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Municipality of Anchorage .

George P, Wuerch, Mayor Department of
Public Works

Building Safely Division

P.O. Bos 196650 = 4700 5. Bvagaw Street
Anchorage, Alaska 99519*6650 * (907) 848-8301
http:/lwww.cl.aichoi'agc.ak.ua

June 6,2001

’ iJr)I £ ;?\f; Jird g
Gary Powell ' - <M
Department of Public Safety Dirsc.or mu .,ic*
State Fire Marshal Div. or' r-icw
Division of Fire Prevention : *7

5700 E Tudor Road
Anchorage, AK 99507

Subject: Support for the Adoption ofthe 2000 International Family of Codes

Dear Mr. Powell:

This letter provides some background information and explanations for the controversy
surrounding the adoption ofthe 2000 International Codes.

New national codes are published every three years. State and local jurisdictions normally adopt
these codes with local amendments and changes. The State of Alaska and local jurisdictions are
in the process of reviewing and adopting the new codes, which cover the following aspects of
building: accessibility, architectural, electrical, elevator, energy, fire, mechanical, plumbing,
residential, and structural.

In the late 1980s a major effort was launched to consolidate into one set of codes the 25 different
codes being used across the United States. The federal government, state governments, national
professional and building organizations, enforcement agencies, testing agencies, major material
suppliers, and code organizations all agreed that this was needed. Architects, engineers,
developers, contractors, builders, and owners will be able to use the consolidated codes
regardless of where they work or build. In the early 1990s the plans were formulated; in 1994
the effort began. Almost all major stakeholders participated in the effort. A single set of codes
was drafted, and it appeared there might be a dream realized to have one set of codes to design
and build by. That effort resulted in tiic 2000 family of International Codes.

Prior to the finalization ofthe document' the National Fire Protection Association, International
Association of Plumbing and Mechanical Officials, and the Western Fire Chiefs Association
pulled out of the effort and process. The overall reasons given were that the codes are new,
untested, and unsafe. The real reasons were disagreements over who would have control over
the codes and the amount of money to be received from codes and standards sales. The
disgruntled organizations pulled in labor and trade organizations to support their effort to stop
the adoption ofthe International family of codes. The above-mentioned organizations arc
planning to have a competing set of codes available in 2003. Currently, they have bits and
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pieces of new and old codes they wish to have kept in place until the competing set of codes are
ready for adoption.

To support the opposing effort, constant references are being made to California’s decision to not
adopt the International Codes based on safety concerns. For over one year, an independent task
force made up of technical experts worked on reviewing the codes, resulting in the
recommendation to adopt the 2000 International Codes. A pro labor governor was elected who
appointed new members to the California State Building Codes Commission. The new board
ignored the recommendations by the technical task force and decided to stay with the old codes
rather than adopting new codes. The decision was strictly political and had little to do with

safety,

There have been thousands and thousands ofhours put into drafting the 2000 International
Codes. The objective war to take the best ofall codes and consolidate into a single set of codes.
We have the results of that effort in the 2000 International Codes.

The Municipality has spent months reviewing the new codes. We have ten separate committees
that are reviewing these codes with the objective of finishing the review process by July of2001.
There arc over 150 private sector architects, engineers, developers, contractors, builders, code
officials, and private citizens involved in this review process. The Municipality plans to adopt
the 2000 family of consolidated and coordinated International Codes with the exception ofthe
plumbing code. The reason for not adopting the International Plumbing Code is that the State
Department of Labor adopted the Uniform Plumbing Code with little notice or public input and
before most were even aware that it was being considered. Since plumbing has the least
coordination and interface with the other codes, the Municipality decided to go along with the

State on this code.

