 111209

Anchorage Alaska 99511

349-8611 349-5832 fax

Office ofthe Governor

Governor Tony Knowles UU 3JUN 122001 U U
State Capital bldg., 3rd floor

Post Office Box 110001 Dwedtr™s O
Juneau Alaska 99811-0001 Div. ofF Fre Freatin

anchorage, Alaska

Mr. Ross Fosberg

Code Adoption Coordinator
Department of Public Safety
Division of fire Prevention
5700 East Tudor Road
Anchorage Alaska 99507-1225

Dear Governor Knowles / Ross Fosberg

Re: Alaska State Fire Marshal’s proposed regulation changes in title 13AAC 50.023
Mechanical Code

I am writing to object to the Alaska State Fire Marshal’s proposed changes in the Title
13AAC 50.023 Mechanical Code. He has proposed to repeal the 1997 Uniform Mechanical
Code (UMC) and adopt the 2000 International Mechanical Code (IMC). To this date | have
had several conversations and meetings with contractors and Mechanical Administrators and
have yet to find anyone that supports these changes. Also | have yet to here any real reason
why the changes should be made.

As a licensed Mechanical Contractor and licensed Mechanical Administrator. | work dal.’y
with the (UMC) and have confidence that all work done by Noble Mechanical Inc. in
accordance with the now (UMC) has been tested and proved.

As far as my Mechanical Administrators License, | am concerned that my need for continuing
education credits will not be met with the (IMC). To this date | have not received any
information from the Division of Occupational licensing in regards to their accepting any
continuing education credits for the (IMC). Enclosed are 6 pages of approved sponsors and
course information that is accepted. None of them suggest a new code at all.

In closing | would ask that you reassess the State of Alaska’s position on this issue and adopt
the 2000 Uniform Mechanical Code

Sincerely;
John Bumgarner y vV
Noble Mechanical Inc. / /

Alaska Mechanical Administrators License 4 36



Johansen Mechaflfcal

CHAMMILTSPK PO. Box 1768 +  Woodinville, WA 98072
425-481-2266 Bus « 425-486-6933 FAX

Tony Knowles, Governor
Third Floor, State Capitol
P.O. Boxl 10001

Juneau, Alaska 99811-0001

Governor Tony Knowles i'rLS F?rév
Re: 1997 Uniform Mechanical Code o Alt

Dear Governor

I am writing to Support the 2000 Uniform Mechanical Code. Current 1997 code users
will have an easy transition to the 2000 UMC. These codes are an assurance of safe
mechanical installations. The Uniform Mechanical Code is a much more descriptive and
comprehensive document than the proposed International Mechanical Code. Much of
the condensed IMC relies on other codes and standards by reference. It is more difficult
to use and | fear harder to understand which will lead to installation errors.

The 2000 UMC is already incorporated in the Fire Marshall’s Uniform Solar Energy
Code. It is logical therefore, that he adopt the 2000 UMC. Isn’t better to have related
codes that include plumbing, and heating and ventilation? There aren’t any Mechanical
installers that are licensed per the International Mechanical Code in the State of Alaska.
What reason do we have to switch to the IMC?

Refrigeration references in Chapter 11 ofthe UMC go much further in detail than the
IMC and provides all the information that is necessary, while the IMC requires the
installer to reference several other documents to comply with its provisions. There is no
coverage on Piping or specifically Fuel Gas piping in the IMC as there is in the UMC.

I urge you to reconsider the adoption of the International Mechanical Code. Its’ adoption
will severely confuse and cloud the installation of mechanical systems in the State of

Alaska. Please go forward with the nationally recognized standards in the Uniform
Mechanical Code updated for 2000.

Sincerely,

-Z 1

Johansen Mechanical

c.c. Ross Fosberg, Code Adoption Coordinator



Ross Fosberg, Code Adoption Coordinator JUN 0 6 2001

Department of Public Safety Southcentral .Gtrioe
Division ofFire Prevention Dlv. of Fire Prevention
5700 East Tudor Road Anchorage, -Alaska

Anchorage, AK 99507-1225

Dear Mr. Fosberg,

This letter is concerning the adoption of a mechanical code for the State of Alaska. As a
plumbing and mechanical inspector, and a former Mechanical Administrator in the State
of Alaska, | urge the Fire Marshal to adopt the 2000 Uniform Mechanical Code (UMC)
instead ofthe 2000 International Mechanical Code (IMC).

The codes are adopted for the public’s safety, meaning you, me, family, friends, relatives,
neighbors, visitors to the state, etc. Does this mean a “performance-based” code first
published in 1997, is more beneficial than a “prescriptive” code, first published and
adopted by the State of Alaska in 1964? | think not. The UMC, a prescriptive code, is
written and changed by all people involved, not just government officials. The IMC, a
performance-based code, allows only government officials to vote on changes. By
changing codes now, are we asking for injury or death because of the numerous cross-
references in the IMC, allowing many interpretations of the code?

For example, propane must be allowed in pits and basements according to the IMC,
potentially creating a bomb. This is not allowed in the UMC. Fuel gas piping and
appliances are not covered in the IMC, but referenced to other codes. Unlisted appliance
installation is not addressed. Refrigeration is not covered in detail in the EMC, and also
refers to other codes. The UMC covers these examples in detail.

Public safety is of the prime concern, but the cost of converting to a new code should also
be considered. The Statutes would have to be changed (UMC is to be adopted by statute).
New tests would have to be created and all journeymen, inspectors, contractors, and
engineers would have to purchase all the codes referenced and learn them. As you know,
most, if not all costs, are passed on to the end user, you and me.

Therefore, | believe that it is in the public’s best interest to adopt the UMC, which has
proven itself over the years.

cc: Tony Knowles, Governor



Ross Fosberg, Code Adoption Coordinator pfdV».W°
Department o fPublic Safety Ul , ujsi/ \c.SM
Division of Fire Prevention

5700 East Tudor Road

Anchorage, Alaska 99507-1225

RE: The Mechanical Code (1.M.C.) for the State of Alaska

Dear Ross:

I am a licensed Mechanical Administrator through the State of Alaska. My license
number is #107. | have several questions on how the State has chosen to go for their

Mechanical Code.

1. Why has the State chosen to change to the International Mechanical code?

for one.
Just these items or even only one could end up in a death if not done right.

The I.M.C. does not cover the present license that | have. It is based on the U.M.C. not

Why change sometM f'tWisW fbroK£?~Tlife §eem§lo”Beznarge expense to the State
and everyone who works with the codes. For the life of me I do not understand why the
State is making this change. The code we ofa
health.prQWgip”i~.cowpi~t;Aoro\a-per”p|d:UsmgJp|lQ~rgm~y“ffieci)imge?;

Thank you,

Lestdr H. Bate, Mechanical Administrator
7050 Viburnum Drive

Anchorage, Alaska 99507

(ph: 907-349-1453)



PLUMBING & HEATFfNG ~
AND SHEETMETAL

Ross Fosberg, Code Adoption Coordinator
Department of Public Safety

Division of Fire Protection

5700 East Tudor RD

Anchorage, AK 99507-1225

Dear Sir,

Regarding the proposal to adopt regulation c. 3 Mechanical
Code, j believe changing from the 1997 Unif 1000
Intemaiional Mechanical Code is not in the p it jn the best

interest of Cameron Plumbing & Heating attl  »ntici

My reasons for this ar.' as follows:
1. The public will not get as good of a code administration deal under the
International Mechanical Code as it now gets under the Uniform Mechanical
Code.
2. All of our Mechanical Administrator Licenses now come under the Uniform

Mechanical Code.
3. The International Mechanical Code falls far short on descriptions, examples

and drawings compared to the Uniform Mechanical Code. The Uniform
Mechanical Code has 284 pages where as the International Mechanical Code
has only 110 pages. They must have left out a lot of information.

Sincerely,

Donald Cameron
Vice President
Cameron Plumbing & Heating

Residential and Commercial Contracting « Repair

Phone (907) 789-2896 « 800-478-2896  Fax 789-0495 + 1850 Crest St. « Juneau, Alaska 99801



1 PLUMBING & HEATING f?

- AND SHEETVETAL 1@Ely

Ross Fosberg, Code Adoption Coordinator
Department of Public Safety J1i M %& 700

Division of Fire Prevention . , .
Director's Office

5700 East Tudor Road : . _
Anchorage, AK 99507-1225 Div. of Fire prevention
An-h-rags, Alaska

Dear Sir,

Regarding the proposal to adopt regulation changes in Title 13AAC 50.023 Mechanical
Code, | believe changing from the 1997 Uniform Mechanical Code to the 2000
International Mechanical C”de is not in the public’s best interest nor is it in the best
interest of Cameron Plumbing & Heating at this time.

My reasons for this are as follows:
1. The public will not get as good of a code administration deal under the
International Mechanical Code as it now gets under the Uniform Mechanical

Code.
2. All of our Mechanical Administrator Licenses now come under the Uniform

Mechanical Code.

has on]”|gfj)|ges. They must have left out a lot of information.

Sincerely,

Jim Cameron
Owner/ President
Cameron Plumbing & Heating

Residential and Commercial Contracting  Repair

Phone (907) 789-2896 + 800-478-2896 + Fax 789-0495 ¢« 1850 Crest St. « Juneau., Alaska 9980.1



MICHELLE GIFFORD
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June 6, 2001 - Venice

Div. or Puo Prevention
Anchorage, Alaska

Ross Fosberg, Code Adoption Coordinator
Department of Public Safety

Division of Fire Prevention

5700 East Tudor Road

Anchorage, AK 99507

Re: Proposed adoption ofthe International Mechanical Code

Dear Mr. Fosberg:

1have been employed as a licensed trades person since 1984. During this time the equipment and
systems | have installed have been engineered and installed in accordance with the Uniform
Mechanical Code UMC. During this time, | have seen and installed many different types of
equipment that have potential for combustion and fire within homes and buildings. The
installation codes of these systems and associated combustion equipment are contained in the
UMC, which have served the safety of the Alaskan public.

I am very concerned, for safety reasons, that the State of Alaska is considering adoption of the
2000 International Mechanical Code (IMC) in lieu of the 2000 Uniform Mechanical Code
(UMC). The UMC has been in service since 1964 in the vast majority of cities and
municipalities of the United States and has be come the standard for engineered structures and
associated plumbing, heating, ventilation, air conditioning, fire suppression, refrigeration, gas
appliance and piping systems. The UMC has proven to be a reliable, easily indexed code in
which contractor’s and Inspector’s have come to rely on for the installation of building
components insuring the safety of the building occupants.

In Alaska, unlisted combustion equipment is frequently installed in the homes for heat. Such as,
woodstoves, COMhustion equipment etc. The installation codes are found in a single chapterof

the UMC. On the other hand the IMC lists no codes for the proper installation of unlisted
combustion equipment.

Respectfully yours, \

Michelle Gifford, Inspector



June 4, 2001

Ross Fosberg, Code Adoption Coordinc
Department of Public Safety

Division of Fire Prevention

5700 East Tudor Road

Anchorage, AK 99507-1225

Dear Mr. Fosberg

As a licensed plumber with the State of Alaska and a master plumber with the City of
Fairbanks | would like to voice my support for the adoption ofthe 2000 Uniform
Mechanical Code (UMC). | am not in support ofproposed regulation changes in Title
13AAC 50 023 Mechanical Code where the International Mechanical Code (IMC) is

being reviewed for adoption.

The State of Alaska adopted the 2000 Uniform Plumbing Code (UPC) last year and
adoption ofthe UMC seems sensible since these codes where designed to compliment

each other.

Currently all master plumbers with the City of Fairbanks pass an exam using the UMC
and the UPC. This is also true for State Mechanical Administrator exams.

In closing I urge you to investigate the differences between the UMC and IMC and you
will find that the 2000 UMC is a preferable code in technical as well as health and safety
concerns. Combine this with the training IAPMO provides brings a great benefit to the
installer and in turn to the people of Alaska.

Sincerelv.

Bret Helms
770 Bennett Rd.
Fairbanks, AK 99712

cc: Office ofthe Governor
Tony Knowles, Governor



June 4,2001

Ross Fosberg

Code Adoption Coordinator P>
Department of Public Safety ; :
Division of Fire Prevention

5700 Fast Tudor Road (M3

Anchorage, AK. 99507-1225 L; .\ °-i-

Re: Alaska State Fire Marshal’s proposed regulation changes Title 13AAC 50.023

Dear Mr. Fosberg:
t am writing to express my strong support for adoption of the 2000 Uniform

Mechanical Code. It defies reason that your office would consider adopting such a

new code, the International Mechanical Code, published by a recently formed publishing
group when the Uniform Mechanical Code with a 30 plus year track record is already in
place. Who knows if the International Mechanical Code or its publisher, the ICC, will even
be in existence a few code cycles from now ?

As a currently licensed mechanical administrator | have invested a great deal of my
time and money over the years to become proficient in the use of the Uniform Plumbing
Code, Uniform Mechanical Code, Uniform Solar Energy, Uniform Swimming Pool, Spa
and Hot Tub Codes. These codes form a family of codes that cover all of the mechanical
systems in a building. I believe the adoption of the International Mechanical Code would
only weaken the otherwise strong cohesiveness that these codes have. | have studied the
International Mechanical Code and in my opinion it adds nothing to this family.

As a public official charged with protecting public safety, you should respect the
judgement of the people, that by statute, are responsible for proper mechanical
Installations (Mechanical Administrators) and adopt the 2000 Uniform Mechanical Code.

I find the deceitful and “stacked-deck” approach to your code review and adoption
process appalling and shameful. Your premature press release to ICBO Code Central
speaks volumes to the “fairness” with which this review and recommendation was made.
The review committees make-up of ICBO members, and the exclusion of the mechanical
administrator and contractor “stakeholders”, call into question any claim to impartiality

Sincereh

Richard L. Rutland
Alaska Administrators License U 250

Cc: Office of the Governor
Tony Knowles, Governor \Oj)/o Qo.
State Capitol, Third Floor
Post Office Box 110001
Juneau, Alaska 99811 -0001
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Houston/Nana, JV |

P.O. Box 00349
Fairbanks, AK 99706

Phone (907) 450-5368 « FAX (907) 450-5312

May 31, 2001

Mr. Ross Fosberg, Code Adoption Coordinator
Department of Public Safety

Division of Fire Prevention

5700 East Tudor Road

Anchorage, Alaska 99507-1225

A..ector's Ofiicj
,,V. or rire Prevention
Anchoraget Alaska

Dear Mr. Fosberg,

I have recently taken the State of Alaska’s Mechanical Administrators test and now have my license assigned to
Houston/Nana. It has been brought to my attention that the Alaska State Fire Marshall is proposing to repeal the
1997 Uniform Mechanical Code and adopt the International Mechanical Code. I strongly oppose this adoption for

the following reasons.

1. The UPC and the UMC are dovetailed together to provide the highest level of Safety and Protection to the
public. The State of Alaska has already adopted the UPC. By dividing this family of codes, you are severely
limiting the level of protection provided by the UMC.

2. Has anyone talked to the people in the industry (plumbers, pipefitters and mechanical administrators) that are
licensed by the State of Alaska as to what they think? | personally am opposed. To become licensed in the
State, whether it be a certificate of fitness or mechanical administrator’s, the tests are reflective of the Uniform
Plumbing Code and the Uniform Mechanical Code. As far as | know there is no one in the State certified to the
International Mechanical Code.

3. There are several areas that the IMC is very weak in. | am referring to process piping for one. There is no
pertinent chapter in the IMC. However Chapter 14 ofthe UMC covers this subject. Another example would be
the LPG installations. The UMC prohibits such installations in pits and basements per Appendix B, Chapter 13,
Section 1313.5. The IMC does not contain this restriction.

4. The IMC relies heavily upon other codes and standards by reference. This will only lead to mistakes and unsafe

conditions in the field.

In short, 1 urge you to review and visit with people in the industry, that this code change would affect. The
professionals that deal with the UPC and UMC daily are very satisfied with the coverage and quality of the Uniform

Mechanical Code.

Mike Hale
Mechanical Administrator
Houston/Nana

Cc: Mechanical Contractors Association



Date: June 1, 2001

Ross Fosberg, Code Adoption Coordinator

Department of Public Safety

Division of Fire protection

5700 East Tudor Road d) 1 (8 m N
Anchorage Alaska 99507-1225 i

Attention: Ross Fosberg

JU JUN 7 2001
Director's Onice

From: Robert Sandstrom Div. or rire P.svention

- w . \iSSKc2

Reference: Title 13AAC 50.023 Mechanical Code

Subject: Froposed Adoption of The IMC Mechanical Code

Dear, Mr. Fosberg

American Mechanical does not support the replacement of the Uniform to the International Mechanical
Code (IMC). The Uniform Mechanical Code (UMC) has served the state satisfactorily for many years. No
compelling reason has been put forth tojustify any such change. Listed below are a few of the concerns we

have regarding this proposed code adoption.

1)
2)
3)
4)
5)

6)

The IMC is not as comprehensive as the UMC. There are many health and safety concerns that
have been addressed in the UMC that are not addressed in the IMC.

Alaska statutes require mechanical contractors to have an Administrators License that is based
upon the UMC.

Journeyman are trained and tested under the rules of the UMC.

The IMC is a relatively new code with very little performance record.

The IMC contains a disclaimer not accepting any liability resulting from compliance or

noncompliance. UMC does not have such a disclaimer.
The fire marshal’s proposed regulations already incorporate the 2000 Uniform Plumbing Code,
aid the 2000 Uniform Solar Energy Code. UMC is part of this same family of codes, which are

closely coordinated with each other.

Sincerely,
/)
Robert Sandstrom

Project Administrator
Mechanical Division

4868 old Airport Road « FAX (907) 479-5771



Ross Fosberg-, Code Adoption. Coordinator

Department of Public Safety

Division of Fire Prevention t
5700 East Tudor Road nt.-
Anchorage, Alaska 99507-1225

Re: Proposed Regulation change in Title 13AAC 50.023 Mechanical Code

Dear Mr. Fosberg,

I am writing this letter in regards to the proposed regulation change to adopt the
International Mechanical Code by the Alaska State Fire Marshal.

I have been licensed in the State of Alaska as a Journeyman Plumber for twenty-one years,
and a mechanical administrator since the programs inception. | am also the Apprentice
Coordinator and Instructor for the Plumbers and Pipefitters Local Union 262 in Juneau.

| feel the proposed change from the Uniform Mechanical Code (UMC) to the International
Mechanical Code (IMC) is a poor idea. Mechanical codes in general set the standards that
make our buildings safe and healthy to live and work in. The International Mechanical
Code falls short in several areas that affect the publics safety. As cn example the UMC
addresses fuel gas piping, the installation and testing of gas fired equipment, fuel oil
piping, and the installation and testing of fuel oil fired equipment, the IMC does not. This
is one example, there are many other areas that the IMC fails to comprehensively address.

Please review and adopt the 2000 edition of the Uniform Mechanical Code and protect the
public’s safety.

Sincerely, [ |
Bradley S. Austin
Alaska Mechanical Administrator

cc: Governor Knowles

Autte. i Mt



KMKAUMBING & HEA#TING
4915 W. 84th Avenue -Anchorage, Alaska 99502

Phone (907) 248-7305 Fax (907) 243-0498

June 6, 2001

Office ofthe Governor | >
State Capitol Third Floor

P. O. Box 110001 .o~ =N
Juneau, Alaska 99811-0001 "V *'1

RE: Proposed regulation changes in Title 13AAC 50.023 Mechanical Code

Dear Governor Knowles,
I am writing to you to voice ray concern over the Alaska State Fire Marshals decision to adopt
the International Mechanical Code instead of the Uniform Mechanical Code.

The UMC is very unique book and along with its counterparts, the UMC study guide and UMC
Handbook it is an absolute necessity for the apprentices in the field today.

There is i xtensive learning that takes places between the time an apprentice starts in the trade and
carries on until he or she becomes a journeyman.

The UMC Books provide the knowledge these apprentices need. UMC has been around a long
time and many apprentices have gone through their apprenticesbip taken their test and have
become Licensed State of Alaska journeyman greatly in part by reading these books.

The IMC Books do not offer the same good, clear and concise information as the UMC does.

The books UMC are used in the field everyday. They are not only used by apprentices, but
journeyman also refer to them daily. They are as important as any tool to that professional.

Replacing the UMC with the IMC would be a backwards move. | have read many code
comparisons and the IMC is an inferior code.

I have yet to hear one good reason why we should adopt the IMC.