The Municipality of Anchorage strongly supports the efforts made by the State of Alaska
Department of Public Safety to adopt the International Building Code, International Fire Code,
and International Mechanical Code. These codes are current, up to date, consolidated and
coordinated. Since they are not the familiar past codes, individuals and organizations have

picked out differences and called them unsafe,

To not adopt the coordinated 2000 International Building, Fire, and Mechanical codes would be
amajor set back for the State of Alaska, The Municipality plans to adopt the codes in the fall of
2001. We feel one set of integrated codes assures a high level ofprotection for lives and
property and provides a consistent design standard for designers, contractors, and enforcers.

Sincerely,

Ron Watts
ChiefBuilding Official

kI/RW
cc: Rojs Fosherg
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Richard S, Armstrong

321 nvemiit Field Drive

Anchorage, AK 99501
Telephone: 907-222-30D0 / Fax: 907-222-3001

Ross Fosberg .
Code Adoption Coordinator

State Fire Marshal's O ffice
5700 East Tudor Road
Anchorage, Ak 99507-1225

Gentlemen:

| am vely familiar with the Uniform Code Series, as | nave served as president of
RSA Engineering, Tnc for 17 years. Our firm prowdes mechanical and electrical
consulting services, and is one o f the largest M/E consulting firms in the state. In
orderto maintain our practice, it is essential for usto remain current on all o fthe
adopted and proposed codes. 1 have participated on several code adoption
committees for the Municipality o fAnchorage over the years, and also took partin
the code adoption committee for both the Uniform Plumbing Code and the
InternationalTire Code.

The new International Code Series is bringing the State into the world market, since
the International code is where the codes are headed. The International Codes allow
more engineering freedom to design in response to local and project specific needs,
soitwill allow more effective design at less costo fthe owner, and thus put Alaska
on amore competitive edge wiih the rest o fthe market.

There are some factions thar want to stay with the old code series, and are
actively seeking support to reverse a lot of hard work by committees to adopt the
International Fire Code, the International Building Code, and the International Fire
Code. | feel that reversing the decision to go with the International Code Series
would he a very serious error, and would definitely put the State in an awkward
position of being behind the times in building technology. | can remember when
we were still using the 1979 Uniform Plumbing Code 15 yeans later simply because
all later codes allowed ABS plastic waste and vent pipe, so special interest groups
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blocked adoption of the current UPL series so AriS pipe would not be allowed.
This effort to block adoption ofthe international code series is the same thing.

| urge you to proceed with adoption ofthe entire International Code Series, since
ibis is clearly the hest cede series for the Stare o f Aiaska.

Very iruiy Tours,
cvuMCq'4”
Richard S. Armstrong, Ft,
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:Director A r
"Mechanical Contractors of Alaska, Inc. SYlev
PO Box 74796 N 'cIRE: Your Letter of 5/7/01

Fairbanks, AK 99707-4796

Dear Mr. Rutland,

. “Although 1 cannot speak generally about many ofthe code issues, 1 am arelative expert
inthe field ofrefrigeration. | have spend a long career in the field and can claim well over 30

years of experience.

| appreciated your letter and always respect one who takes a position and defends it.
However, | do want to make you aware of certain code issues as they relate directly to

refrigeration.

As well as | can recall, the “current” UMC and UFC pretty much got married in 1991.
This was followed in most western states with the 1994 UMC with the 1994 UFC and that
followed by the 1997 UMC with tbe 1997 UFC. In the late 1990s, a new movement began to
make the various building codes around the United Statjs universal. 1fyou have ever had to pick
up your “tools” in Alaska and take them to Georgia for a job, you would know what | mean. In
the eastern part of ihe country, | think the codes were written by BOCA or some such thing. In
any case, the idea of a single matched set of codes was bom and, to me, it was an idea whose time

had come.

In the specific language of the 1997 UMC in the refrigeration chapter, | can show you
conflicts with the language in the 1997 UFC in Article 63. Further, there are conflicts within the
refrigeration chapter itselfin the 1997 UMC. | can say that the same problem existed in the 1994

codes.