Owner,



Mr. Jerry L Nicholson

225 East Fireweed Lane

Anchorage, Alaska 995G3
907-277-1830

June 6, 2001

Office of the Governor
Tony Knowes, Governor
Third Hoor, State Capitol
PO Box 11001

Juneau, Alaska 99811-0001

Subject: 1 oppose adoption of 2000 International Mechanical Code
Reference: Alaska State Fire Marshal proposal to repeal 1997 Uniform Mechanical Code

Dear Honorable Governor,

| have been in Alaska for 57 years. Over 38 of these years, | have been in involved in the Alaska
mbing and heating trade. [ strongly oppose the adoption of the International Mechanical Code

u
HMC) into Title 13AAC 50.023 Mec anlcaPcode.

| am confident that our current 1997 Uniform Mechanical Code (UMC% serves the life and safety of
the eogle of Alaska. | am familiar with the IMC and | do not have the same respect for it as [ do
the UMC. The IMC is very vague in interpretation whereas the UMC is more explicit This is great for

new apprentices as well as for us old timers.

| have spent quite a few hundred dollars in continuing education referencing UMC. Why should |
spent more in learning IMC, when the bottom line is, 'm going to look into UMC for the same and a
better interpretation. The UMC is a better code, recognized all along the west coast

cc: (1).. Mechanical Contractors of Alaska - Fairbanks

(2).. Ross Fosherg, Code Adoption Coordinator
Division of Fire Prevention



A8 go/tt WA B@LkriuTuENil (hOr(d (niictdidng; St
P.O. BOX 670701 + CHUGIAK, AK 99567 + TELEPHONE (907) 688-4820 FAX (907) 688-9395

May 20, 2001

Ross Fosberg, Code Adoption Coordinator
Dept, of Public Safety

Division of Fire Prevention

5700 East Tudor Road

Anchorage, Alaska 99507-1225

Mr. Fosberg,

This letter is in reference to the proposed regulation changes in the mechanical
code. | have been a mechanical contractor in Alaska for the past 20+ years; | have been a
mechanical administrator since it has been a requirement. 1’m not in favor of adopting
the IMC. Adopting a new code system will cost the public and the contractors money
and time to retrain with no'.iobMiou™'benefrts”t st publi~gfelJhe”Pilliactqss. We have
been using the UPC and UMC for longer than | have been in the trade and it has worked
well for us. | see no reason to change to a new code that has no benefits to either

contractors or the public.



P1RAGON MECHANICAL

2955 SWEET DREAM LANE
WASILLA ALASKA 99654

(7T G 1?1 V]

http://paragonmechanical.homestead.com - -
PiparagonmechanicalNomestead.com s APtEMUUZyjSyuUl i
May 17,2001 Director's Office
Div. of Fire Prevention
TO: ROSS FOSBERG CODE ADOPTION COORDINATOR iUSk
Al u

DEPT OF PUBLIC SAFETY
DIVISION OF FIRE PREVENTION
5700 EAST TUDOR RD
ANCH.AK,99507-1225

TODAY | RECEIVED NEWS THAT THE FIRE MARSHAL INTENDS TO REPEAL THE 1997 UNIFORM
MECHANICAL CODE. AND ADOPT THE 2000 INTERNATIONALJVIECHANICAL CODE

.THE UNIFORM MECHANICAL CODE AND THE UNIFORM PLUMBING CODE IS CURRENTLY WHAT
ALL MECHANICAL CONTRACTORS HERE IN ALASKA ARE USING TO GUIDE US IN THIS TRADE.

from what i BEING
PROPOSED. AND | T T P L E A S E TAKE THE TIME TO ADDRESS

MY CONCERNS.

THANK YOU

CRAIG.A.PEARCY


http://paragonmechanical.homestead.com
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ttt*SO$ Plumbing and Heating

2301 Chandalar « Anchorage *AK ¢« 99504 - Tel: 337-2187
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JUN-07-01 THJ 02:15 AM  PATRICK MEH INC FAX1 907 452 3369

PATRICK MECHANICAL INC.

(907) 4523334 Fax (907) 452-3369
E-Mail: patrick@ptialaska.net

Mailing Address: Physical Address:
PO Box 8C510 3307 International Street
Fairbanks, Alaska 99708 Fairbanks, Alaska 99701
Department of Public Safely June 6,2001
Division of Fire Prevention
5700 Hast Tudor Road rr
Anchorage, Alaska 99507-1225 U*ir fen tt - =
Subject:  Adoption ofthe 2000 IMC  fHUnHYil « ~AULIEL'VOI|
Attn:  Ross Fosberg. Code Adoption C Di. ie.
i
Dear Sir,

i am a licensed Mechanical Administrator with the State of Alaska and am writing this

letter to state my strong objection to the adoption of the 2000 International
Mechanical Code (IMC) and my support for adoptioi of the Uniform Mechanical Code

One ofthe fust problems that wc, as mechanical administrator's, face is that our license
renewal is based upon continuing education. To date, the regulations that govern us still
mandate education for the UMC. Additionally, there are no registered classes on the IMC
that are approved for the required continuing education credits.

It is my belief that the UMC is a better code. The language in the UMC leaves fewer

issues open to interpretation and is more descriptive in the requirements of the 3
installation. Also, it incorporates the requirements right into the code. The IMC makes (

reference to other manuals and codes.

Again, | want voice my strong opposition to the adoption of the IMC. 1sincerely hope
your division carefully considers all of the implications in adopting the IMC.

Sincirf\! 2

Michael B. Patrick

President
Mechanical Administrator license #113

cc: Office ofthe Governor


mailto:patrick@ptialaska.net

UNIVERSAL
MECHANICAL, INC.

1 509 Monroe Street
f Fairbanks, Alaska 99701

5 Tel: (907)452-5269
\ Fax:(907)456-5532
|

| email: mikesexton@qci.net n — .
ITY I v.r A A xg]l
J\i wwitizeoi LV

May 21, 2001 o .
Director's Orrice

Ross Fosberg, Code Adoption Coordinator Div. Of R.c Fisvention

Dept, of Public Safety, Div. of Fire Protection Vime 0> 1

5700 E. Tudor Rd.
Anchorage, Alaska 99507

Dear Mr. Fosherg,
Re: Fire Marshall's Code Adoption

Please reconsider your choice of codes and select the Uniform
Mechanical Code instead of the International Mechanical Code.

There is nothing _ it more of a step
backwards. The Code is more cumbersome to use due to the fact that

M F has been developed over time,| f

_ Itis used all over the country. Itis us,ede_ all facets of the
industry; ManufactunngE Engineers, Apprenticeship Training, Licensing
Authorities, Continuing Education, etc.

Srv erely,

Michael Sexton, President
Mechanical Administrator's No 275

cc: Office of the Governor


mailto:mikesexton@gci.net

_ 1103 Aliak
Kenal, Alaska 99611

M?y 21, 2001
Boss It:osb%rgf PCoboll,e ASdCprttion Coordinator [P.Jid -F)) %J il J||{ 1]
epartment of Public Safe .
Di\}ljsion of Fire Prevention Y JLi §Tanal « >
570?] East Tudor Road ) .
Anchorage, AK 99507-1225 . tir3 ho-,iilofi

Dear Mr. Fosberg:

| wish to voice my concern about changing the Uniform Plumbing Code and
Uniform Mechanical Code to the International Mechanical Code. Besides costing
time and money to make the char(ljge to a code that would 'jnDfeb&”bf*d'd|?0r
efficient, it sounds. ljke thevUnitediNatlffni*OTdWSjHri¥MOT®f5*Swnn

Code.

Meldin? the two codes together results itHESS?;

Internationa! prone
to mistakes. THd IMP has by
reference. Please do notaatfpffe”

Harvey E. Buzzell _
Mechanical Administrator License #102

Cc.  Governor Tony Knowles _
Eugene R. Rutland, Executive Director of Mechanical Contractors



Expert Plumbing & Heating BH 91-1797266

(907) 456-DRIP (3747) P.0. Box 75095 A Fairbanks,AK 99707 Fax. (S807) 457-5094

May 22, 2001

Ross Fosberg _ _
Code Adoption Coordinator Di
Department of Public Safety A al.
Division of Fire Prevention \'"1J r;*vsnfion
5700 E. Tudor Road LA
Anchorage, AK 99507-1225

Re:  Mechanical Code

Dear Mr. Fosherg:

This letter is for the Purpose of expressing mK opposition to the adoption of the
International Mechanical Code. | strongly support the adoption of the Uniform Mechanical

Code.

As a Licensed Mechanical Administrator, the _tra|n|n% and licensing for myself and my
employees have all been based on the Uniform Plumbing Code and “the Uniform
Mechanical Code. The Uniform codes are coordinated for all mechanical systems with a
building and assure public safety. Most experienced mechanics are familiar with the
Uniform codes and readily able t0 recognize and comply with their requirements.

[tis in no one’s best interest to impose a new mechanical code the would require additional
training of mechanics without providing any increased protection for the public.

Sincerely,

cc: Eugene R. Rutland, M echanical Contractors of Alaska

JLM/pm



M atthew W hitaker
PO Box 230205
Anchorage, AK. 99523-0205

Ross Fosberg

Code Adoption Coordinator

Dept of Public Safety, Div ofFire Prevention

5700 Tudor Rd. "6 * L
Anchorage, Alaska 99507-1225 Qv 0...

Dear Mr. Fosberg,

I am opposed to changing to the International Building Code. | am
especially opposed to changing to the International Mechanical and

Plumbing Codes.

We have been working under the Uniform codes in Alaska for years, and
there is no valid reason to change to the less restrictive codes. | believe we

should keep the high standards that we now have.

Sincerely,

M atthew W hitaker
AK. Mechanical Administrator Lie # 730



'Kennon C. Jacob
KennOn C- ‘JaCOb " 2440E Tudor Royad
Alaska Mechanical Administrator PM

License No. 576 Anchorage, Alaska 99507

May 27,2001

Ross Fosh erg

CodeAdoRtl n Coordinator
Department of Public Safety
Division of Fire Prevention
5700 Tudor Road
Anchorage, AK 99507-1225

SUBJECT: 2000 International Mechanical Code

Dear M. Fosherg:
| am strongly opposed to the adaption of the 2000 LM.C..
ron ort the adoption of the Uniform Mechanical Code. The Uniform Plumbing C d
aﬁ) VP/IechanlcaI 80 e are coor(gT ﬁed ang?nt rate % (0 rov* e aF%mnY 7(;0 ef? alaf1
mechan|c systems within a building and they assure the public of sare mechanical instal tlons

Thank you for your attention.

007:242:5370

Phone: 907-242-5370 Fax: 907-563-2276



Ross Fosberg, Code Adoption Coordinator MAV'3 1 2001
Department of Public Safety Lviiccvor's Urtice
Division of Fire Prevention or nre Prevention
5700 East Tudor Road

Anchorage, AK 99507-1225

Dear Mr. Fosberg,

This letter will serve as my strong opposition to the proposed regulation changes in Title 13AAC
50 023 Mechanical Code. The International Mechanical code (UMC) does not have the support
ofthose in the industry. The Uniform Mechanical Code (UMC) has the support of those in the

industry.

The UMC is a true consensus code as is the Uniform Plumbing Code (UPC). The 2000 UPC and
UMC are designed to work in harmony with each other. The State of Alaska has adopted the 2000
UPC. Mechanical Administrators are examined and licensed under the Uniform Codes.

At the May 2, 2001 meeting of the City of Fairbanks Plumbers Examining Board, a motion was
made, seconded and carried unanimously to forward a recommendation to the Code Review
Commiss:on supporting adoption of the 2000 UMC in lieu ofthe 2000 IMC. Master Plumbers in
the City of Fairbanks are examined and licensed under the Uniform Codes.

Safety and health is contingent upon code compliance. Compliance requires knowledge of our
codes. The mechanical industry is trained on the Uniform codes. IAPMO update seminars on the
2000 UPC and UMC are concurrent and scheduled in Fairbanks, Juneau and Anchorage.

In conclusion, I urge you to unite wF’i those who possess the necessary experience and expertise
in the mechanical industry and rescind your proposal to adopt the 2000 IMC. The UPC is a far
superior and preferable code than the IMC on technical, practical, economic, public health, and
safety matters. Adoption of the 2000 UMC is in the best interest of the residents of the State of

Alaska.

Thank you for your consideration.

Chairman, City of Fairbanks Plumber Examiner’s Board
Director of Training, Plumbers & Pipefitters UA Local #375

cc: Office of the Governor
Tony Knowles, Governor
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June 4, 2001 'VE/_ *[%_r_‘]'-)/v}/fv?_i! n

Ross Fosberg, Code Adoption Coordinator

Department of Public Safety . 5 2Gfll

R 1) e

Anchorage, Ak. 99507-1225 ) O_ ] W o MMNii
I miwi; | |-

Dear Mr. Fosberg;

I understand that the Alaska State Fire Marshal proposes to adopt the 2000 International Mechanical
Code (IMC) on your recommendation. | urge you to change your recommendation. | feel the IMC is not in
the best interest of the public. It refers the user to 128 different codes and has some problems with gas
appliances, to name a couple ofthe problems with the IMC.

The Uniform Mechanical Code (UMC) is a tried and proven code. It allows the user to design, install and
inspect an entire heating and ventilation system with just one book.

As a mechanical inspector for the Municipality of Anchorage for 15 years, | urge you to recommend the
adoption of the Uniform Mechanical Code.

Respectfully

Dennis (Bob) Smith
9811 Tolsona Cir.
Anchorage, Ak. 99515

<D
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ALKOTA Plumbing &bleating, ti4r

P.O. Box 222412

.
Anchorage, AK 99522-2412 SawWi
(907)563-5325 « Fax (907) 562-0141
oow v
rpr-'u \Y o -
& ¢ I
June 1,2001 M
_ _ Dhe0 "'1J .. \00
Ross Fosberg, Code Adoption Coordinator Dv. ot 7\
Department of Public Safety A-

Division of Fire Prevention
5700 East Tudor Road
Anchorage, Alaska 99507-1225

Recently there has been an attempt by persons in public employ to adopt the IMC document in place of
the state adopted UMC. For the past 22 years that | have worked in the mechanical trade the URIC has
been used exclusively as the adopted code. | wastrained using it and | have conducted my business for
17 years using it to provide safe mechanical installations. The UMC has provided the public with a one
document set of standards that is safe ~nd effective.

I would like to express my concern that th”re is no logical reason to adopt a code that is untried and
unproveninthe State o f Alaska and Municipality of Anchorage to appease a smal special interest
group. This change will result in extreme delays as neither the contractor nor the inspector can expect
to implement the new code requirements without a large learning curve. The IMC document is more of
a reference book than a working document. We must posses a large number of secondary support
documents in order to use the IMC document.

Since we are currently tested and licensed by the UMC and the UPC and they have a proven track
record for safety, | ask that we not adopt this new code. The majority ofthe United States operates
using the UMC and the UPC making it relatively easy to go from state of state and be able to be
familiar with the basic requirements. Several hundred Mechanical Administrators not to mention

several thousand craftsmen will be affected by your decision | for one want to stay with the UMC as

written and adopted by the State of Alaska.

Alkota Plumbing and Heating, Inc.



ALKOTA Plumbing &Heating, Inc.
P.0. Box 222412

Anchorage, AK 99522-2412

(907) 563-5325  Fax (907) 562-0145
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June 6, 2001 - <
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. . ' uiic3
Ross Fosberg, Code Adoption Coordinator p.-yvention
Department of Public Safety L-yd

Division ofFire Prevention
5700 East Tudor Road
Anchorage, Alaska 99507-1225

Recently there has been an attempt by persons in public employ to adopt the IMC document in place of
the state adopted UMC. For the past several years that | have worked in the mechanical trade the UMC
has been used exclusively as the adopted code. | was trained using it and | have conducted my selffor
many years using it to provide safe mechanical installations. The UMC has provided the public with a
one document set of standards that is safe and effective.

I would like to express my concern that there is no logical reason to adopt a code that is untried and
unproven inthe State of Alaska and Municipality of Anchorage to appease a small special interest
group. This change will result in extreme delays as neither the contractor nor the inspector can expect
to implement the new code requirements without a large learning curve. The IMC document is more of
a reference book than a working document. We must posses a large number of secondaiy support
documents in order to use the IMC document.

Since we are currently tested and licensed by the UMC and the UPC and they have a proven track
record for safety, | ask that we not adopt this new code. The majority ofthe United States operates
using the UMC and the UPC making it relatively easy to go from state of state and be able to be
familiar with the basic requirements. Several hundred Mechanical Administrators not to mention

several thousand craftsmen will be affected by your decision | for one want to stay with the UMC as

written and adopted by the State of Alaska.

Kurt Michel

Service Manager,
Alkota Plumbing and Heating, Inc.
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ALKOTA Plumbing &Heating, Inc.
P.0. Box 222412
Anchorage, AK 99522-2412

(907) 563-5325 + Fax (907) 562-0145

June 6,2001 Adpp I p\
- e I 11\
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Ross Fosberg, Code Adoption Coordinator \V\- > \[y.' 7
Department of Public Safety e
Division ofFire Prevention Dirso
5700 East Tudor Road u,/’

Anchorage, Alaska 99507-1225

Recently there has been an attempt by persons in public employ to adopt the IMC document in place of
the state adopted UMC. For the past 18 years that | have -worked in the mechanical trade the UMC has
been used exclusively as the adopted code. | was trained using it and conducted my selffor many years
using it to provide safe mechanical installations. The UMC has provided the public with a one
document set of standards that is safe and effective.

I would like to express my concern that there is no logical reason to adopt a code that is untried and
unproven in the State of Alaska and Municipality of Anchorage to appease a small special interest
group. This change will result in extreme delays as neither the contractor nor the inspector can expect
to implement the new code requirements without a large learning curve. The IMC document ismore of
a reference book than a working document. We must posses a large number of secondaiy support
documents in order to use the IMC document.

Since we are currently tested and licensed by the UMC and the UPC and they have a proven track
record for safety, | ask that we not adopt this new code. The majority of the United States operates
using the UMC and the UPC making it relatively easy to go from state of state and be able to be
familiar with the basic requirements. Several hundred Mechanical Administrators not to mention

several thousand craftsmen will be affected by your decision | for one want to stay with the UMC as
written and adopted by the State of Alaska.

Curtis Hansor

Radiant Infloor Specialist,
Alkota Plumbing and Heating, Inc.



ALSWTA Plumbing &Heating, Inc.
P.0. Box 222412

Anchorage, AK 99522-2412
(907)563-5325 « Fax (907) 562-0145

June 6, 2001

Ross Fosberg, Code Adoption Coordinator

Department of Public Safety Jitcd

Division of Fire Prevention | . i
5700 East Tudor R.oad

Anchorage, Alaska 99507-1225

I would like to express my concern that there is no logical reason to adopt a code that is untried and
unproven in the State of Alaska and Municipality of Anchorage to appease a small special interest
group. This change will result in extreme delays as neither the contractor nor the inspector can expect
to implement the new code requirements without a large learning curve. The IMC document is more of
a reference book than a working document. We must posses a large number of secondary support
documents in order to use the IMC document.

Since we are currently tested and licensed by the UMC and the UPC and they have a proven track
record for safety, | ask that we not adopt this new code. The majority ofthe United States operates
using the UMC and the UPC making it relatively easy to go from state of state and be able to be
familiar with the basic requirements. Several hundred Mechanical Administrators not to mention
several thousand craftsmen will be affected by your decision | for one want to stay with the UMC as
written and adopted by the State of Alaska.

Greg Dawson



ALKOTA Plumbing &Heating, Irnc.
P.0. Box 222412

Anchorage, AK 99522-2412

(907) 563-5325 + Fax (907) 562-0145
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Fosberg, Code Adoption Coordinator
irtment of Public Safety
iion of Fire Prevention

'‘East Tudor Road
lorage, Alaska 99507-1225

sntly there has been an attempt by persons in public employ to adopt the IMC document in place of
state adopted UMC. For the past 7 years that | have worked in the mechanical trade the UMC has

i used exclusively as the adopted code. | was trained using it and conducted my self for many years
g it to provide safe mechanical installations. The UMC has provided the public with a one

ument set of standards that is safe and effective.

ould like to express my concern that there is no logical reason to adopt a code that is untried and
iroven in the State of Alaska and Municipality of Anchorage to appease a small special interest

up. This change will result in extreme delays as neither the contractor nor the inspector can expect
mplement the new code requirements without a large learning curve. The IMC document is more of
jferende book than a working document. We must posses a large number of secondary support
;uments in order to use the IMC document.

ice we are currently tested and licensed by the UMC and the UPC and they have a proven track

;ord for safety, | ask that we not adopt this new code. The majority ofthe United States operates

mg the UMC and the UPC making it relatively easy to go from state of state and be able to be

niliar with the basic requirements. Several hundred Mechanical Administrators not to mention

veral thousand craftsmen will be affected by your decision | for one want to stay with the UMC as

ritten and adopted by the State of Alaska.

.oughin crew
dkota Plumbing and Heating, Inc.