I can confidently tell you that the people who wrote the code language in Chapter 11
(Refrigeration) for both 1994 UMC and 1997 UMC did not understand refrigeration issues,
whether they be operating issues or safety issues. In drafting these codes, they did not adequately
consult with experts in our industry, ifthey consulted in such a manner at all. In one specific
case, it is my opinion that they inserted a specific requirement that reduced the safety of
refrigeration systems rather than added to safety.

In your letter under point #9, Chapter 11 Refrigeration, you state that the UMC chapter is
twice the size of IMC. Well, that was easy for them lo do because all that the drafters of 2000
UMC did was “copy” 1997 UMC and carry forward all the wrong things again.

You go on to suggest that the IMC defers to “standards” for requirements such as
refrigeration control valves. Well, this referral to other “standards” is actually intended to defer
to two specific standards of the refrigeration industry. There are ASHRAE Standard 15 and
IIAR/ANSI Standard 2-1999. ASHRAE is the most well respected organization in our industry.
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It has done more to promote safety and efficiency in our industry than have all the code writers in
history. ILAR ( International Institute of Ammonia Refrigeration) has worked very closely with
ANSI (American National Standards Institute) to develop a standard for the safe use of ammonia
as an industrial refrigerant. | would venture to say that 90% of the fish processing plants in your
state use ammonia. An ammonia system installed per the ILAR/ANSI standard would be a far
safer facility than one installed per the 1997 UMC, which effectively ignores IIAR.

As you can probably see, | am passionate about this issue. In addition to my engineering
work, | like to think of myselfas an efficiency expert. | try to run my business in an efficient
manner. It is not practical or efficient to have contractors in the United States face three or four
different codes in their travels around the country. It is not efficient to have three sets of code
“writers” who all collect a salary for their work. We need to have a single cede set, nationwide,
and we can probably live with rewriting it every five or ten years, not every three. We can call
such a code either UBC or IBC. That doesn’t matter. However, it must be one code.

I do a lot of work in the State of Oregon at this time. Oregon is moving forward with the
IMC. The fire folks want to try to stay with UFC but that is simply a power struggle. So, at least
for a little longer, Oregon will be confused. In the case of Washington, it is tying to adopt IBC,
IMC and IFC. However, there are politics fhere as well. So for now in the specific case of
refrigeration, Washington has Chapter 11 of 1997 UMC and Article 63 of 1997 UFC. However,
quite ironically, they have added amendments to both ofthese which basically replace them with
the provisions of IMC and IFC. The language of the amendments is almost word for word from

IMC. Go figure that one.

So, it is obvious that Oregon and Washington are good examples of v/hy eveiyone should
move forward immediately with IBC, IMC, and IFC. You can’t stop good progress and, in the
specific case of refrigeration, who could possibly argue with the idea of finally consulting with
the experts in the particular industry being regulated or “codified”.

| appreciate your time in reviewing my points. In accordance with the request ofyour
letter, | am sending copies of this letter to Ross Fosberg in Anchorage and the Governor’s Office
in Juneau. Let me know ifyou have any questions. Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ward W. Ristau, P.E.
Mechanical Administrator

cc: Governor Tony Knowles®
Mr. Ross Fosberg



Mr. Ross Fosberg_, Code Adoption Coordinator
AK. Dept, of Public Safety
Division of Fire Prevention

5700 E. Tudor Rd. . i- i
Anchorage, AK 99507 "V ES R I]IW fLE?; i Pj
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Re: Adoption of International Mechanical Code

Dirsciui I uvucvs
Dear Mr. Fosberg, Div. or i-ire Prsvenrio: i

The Furpose of this letter is to lend my support to the Division of Fire Prevention'® efforts at
adoption of the International Mechanical Code.

As the Building Official for the City of Soldotna, | am convinced that the adoption of the
International Codes as proposed by the Division is in the best interest of the State and it's
citizens. For many years the development of a single set, or family if you will, of codes has been
a goal of the building industry and bui ding safety regulators alike. One set of integrated codes,
,assur[n? a high level of protection for lives and property and a consmtent,desqn standard across
jurisdictional boundaries around the United States. After many years of joint eifort on the part of
the code promulgation hodies, the International Codes are the achievement of that goal.