P.O. Box 774769 + Eagle River, Alaska 99577
907-696-2441 . Fax: 907-694-2441
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Director's Uttics |
D,v. ov [0 Prevenrioll

Anchoi'c-u®/ Alaska

Gary Powell

Alaska State Fire Marshall
5700 E. Tudor Road
Anchorage, Alaska 99507

Re: Opposition to adoption of the International Mechanical Code

Dear Mr. Powell:

1 \70uld like to take this opportunity to express some concerns that 1 have
with the proposed adoption of the. International Mechanical Code for the
State of Alaska. I have been a licensed Journeyman since 1968 in Alaska
and Washington, and a licensed Mechanical Administrator in Alaska since
it was implemented. The Uniform Mechanical Code is a complete document.
All the information that is required to install a mechanical system is
included in this one document. The International Mechanical Code requires
the installer to reference several other documents to achieve the same
goal. This will cause confusion as well as additional costs. Most
journeymen have been trained with the UMC. The Uniform Mechanical Code
and the Uniform Plumbing Code are now created in cooperation with the
National Fire Protection Association.

There has not been any Mechanical Administrators on any of the committees
regarding, this change. The UMC has been safety tested, it has even held
up in the courts. Should this change pass we are told by Ross Fosberg,
Code Adoption Coordinator to just continue as if we were under the UMC.
Then where is the logical reasoning behind the adoption of the IMC.

There is no reason at all to justify adopting the IMC, when our current

UMC is working. 1 do not believe that the State Fire Marshal has the publics
best interest in mind. The Uniform Mechanical Code in my opion is far
superior to the International Mechanical Code.

In regards to these issues, 1 would be happy to talk with you at any time.
Please feel free to contact me at 696-2441.

(Respectfully,
[ CC Xcpv

Leslie A. Burnett
"0 TN ¢



P.O. Box 774769

907-696-2441 »

21 May 2001

Office of the Governor
Tony Knowls, Governor
Third Floor, State Capitol
P.O.
Juneau, Alaska 99811
Dear Governor Knowles,

It has been brought to my attention,
to adopt regulation changes
to repeal the 1997 Uniform Mechanical

Mechanical Code.
At this time the Mechanical Contractors statewide
Uniform Mechancial Code.
e The Uniform”

Mechanical Code

what 1is required for code. There
However, should the International Mechanical Code
be great confusion. The International Mechanical Code

incorporating other codes and standards by reference.
International Mechanical Code more cumbersome for the
prone to mistakes and misunderstandings.

designed to avoid.

Inform the State Fire Marshal that the mechanical
based on experience in the Uniform Mechanical Code and
___________ r _rr]r_

the two codes together the way the State Fire Marshal
less protection to the public.

Sincerely,

Leslie A. Burnett
President

cc: Senator Randy Phillips

Alan Alisfpruian

BOX 11001, ..o i e e e e e e e e e ememmmaeaa—a——aa

the Alaska State Fire Marshal
in Title 13AAC50.023 Mechanical
Code and adopt the 2000

Eagle River, Alaska 99577

Fax: 907-694-2441

Code. He proposes
International

are using the 1997

AE$J¥rescprepfch**tjcansi&ioi»~600Q* " -

is very precise with

is no gquestion to the meaning of these codes.

be adopted there will
relies heavily on

This makes the

user and therefore more

The very sort of problem codes are

industry has confidence
is not interested in

'«
proposes, results in

proposes
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PHONE HO.

: 9074244365

Jan. 31 2001 01:07PM PI

DENALI COMMISSION
510 'L" Street. Sulic 410
Anchorage, Alaska 9950

07)271-1414
Fax (907)271-1415
Toll Free (838) 4804321

VA

January 31,2001

Mr. Ross Fosberg, Code Adoption Coordinator
Department of Public Safety, Division of Fire Prevention
5700 East Tudor Road

Anchorage, Alaska 99507-1225

Telephone: 269-5061

Sent via fax to: 338-4375 (2 pages total)

Re: 2000 International Fire Code (IFC) - Comments on Proposed Amendments

Mr. Fosberg:

I have just learned of the 2000 International Fire Code and the proposed State of Alaska
amendments. |have -he following comments:

1. The proposed code was not available locally for review until last week. Itseems that

the public comment period may not be adequate In light of the broad change of an
entirely new code as well as a lack of reasonable access to the document Several
of the professionals | have contacted were not even aware of the review period.
Consideration should be given to extending the comment period.

. The IFC makes numerous references and in several instances completely defers to

NFPA standards, particularly NFPA SO. It appears that the references are to the
1996 edition of NFPA. Some of the referenced items do not exist or are in different
locations In the 2000 edition of NFPA. To ensure that designers and plan reviewers
are using the same standard, the specific edition of appropriate NFPA standards
should be included in the adoption language. The 1996 editions of NFPA would be
most appropriate since these appear to be the ones referenced from the IFC.

. The Division of Fire Prevention and the Alaska Division of Energy entered Into

Memorandum of Agreement (MOA) 2195027 on January 28,1999. This agreement
was developed to provide practical solutions for unique fuel storage and handling
applications in rural Alaska while satisfying the Intent of the Uniform Fire Code. The
MOA has served to provide guidance to designers and plan.reviewers for rural tank
farm projects for the past two years. Essentially all of the Issues addressed in this
MOA will need to be re-addressed with references to the appropriate sections of the
International Fire Code. |recommend that a meeting be scheduled between Division
of Fire Prevention staff and the Alaska Energy Authority (formerly Division of Energy)
to draft a revised MOA prior to final adoption of the new code. The MOA could
possibly be expanded to also address some of the new issues that are listed below.

dorHi.gov
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January 31, 2001
Mr. Ross Fosberg, Code Adoption Coordinator

Page 2 of 2

4. IFC Section 2206.2.3 requires a 25’ minimum separation between a protected tank
and a dispenser, except at fleet fueling stations. The UFC and NFPA have
historically allowed the dispenser to be mounted directly on a protected tank for all
installations. This has proven to be a very appropriate system for smaller low-
volume retail sales facilities in rural locations. | recommend that this section of the
IFC be modified to allow installation of tank mounted dispensers when the entire
system (pump and dispenser) is a listed assembly. UL Standard 2244 defines
factory-assembled systems Inclusive of an above ground protected tank in
accordance with UL 2085 and all necessary components required for a complete
motor vehicle fu-ling package.

5. IFC Section 2206.7.7.1 requires installation of a leak detection device on piping
between a remote pump and a dispenser ifany portion of the piping is buried. These
devices only work If the entire piping run is fully burled. Ifany portion of the piping Is
above grade, the pressure variation caused by thermal expansion will cause these
devices to malfunction. It Is common on above-ground dispensing tank installations
to have a portion of the piping near the tank above grade and the run out to the
dispenser buried. Automatic leak detection systems will not work on these
installations. 1would recommend that this section of the IFC be modified to waive
the requirement for leak detection if the underground piping Is extra-heavy wall steel
with all welded joints, dielectric coating, and cathodlc protection. This would provide
an equivalent level of protection and a more reliable system. An additional
requirement for periodic pressure testing similar to EPA and Coast Guard
requirements could also be added.

6. IFC Section 3404.2.7.5.8 requires an approved means of overfill prevention for all
storage tanks. It references IFC Section 3404.2.9.6.6 which specifies additional
requirements for protected (fire-rated) above-ground tanks. These requirements,
which include alarms and an automatic flow shut off device, seem excessive for
many bulk storage tank installations, particularly above-grade tanks that are
completely within liquid tight secondary containment A similar issue In UFC
7904.4.5 was addressed in the previously referenced MOA under item 7. The
resolution was to require visual monitor (gauge or gauge hatch) and an audible alarm
(whistle vent or electric). | recommend that this section of the IFC be modified to
allow above-ground bulk storage tanks that are Installed within a liquid tight
secondary containment structure to be provided with visual and audible
monltoring/alarm systems as described inthe MOA.

I appreciate your consideration of these items.

Sincerely,

Charles Y. Walls
Project Manager - Energy



P
ALASKA INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT
AND EXPORT AUTHORITY OKZD M&%

813 WEST NORTHERN LIGHTS BLVD. ANCHORAGE, ALASKA 99503 907 / 269-3000 FAX 907 / 269-3044

January 31, 2001

Mr. Ross Fosberg, Code Adoption Coordinator _

Department of Public Safety, Division of Fire Prevention

5700 East Tudor Road

Anchorage, Alaska 99507-1225 \<
Telephone: 269-5061 \>

Sent via fax to: 338-4375 (2 pages total)
Re: 2000 International Fire Code (IFC) - Comments on Proposed Amendments

Dear Mr. Fosberg:

| have reviewed the 2000 International Fire Code and the proposed State of Alaska
amendments and would like to offer the following comments:

1. Iwas only able to Perform a cursory review since the code was not available locally
and | was not able to obtain a copy until last week. It seems that the public
comment period may not be adequate in light of the broad change of an entirely new
code as well as a’lack of reasonable aCcess to the documeént. Several of the
Erofe_ssmnals | have contacted were not even aware of the review period.

onsideration should be given to extending the comment period.

2. The IFC makes numerous references and in several instances completely defers to
NFPA standards, particularly NFPA 30. It appears that the references ‘are to the
1996 edition of NFPA. Somie of the referenced items do riot exist or are in different
locations in the 2000 edition of NFPA. Tg ensure that designers and r_plan reviewers
are using the same standard, the specific edition of appropriate NFPA standards
should be included in the adoption language. The 1996 editions of NFPA would be
most appropriate since these appear to bethe ones referenced from the IFC.

3. The Division of Fire Prevention and the Alaska Division of Ener%entered into
Memorandum of Agreement (MOA) 2195027 on January 28, 1999. This agreement
was_developed to provide practical solutions for unique fuel storage and handling
%)Ilcatlons in rural Alaska while satis m&; the intent of the Uniform Fire Code. The

A has served to provide guidance fo designers and plan reviewers for rural tank
farm projects for the past two years.. Essentially all of the issues addressed in this
MOA will need to be re-addresSed with references to the appropriate sections of the
International Fire Code. | recommend that a meeting be scheduled between
Division of Fire Prevention staff and the Alaska Energy Authority (formerly Division
of Energy) to draft a revised MOA prior to final adoption of the néw code. The MOA



(t:)oFId possibly be e>*phded to also address some of th”*pbw issues that are listed
elow.

4. IFC Section 2206.2.3 requires a 25" minimum Separation between a protected tank
and a dispenser, except at fleet fueling stations. The UFC and NFPA have
historically ‘allowed the dispenser to be mounted directly on a protected tank for all
installations,  This has_proven to be a very appropriate system for smaller low-
volume retail sales facilities in rural locations. Q recommend that this section of the
IFC be modified to allow installation of tank mounted dispensers when the entire
system (pump and dispenser) is a listed assembly,l UL Standard 2244 defines
factory-assembled systems inclusive of an above giround _protected tank in
accordance with UL 2085 and all necessary components required for a complete

motor vehicle fueling package.

5. IFC Section 2206.7.7.1 requires installation of a leak detection device on pipin
between a remote pump.and a dispenser if any portion_ of the piping is buried.
These devices only work if the entire piping run is fully buried. If any portion of the
piping is above grade, the pressure variation caused by thermal “expansion will
cause these devices to malfunction. It is common on above-ground dispensing tank
installations to have a portion of the pi mtk; near the tank above grade and the run
out to the dispenser buried. Automatic leak detection systems will not work on these
installations. |, would recommend that this section of the IFC be modified to waive
the requiremeilfor leak detection if the underground piping is extra-heavy wall steel
with all' welded joints, dielectric coating, and cathodic protection. This would provide
an equivalent “level of protection and a more reliable system. An additional
requirement for periodic pressure testing similar to EPA and Coast Guard

requirements could also be added.

6. IFC Section 3404.2.7.5.8 requires an approved means of overfill prevention for all
storage tanks. It references IFC Section 3404.2.9.6.6 which_specifies additional
requirements for protected (fire-rated) above-ground tanks. These requirements,
which include alarms and an automatic flow, shut off device, seem excessive for
many bulk storage tank installations, particularly above-grade tanks that are
completely within”liquid tight secondary containment. A similar issue in UFC
7904.4.5 ‘was addressed in the previously referenced MOA under item 7. The
resolution, was to require visual monitor (gauge or gauge hatch) and an audible
alarm (whistle vent or electric). | recommend that this Section of the IFC be madified
to allow above-?r_ound buiK "storage tanks that are installed within a liquid tgght
secondary containment structuré to. be provided with visual and  audible
monitoring/alarm systems as described in the MOA.

Izggelrggilate your attention to these items. If you have any questions please call me at

Sincerely,

David Lockard
Project Engineer
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January 31,2001

Mr. Ross Fosherg, Code Adoption Coordinator
Department of Public Safety, Division of Fire Prevention
5700 East Tudor Road

Anchorage, Alaska 99507-1225

Telephone: 269-5061

Sent via fax to: 338-4375 (2 pages total)
Re: 2000 International Fire Code (IFC) - Comments on Proposed Amendments

Dear Mr. Fosberg:

| have reviewed the 2000 Intern%tronal Fire Code and the proposed State of Alaska
amendments and would like to offer the following comments.

L | a\ onI bIe to erfo M @ CUrsory review si ce the code Was not aY]arla

oca | was not abe to obtain"a copy yntil last we] geems att e

comment eriod may not be adequate In Ir% fthe broad change of an

ntrre ew code as. we a% ack of reasonable access to the ocument

everal ofthe p rofessronatT‘ ave contacted were n]teven aware of (5 e review
period. Consideration should be given to extending the comment perio

DT RRRT o A

ear
tCh% 1996 edition of NFPA, of t he reIJerePtcea tems do_not xrst or are n
erent. locations In the 2000 e ition_of NFPA}] 10 ensure th at Igners and
R‘an reviewers are using the same standard, the specific edition o ropnate
FPA standards should e included in the adoption fanguage. The 19 edrtrons
of NFPA would be most appropriate since these appear to be the ones

referenced from the IFC.

3. The Division of Fire Prevention and the AIaska Division of Energy entered _into
Memorandum of Agree ent Q\/IOAg 5027 on  Janyary 28, 199?. This
ov|d lJOr |caI solytions for”unique fuel stora ﬁn
t&anétlrng ﬁnglrcaOX In rural Alaska whil satrsgyrn ther tent of the Unrf
|re ode as seryve t? rovide guidance to esrgner? and Pﬁn
revrewers for ruraI tank farm /BrOJects or the pas tvvo years. Essentially all of t
issues addressed in this MOA will need to be re-addressed with references to the
%ppro rrat se tions of the International Fire Code. | r ommend that a meetrng
etﬁc ed u etvvegn Drvrsron of Fire Preventron sta and th eA |laska ner y
ority (formerly Divisio rqy) to draft a, revise |or final
tro oqthe ne cor! Drhe N%X %Lé 0ssibly be expan(%g to%so address
e of the new Issues that are listed below.
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4. |FC Section 2206.2.3 requires g 25" minimum se[oaratron between a I__protected
tank and a drspenser except at fleet fueling statro S The UFC have
historicall g/ allowed the dispenser to be mounte directly on a R]rotecte tank for
all installtions. This has roven to be a very appropriate system for smaller low-
vqume retail sales facrlrtres in rural locations. I recommend that this section of

IFC be modified to aIIow installation of tank mounted dispensers when the
entrre system ( gu p and |s§3enser IS 3 |sted assembly LStandard 44
defines ctog ssembled sg( tems n? usive of an above ground Potect tank
In accordancé with U and all necessary components required for a
complete motorvehrcle fuelrng package.

5. |FC Section 2206.7.7.1 rerwrres Installation, of a leak detectr%n device on tP P
between a remote pum dispenser if any. 5'portron of the piping Is burie
These devices, only wo it the entire piping rurt is fully buried. T'any portion of
the prgrng IS above gra e, the ressur varratron caused by therm ex ansron
\(rrr cayse te(s e dévices to malfunction, ﬁ common on a ove ground

spensrn Installations to have a ortro oft ep Ip ne r the. tank a ove
\%ﬁ e and the rurl]out to t e dispenser u Autom & ak etectron sy st
not work_on these Installation s Iwou? reco[hmen that % S section of t
IFC be modified to waive the r rﬁmﬁnt detection, it the undergroun
g (ﬂ}g IS extra-neavy_wall stee th a we Ints fle?trrc coating,
dic tectron This wog (9 prowde an e urv nt leve rotection”and a
more rer %stem itional re uirement or perro |c ressure testing
similar to EPA and Coast Guard requirem nts could also be added.

6. IFC Section 3404.2.7.5.8 requires an apP]r(:)))\Lrl%ol1 r%r%ansé (\)l{2 ove]rfrll g(ref\lreesnt(ri(()jr(r]| |]t(|)on%”
NKS.

storage tanks It reference 1FC Sectio
V\%ur em nt rotecte |re -rated) above-groun Th se re urremen%s
rn e aa ms a aytomatic flow tloff evice, Seem ex essive for

man o]r F sta atlons, artrcu ar ov%gra e tanks that % 8

completely H qurd otsecon ar ont In ent similar Issue |n U

7904.4,5 was aadresse e reviously reterenced MOA u er |tem

eso utron was to re% Ire VISua onrtor au e oro o]e hatch) and an audr Ie
alarm. (wi |ste vent or that this sectioh of the IFC be

electric). | reco
modified to allow above- grour?d bulk storage tanks that are insfalled within a
liquid tight secondary containment structure to be NProvrded with visual and
audible monitoring/alarm systems as described in the

gggegbaatg your attention to these items. Ifyou have any questions please call me

Sincerely,

Page 2 of 2



SENT BY:

U

1-31- 1 53:19PM ; DAVES & MOCRE - ANG* 1 907 338 4375,F U

% @

RS

January 31,2001

Mr. Ross Fosberg, Code Adoption Coordinator
Department of Public Safety, Division of Fire Prevention
5700 East Tudor Road

Anchorage, Alaska 99507-1225

Telephone: 269-506]

Comments
Proposed Code Chance —UFC to IFC

Dear Mr. Fosberg:

I have only recently become aware of the proposed change frcra the UPC to tho IFC. Other
professionals have reportedly been unable to locate the IFC in Anchorage. | have ordered a copy from
ICBO; however, | do no expect that it will arrive until next week at the earliest Since several otihor
engineers | have spoken with regarding this issue only became aware of it recently, | would suggest
that the comment period be extended to allow those of us who have not yet had time to review the
IFC to do so and provide comment

The Division of Fire Prevention and the Alaska Division of Energy (now Alaska Energy Authority -
Rural Energy Group(REG)) currently have a Memorandum of Agreement in place to allow for
practical design and construction of bulk fuel tank farms in rural Alaskan communities. I rior to
adopting the new code, the Division of Fire Prevention should coordinate with REG to ensure that the
intent ofthe MOA is preserved.

I thnnk you for your consideration of my comments. If you have any questions or if you need any
additional information, please call at your convenience.

Sincerely,

URS

Deborah S. Allen, PE
Engineering Services Manager - Alaska

URS Corporation
5600 B Street
Anchorage, AK 99518
Tel 907.bB2.3366
Fax; 907.562.1297



AlasffIBEnergy and Engineering, I(gf|
Mailing Address - P.O. Box 11140a
1217 East Klatt Road, Suite A
Anchorage, AK 99511-1405
(907) 349-0100
349-8001 fax

January 31, 2001

ross_fosherg@dps.state.ak.us
Mr. Ross Fosherg, 3 pages, 338-4375 fax

Code Adoption Coordinator 269-5061 phone
Department of Public Safety

Division of Fire Prevention

5700 East Tudor Road

Anchorage, Alaska 99507-1225

Subject: 2000 International Fire Code - Comments to Proposed Amendments

Dear Mr. Fosberg:

| first learned of the proposed changes to the Fire Code in November while attendm([; a
2000 IBC seminar. At the seminar, we were informed that a public notice was expecied
to be issued about December 1st, and there would be a 2-month comment period. |
checked the State Fire Marshal's website several times in early December Pnor to
emailing your office on December 12th. | received an email in reply from Carol Olson
that the riotice would occur in "Hopefully next two weeks". | again checked the website
during the holidays and found the comment period had started and would end January
31, 2001. | checked the availability of the 2000 IFC at all major book stores in
Anchorage, as well as at all public libraries, Municipality of Anchorage, and the State
Department of Public Safety and was. unable to 8e a copy. In order to get the 2000
IFC code, it was necessary to order it from ICBO and have it sent to mé by Federal
Express. As_such, | did not obtain a copy of the .code until about two weeks ago. Due
to the potential extensive changes associated with adothg an entirely new code, the
difficulty in receiving the code for review, and the short time"frame to réview the impact
of the new code, 1'Suggest the comment period to be extended to allow sufficient time

to adequately address potential code issues.

Following are comments to the above referenced 2000 IFC and the proposed State of
Alaska dmendments that have been identified so far.