As one of the few jurisdictions in the State with an active building department and deferral from
the State Fire Marshal's Office for fire and life safety plan review and inspection, it is especially
important to us that the codes adopted by the State, and enforced by us, are as comPrehenswe,
coordinated and consistent as Possmle. he adoption of the International Mechanical Code as a
part of the overall International Code adoption contemplated by the State will assure that this is
achieved. Havm? served on the review committees for these codes over the past several
months, | am confident that the IMC will provide the hlgzhest level of protection for the public, the
greatest level of consistency for designers, and the least amount of amendment possible.

| understand very well the basis for the controversy between the opEosmg codes, and the
current discussion. For Yea_rs the plumbing and mechanical officials worked in conjunction with
the building and fire officials to produce a set of Uniform Codes under the International
Conference of Building Officials. Unfortunately, change is never easy and the shift toward a
performance-hased code, such as those promulgated by the International Code Council is a
significant change. It must be realized that performance based codes are the future. Ra‘olldly
advancing technology and its impact on public safety as well as on the hottom line of the bui dmg
industry "has  rendered Purelr Prescrlp_tlv_e codes such as the UMC, unresponsive an
cumbersome. While it is true that prescriptive codes Jorowde a mechanism for consideration of
new technology under alternate materials and methods sections, our experience has been that
state a([;enmes such as the Department of Labor have been loathe to even consider exercising the
authority provided by these sections thus de rlvm% our building industry of the use of
technological advances for years after :heir acceptance by the building industry’in general.

The timely adoption of the 2000 International Building, Fire and Mechanical codes will place the
State, for"the first time in decades, on the forward edge of thinking in be building safety field.



For a state, which has historically led the industrialized world in the per capita loss of life and
property due to fire, this is will be an admirable accomplishment and significant benefit to the
Alaska's people. The committee process recently completed marksthe first time inrecent
memory that review and adoption of the State’s building, fire, and mechanical codes has involved
the active participation of local government and private sector building industry representatives.
This too, is a giant leap forward in providing an open, responsive government to the people of
Alaska. To lay aside the hours of work by the committees and the staff of the Division of Fire
Prevention at this late date would be a disservice to those involved in the process, the building
industry at large, and the citizens of Alaska.

Now is the time to move forward with providing the State of Alaska the stateof theart in
building construction codes. | encourage the organs of state government responsible for the
final adoption of the International Building, Fire and Mechanical Codes to finalize their work and

place these codes into effect as soon as possible.

Sincerely,

Dick J. Bower, CBO
Building Official
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Alaska State Fire Marshal
5700 E. Tudor Road
Anchorage, AK 99507

~ Director's Qttiice
Attn: Ross Fossberg Div. of Fire Prevention
Code Adoption Coordinator Anchorage, Alaska

1lhave heard there is now some opposition to Alaska fire marshal adoption of the
entire coordinated lilamily" of model building codes: the International Building
Coi'e (iBC), International Fire Code (IFC), and International Mechanical Code
(IMC; This comes after recent favorable public hearings for Alaska adoption.
The opposition wants to substitute a different mechanical code for use with the

IBC and . -C.

As an architect with over 30 years practice in Alaska | am convinced that this is
not the best move. The mixing of mechanical or plumbing codes that are not
edited, cross-referenced and coordinated with the International Building Code
and the International Fire Code is confusing and will require amendments to both
codes. This is not necessary with the IMC, and IPC because they have been
developed with the coordinated "family”" group of International model codes.

Mixing of Uniform Mechanical (UMC) and Uniform Plumbing (UPC) Code with the
International Building Code will cost the state money and cause construction
conflicts due to lack of coordination and interpretation. It is not in Alaska's best
interest to "mix and match™ mechanical, plumbing, building and fire codes.

The IBC family of model codes has developed from the three existing national
building codes over the past five years with input from suppliers, installers, and
designers as well as code and fire officials.