1. The IFC makes numerous references to NFPA standards, partlcularl¥ NFPA 30. |
reviewed both the 1996 and 2000 versions of the NFPA 30 and found that it appears
the IFC is refere_ncm% the 1996 NFPA 30. To ensure that designers and Elan
reviewers are using the same standard, the specific edition of appropriate NFPA
standards should be included. in the adoption language. The 1996 editions of NFPA
would be most appropriate since these appear to be the ones referenced from the

IFC.

2. The Division of Fire Prevention and the Alaska Division of Ener%,entered Into
Memorandum of Agreement (MOA) 2195027 on January 28, 1999. This agreement
was _developed to provide practical solutions for unique fuel storage and handling
applications in rural Alaska while satisfying the intent of the Uniform Fire Code. The
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MOA has served to provide guidance to designers and plan reviewers tor rural tank
farm projects for the pA*two years. Essentially all of the j* es addressed in this

MOA should be re-addressed with references to the appropriate sections of the
International Fire Code (in some cases, the IFC has completely omitted similar
sections of the UFC - such as dispensing stations not being connected to bulk
lants). | recommend that a meeting be scheduled between Division of Fire
revention staff and the Alaska Energy Authority (formerly Division of Energy) to
draft a revised MOA prior to final adoption of the new code. The MOA could

possibly be expanded to also address some of the new issues that are listed below.

. IFC Section 2206.2.3 requires a 25' minimum separation between a protected tank
and a dispenser, except at fleet fueling stations. The UFC and NFPA have
historically allowed the dispenser to be mounted directly on a protected tank for all
installations,  This has_proven to be a very appropriate system for smaller low-
volume retail sales facilities in rural locations. | recommend that this section of tho
IFC be modified to allow installation of tank mounted dispensers when the entire
system (pump and dispenser) is a listed assembly. UL Standard 2244 defines
factory-assembled systems inclusive of an above g{round _protected tank in
accordance with UL 2085 and all necessary components required for a complete
motor vehicle fueling package. Additionally, the availability of a UL labeled
packaged dispensing/tank system supplied “directly from a’tank manufacturer
provides assurance that a retail d|spen5|ng? facility “provides the highest level of
safety to the public. UL 2244 systems are Tactory-assembled systenis inclusive of
an above ground protected tank in accordance with UL 2085°and all necessary
components required for a complete motor vehicle fueling package. UL 2244 Listed
systems also Prowde detailed Installation and maintenance “Instructions on all
components of the system.

. |[FC Section 2206.7.7.1 requires installation of a leak detection device on pipin
between a remote pump_and a dispenser if any portion of the piping is buried.
These devices only work if the entire piping run is fully buried. If any portion of the
piping is above grade, the pressure variation caused by thermal “expansion will
cause these devices to malfunction.  Typically, the piping on above-ground
dispensing. tank installations Is above gradg from“the top of the tank (submersible
pump) until the J)IPIn exits the dike,"and is run below grade to the dispenser.
Automatic |eak detection systems will_not work on thesé. installations, [ would
recommend that this section of the IFC be modified to waive the requirement for
leak detection if the underground Pjpmg IS @ minimum of 2" extra-heavy wall steel
with all welded joints, dielectric coating, and cathodic protection. This would provide
an equivalent “level of protection and a more reliable system. An additional
requirement for periodic pressure testing similar to EPA and Coast Guard

requirements could also be added.

. IFC Section 3404.2.7.5.8 requires an approved means of overfill prevention for all
storage tanks. It references IFC Section 3404.2.9.6.6 which specifies additional
requirements for protected. (fire-rated) above-ground tanks that comply with
secondary containment requirements via a double wall tank. These requirements,
which inclide alarms and an automatic flow shut off device, are not applicable to
above grade bulk fuel storage facilities that are completely within a liquid. tight
secondary containment dike. “A similar issue in UFC 7904.4.5 was addressed in the
previously referenced MOA under item 7. The resolution was to require visual
monitor (gau%e or gauge ,hatch% and an audible alarm (whistle vent or electric). |
recommend that this section of the IFC be modified to allow above-ground bulk
storage tanks that are installed within a liquid tight secondary containment structure
}\(/I)ObAe provided with visual and audible monitoring/alarm systéms as described in the



6. IFC Section 3404.2. I"j*ddresses Drainage and Diking. 17104.2.10.2 specifically
references "Diked areas containing, two “or more tanks snail be subdivided in
accordance with NFPA 30". There’is no reference in Section 3404.2.10 to diking
standards or requirements of dike construction, or any reference whatsoever to a
dike containing a sm%le tank. Section 3406.4.9, Drairiage Control for Loading and
Unloading Areas of Bulk Plants or Terminals, refers back to Section 3404.2.10.
Section 3406.5.1.5 Spill Control and Secondary Containment for Bulk Transfer and
Process Transfer OPeranons refers to Section 3403.4, which in turn refers to
Section 2704.2. Table 2704.2.2 specifically excludes flammable and combustible
liquids and refers back to Chapter 34. Theré does not apgear to be a clear standard
or clear reference to the diking requirements in NFPA 30. | recommend that this
section of the IFC be modified to clearly address the diking requirements of NFPA

Section 2.3.2.3

7. IFC Section 3403.5.1 requires "white letters on red background”, The industiy
standard_has_been "red letters on white background". A "white background" sign is
more visible in low light areas and_ should hé continued to be used.” | recommiend
the this section be madified to specify "red letters on white background".

If you have any questions please call me at (907) 349-0100, or fax your comments to
(907) 349-8001.

Sincerely,
Alaska Energy and Engineering, Inc.

Steven J. Stassel, P.E.
President
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Mr. Ross Fosberg, Code Adoption Coordinator
Department of Public Safety, Division of Fire Prevention
5700 East Tudor Road

Anchorage, Alaska 99507-1225

Telephone: 269-5061

Re:

2000 International Fire Code (IFC) - Comments 0» Proposed Amendments

Dear Mr. Fosberg:

In association with other professional engineers familiar with fuel storage and
distribution projects in Alaska, | have reviewed the 2000 International Fire Code and
the proposed State of Alaska amendments and would like to reiterate the following
common comments which | agree with and support:

L

The public notification of the public comment period was not well advertised.
Given that comments are requested from both the general public and the design
professionals which use the codes, | feel that formal notification of the review
period should be sent to registered engineers and architects since they will have
the most input.

The IFC makes numerous references and in several instances .jompletely defers to
NFPA standards, particularly NFPA 30. It appears that the references are to the
1996 edition of NFPA. Some of the referenced items do not exist or are in
different locations in the 2000 edition of NFPA. To ensure that designers and
plan reviewers arc using the same standard, the specific edition of appropriate
NFPA standards should be included in the adoption language. The 1996 editions
of NFPA would be most appropriate since these appear to be the ones referenced

from the IFC.

The Division of Fire Prevention and the Alaska Division of Energy entered into
Memorandum of Agreement (MOA) 2195027 on January 28, 1999. This
agreement was developed, to provide practical solutions for unique fuel storage
and handling applications in rural Alaska while satisfying the intent of the
Uniform Fire Code. The MOA has served to provide guidance to designers and
plan reviewers for rural tank farm projects for the past two years. Essentially all
of the issues addressed in this MOA will need to be re-addressed with references
to the appropriate sections of the International Fire Code. | recommend that a
meeting be scheduled between Division of Fire Prevention staff and the Alaska
Energy Authority (formerly Division of Energy) to draft a revised MOA prior to
final adoption of the new code. The MOA could possibly be expanded to also
address some ofthe new issues that are fisted below.
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4. IFC Section 2206.2.3 requires a 25' minimum separation between a protected tank
and a dispenser, except at fleet fueling stations. The UFC and NFPA have
historically allowed the dispenser to be mounted directly on a protected tank for
all installations. This has proven to be a very appropriate system for smaller low-
volume retail sales facilities in rural locations. | recommend that this section of
the IFC be modified to allow installation of tank mounted dispensers when the
entire system (pump and dispenser) is a listed assembly. UL Standard 2244
defines factory-assembled systems inclusive of an above ground protected tank in
accordance with UL 2085 and all necessary components required for a complete

motor vehicle fueling package.

5. IFC Section 2206.7.7.1 requires installation of a leak detection device on piping
between a remote pump and a dispenser if any portion of the piping is buried.
Due to problems in using these systems in partially buried installations, where
thermal pressure changes render them inoperative, | recommend that these system
be required for only buried tank/piping systems.

6. IFC Section 3404.2.7.5.8 requires an approved means of overfill prevention for all
storage tanks. It references IFC Section 3404.2.9.6.6 which specifies additional
requirements for protected (fire-rated) above-ground tanks. These requirements,
which include alarms and an automatic flow shut off device, seem excessive for
many bulk storage tank installations, particularly above-grade tanks that are
completely within liquid tight secondary containment. A similar issue in UFC
7904.4.5 was addressed in the previously referenced MOA under item 7. The
resolution was to require visual monitor (gauge or gauge batch) and an audible
alarm (whistle vent or electric). | recommend that this section of the IFC be
modified to allow above-ground bulk storage tanks that are installed within a
liquid tight secondaiy containment structure to be provided with visual and
audible monitoring/alann systems as described in the MOA.

| appreciate your attention to these items. 1fyou have any questions please call me at
(907) 273-1851, or c-mail me at wwilhelm@Ilcmf. ukpik.com.

Sincerely,
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POWER & CONTROL
ENGINEERING

P.O. BOX 231929 ANCHORAGE. ALASKA 99523
TELEPHONE 907-345-71 17  FAX 907-345-9684

January 31,2001

Mr. Ross Fosberg, Code Adoption Coordinator
Department of Public Safety, Division of Fire Prevention
5700 East Tudor Road

Anchorage, Alaska 99507-1225

Telephone: 269-5061

Sent via fax to: 338-4375 (3 pages total)
Re: 2000 International Fire Code (IFC) - Comments on Proposed Amendments

Dear Mr. Fosberg:

I learned about this change to an entirely new fire code today at 11:00 AM, the last day allowed
for public comment. | learned this from two othei design professionals actively involved in tank
farm design, who only heard about this proposed change a few days ago. As | understand it,
copies of the proposed code are not even readily available to review.

The period for public comment should be extended, a source of copies should be established,
and every design professional in the state should be notified in some reasonable way. We
normally receive notices of change to such items as the Life and Safety Publication and so | am
surprised that this same procedure was not followed related to this very important matter.

From verbal discussions with other professionals this afternoon | would like to comment, with
the caveat that | have not personnally read the proposed code for the reasons outlined above.
Several people have offered comments, copied below. My added comments are in italics.

1 The IFC makes numerous references and in several instances completely defers to NFPA
standards, particularly NFPA 30. It appears that the references are to the 1996 edition of
NFPA. Some ofthe referenced items do not exist or are in different locations in the 2000
edition of NFPA. To ensure that designers and plan reviewers are vising the same standard,
the specific edition ofappropriate NFPA standards should be included in the adoption
language. The 1996 editions of NFPA would be most appropriate since these appear to be
the ones referenced from the IFC. In general this isvery bad practice to have one code refer
to another, locking in inconsistent ideas. It would seem that administratively updating
acceptance of newer codes should be coupled with updating acceptance o f newer NFPA
codes to match. NFPA 30 is an excellent code, full ofexperience, consistent, andpractical
to design by. | would rather see NFPA 30 as the accepted code with IFC totally deferring
to NFPA 30 where applicable.

Comments on Proposed Change to IFC Page 10f3

POWER GENERATION  DISTRIBUTION BULK FUEL TANK FARMS  CONTROL AND METERING
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2. The Division ofFire Preveniion and the Alaska Division ofEnergy entered into
Memorandum of Agreement (M 0A) 2195027 on January 28, 1999. This agreement was
developed to provide practical solutions for unique fuel storage and handling applications in
rural Alaska while satisfying the intent of the Uniform Fire Code. The M 0 A has served to
provide guidance to designers and plan reviewers for rural tank form projects for the past
two years. Essentially all of the issues addressed in thisM 0A will need to be rc-addressed
with references to the appropriate sections of the International Fire Code. | recommend that
a meeting be scheduled between Division of Fire Prevention staffand the Alaska Energy
Authority (formerly Division of Energy) to draft a revised M 0 A prior to final adoption of
the new code. The M OA could possibly be expanded to also address some i rtbe new issues
that arc listed below. This memorandumwar a landmark in reasonable cooperation
between these agencies and the engineers who nmust apply these codes. It would be a major
step backwards to nol incorporate these idess.

3. .IFC Section 2206.2.3 requires a 25' minimum separation between a protected tank and a
dispenser, except at fleet fueling stations. The UFC and NFP A have historically allowed the
dispenser to be mounted directly on a protected tank for all installations. This has proven to
be a very appropriate system for smaller low-volurae retail sales facilities in rural locations. |
recommend that this section of the IFC be modified to allow installation o ftank mounted
dispensers when the entire system (pump and dispenser) is a listed assembly. UL Standard
2244 defines foctoiy-assemblcd systems inclusive of an above ground protected tank in
accordance with UL 2085 and all necessary components required for a complete motor
vehicle fueling package.

4. |FC Section2206.7.7.1 requires installation ofa leak detection device on piping between a
remote pump and a dispenser ifany portion of the piping isburied. These devices only work
if the entire piping runis fully buried. If any portion of the piping is above grade, the
pressure variation caused by thermal expansion will cause these devices to malfunction. It is
common on above-ground dispensing tank installations to have a portion of the piping near
the tank above grade and the run out to ihe dispenser buried. Automatic leak detection
systems will not work on these installations. | would recommend that this section ofthe IFC
be modified to waive the requirement for leak detection if the underground piping is cxtia-
h<avy wall steel with all welded joints, dielectric coating, and cathodic protection. This
would provide an equivalent level o f protectionand a more reliable system. An additional
requirement for periodic pressure testing similar to EPA and Coast Guard requirements
could also be added.
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Subject: International Fire Code Adoption
Date: Wed, 31 Jan 2001 17:00:17-0900
From: "Kevin L. Hansen, P.E." <Kevin@edc-alaska.com>
To: ,"ross_fosberg@dps.state.ak.us™ <ross_fosbei g@ dps.state.ak.us>

Mr. Fosberg,
As a consultant assisting the :ivision of Energy with rural fuel system

upgrades, 1 would like to add my support to requests for modifications of
the IFC to allow less than 25 foot separation between dispensers and
protected aboveground tanks. Appendix 11-F of the 97 UFC allows dispensers
to be mounted directly on or adjacent to tanks. With the restricted space
available in some locations, specifically rural communities, this would be
an onerous requirement. Getting a code compliant fuel system in rural areas
is difficult e:iough under the current code. 1 feel that the Fire Marshal®s
office needs to develop a policy similar to the Memorandum of Agreement
between the Division of Fire Prevention and the Alaska Division of Energy
developed in 1999.

The following is an excerpt from comments sent to you by Brian Gray
concerning the adoption of the IFC.

"IFC Section 2206.2.3 requires a 25" minimum separation between a protected
tank and a dispenser, except at fleet fueling stations. The UFC and NFPA
have historically allowed the dispenser to be mounted directly on a
protected tank for all installations. This has proven to be a very
appropriate system for smaller low-volume retail sales facilities in rural
locations. I recommend that this section of the IFC be modified to allow
installation of tank mounted dispensers when the entire system (pump and
dispenser) 1is a listed assembly. UL Standard 2244 defines factory-assembled
systems inclusive of an above ground protected tank iIn accordance with UL
2085 and all necessary components required for a complete motor vehicle

fueling package.”

/Mr Gray also expressed concern that many professionals were not aware of the

impending adoption (this included myself and many of my colleagues). While
I understand that there has been a public comment period, 1it"s existence has
apparently slipped by a large number of people in the design and
professional community, including myself. 1 feel that there should have
been a much more aggressive campaign of notification of the proposed
adoption of the International Codes to make sure that affected parties have
an opportunity to comment. It may be in the State"s best interest to
readvertise this action and at least make sure that ALL of the design

community is aware of the change in codes.

Kevin L. Hansen, P.E.
EDC, Inc.

213 W. Fireweed Lane
Anchorage, AK 99503
Ph. 276-7933

Fax 276-4763

02/02/2001 8:28 AM
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January 31, 2001'
ALAKAMLLACEBUSCTSIC QOCPERATIVE, INC.

M. Rosa Fosberg, Code Adoption Coordinator
Department of Public Safety, Division of Fire Prevention
5700 East Tudor Road

Anchorage, Alaska 99507-1225

Telephone; 269-5061

Sent via fax to: 338-4375 (2 pages total)
Re: 2000 International Fire Code (IFC) - Comments on Proposed Amendments

Dear Mr. Fosberg:

I have not yet personally reviewed the 2000 International Fire Code and the
proposed State of Alaska amendments but have been urged by trusted professionals

to offer the following comments:

1. iwas not able to perform a review since the code was reportedly not available
Iccally and Iwas not yet able to obtain a copy. Itseems that the public comment
period may not be adequate in light of the broad change of an entirely new code
as well as a lack of reasonable access to the document Several of the
professionals | have contacted were not even aware of the review period. /
Consideration should be given to extending the comment period. /

.2. The IFC makes numerous references and in several Instances completely defers (
to NFPA standards, particularly NFPA 30. It appears that the references are to
the 1996 edition of NFPA. Some of the referenced items do not exist or are in
different locations in the 2000 edition of NFPA. To ensure that designers and
plan reviewers are using the same standard, the specific edition of appropriate
NFPA standards should be included in the adoption language. The 1996 editions
of NFPA would be most appropriate since these appear to be foe ones

referenced from the IFC.

3. The Division of Fire Prevention and the Alaska Division of Energy entered into
Memorandum of Agreement (MOA) 2195027 on January 28, 1999. This
agreement was developed to provide practical solutions for unique fuel storage
and handling applications in rural Alaska while satisfying the Intent of foe Uniform
Fire Code. The MOA has served to provide guidance to designers and plan
reviewers for rural tank farm projects for the past two years. Essentially all of foe
issues addressed inthis MOA will need to be re-addressed with references to the
appropriate sections of the International Fire Code. | recommend that a meeting
be scheduled between Division of Fire Prevention staff and the Alaska Energy
Authority (formerly Division of Energy) to draft a revised MOA prior to final
adoption of foe new code. The MOA could possibly be expanded to also address
some of foe new issues that are listed below.

4831 Eagle Street « Anchorage, Alaska 99503-7497 « Phone (907) 561-1818 - In Stntc (800) 478-1818 . Fax (907) 563-9304



SENT BY:

1-31- 1 ; 5:59PM ; AK VILLAGE ELECTRIC-* 1 907 338 4375;# 2/ 2

4. IFC Section 2206.2.3 requires a 26' minimum separation between a protected
tank and a dispenser, except at fleet fueling stations. The UFC and NFPA have
historically alloned the dispenser to be mounted directly on a protected tank for
all installations. This has proven to be a very appropriate system for smaller low-
volume retail sales facilities in rural locations. | recommend that this section of
the IFC be nodified to allow Installation of tank mounted dispensers when the
entire system (pump and dispenser) is a listed assembly. UL Standard 2244
defines factory-assembled systems inclusive of an above ground protected tank
In accordance with UL 2085 and all necessary components required for a
complete motor vehicle fueling package.

5. IFC Section 2206.7.7.1 requires installation of a leak detection device on piping
between a remote pump and a dispenser if any portion of the piping is buried.
These devices only work if the entire piping run is fully buried. If any portion of
the piping is above grade, the pressure variation caused by thermal expansion
will cause these devices to malfunction. It is common on above-ground
dispensing tank installations to have a portion of the piping near the tank above
arade and the run out to the dispenser buried. Automatic leak detection systems
il not work on these installations. | would recommend that this sectlcn of the
IFC be modified to waive the requirement for leak detection if the underground
piping is extra-heavy wall steel with all welded joints, dielectric coating, and
cathodic protection. This would provide an equivalent level of protection and a

» more reliable system. An additional requirement for periodic pressure testing
similar to EPA and Coast Guard requirements could also be added.

6. IFC Section 3404.2.7.5,8 requires an approved means of overfill prevention for all
storage tanks. It references IFC Section 3404.2.9.6.6 which specifies additional
requirements for protected (fire-rated) above-ground tanks. These requirements,
which include alarms and an automatic flow shut off device, seem excessive for
many bulk storage tank installations, particularly above-grade tanks that are
completely within iiquid tight secondary containment. A similar issue in UFC
7904.4.5 was addressed in the previously referenced MOA under item 7. The
resolution was to require visual monitor (gauge or gauge hatch) and an audible
alarm (whistle vent or electric). | recommend that this section of the IFC be
modified to allow above-ground bulk storage tanks that are installed within a
liquid tight secondary containment structure to be provided with visual and
audible monitoring/alarm systems as described inthe MOA.

| appreciate your attention to these items. [If you have any questions please call me
at 565-5337.

Clnroroi\f Vniirc

MarkE. Teitzel