The three IBC predecessors have been in existence for over fifty years with
regular semi-annual revision following industry discussion. The three nation wide
code groups (Uniform Code - West coast, U.S., BOCA-Northeast, U. S. and
Southern Code-Southeast U.S. met over the past five years to form the one IBC
group of codes through a lengthy set of public forums including industry and
designers. The IBC family has been published over a year; the State Fire
Marshal's office has just gone through a series of public discussions of the IBC
code group in Alaska.
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Mr. Ross Fossberg
29 May 2001
Page 2

Architects and Engineers support IBC as a single well-coordinated group of
codebooks. The IBC will be subject to regular updating through national public
input every eighteen months similar to the predecessor UBC. It therefore is
unwise to "unbundle” IBC and mix with the UMC, and UPC. The IBC group is
concise, and easy to use because it cross-references to consensus industry
standards such as ASTM, ANSI, NFPA and ADA. But the overall consistent
language and framework of the IBC group is needed to eliminate construction
confusion. Federal departments of HUD and Department of Energy have already

adopted IBC family.

| have attended public hearings to discuss local Alaskan revisions to the IBC and
fully support the Alaska State Fire Marshal current proposal to adopt IBC, IFC,

and IMC.

Sincerely,
McCool Carlson Green

John E. McCool
Corporate President,
Architect, AIA/CCS

XC: Senator Loren Leman
Representative Ethan Berkowitz



ALASKA

909 W 9th Avenue, Suite SO0
. Anchorage, Alaska 99501
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Mr. Ross Fosberg
Code Adoption Coordinator - -

! rimarchitects.com
Alaska Department of Public Safety HILTIMAEATECts
Division of Fire Prevention
5700 E. Tudor Road
Anchorage, Alaska 99507

RE: SUPPORT FOR ADOPTING THE INTERNATIONAL MECHANICAL CODE

Dear Ross:

It has come to our attention the Mechanical Contractors Association is pressing the State of Alaska to
consider adopting of the 2000 Uniform Mechanical Code (UMC) in lieu of the 2000 International
Mechanical Code (IMC) as the mechanical code. This letter is providing our support to the Division of Fire
Prevention’s effort to adopt the IMC as the model for the state’s mechanical code.

As a professional architectural firm in Alaska, (and myself as a member of the architectural code adoption
committee) we are convinced the adoption of the International Codes as proposed by the Division of Fire [ ~
Preventions is in the best interest of the State and its citizens. With the pending adoption of the 2000/ O ,
International Building Code (IBC), Alaska will be adopting a new family of model building codes. This

family is a carefully documented, worded, and complementary set of codes that rely on each other to provide - N
a complex, coordinated, and complementary set of building standards. Each portion of this code relies on

the associated sister code to provide a complete standard of care. By adopting the UMC instead of the IMC,

we will have a disjointed code that will not be coordinated and complete. One example is the International
Building Code in Section 1202.1 now refers to the IMC for change of air ratios and design purposes
whenever mechanical ventilation is provided in lieu of natural ventilation. The UMC does not address this.

For many years, the development of a single set of nationally recognized building codes has been a goal of
the building industry, designers, and building safety regulators alike. By adopting the International family of
building codes, we will be coordinated with the rest of the United States in recognizing a national standard in
building construction codes. The International family of codes is the national standard, and was written in
joint cooperation with the International Council of Building Officials (ICBO), the Southern Building Code
Congress International (SBCCI), and the Building Officials and Code Administrators International, Inc.

(BOCA).

The International family of codes also incorporated performance criteria allowing designers and installers
alternative means and methods in accomplishing the required end result. This will aid in permitting new and
innovative solutions in resolving difficult situations. This criteria does not appear in the Uniform family of

codes.
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Mr. Ross Fosberg

Support for Adopting the IMC
June 5,2001

Page 2

Change is not easy. But the comfort of status quo should not get in the way of progress. With time, we will
all leam to appreciate the performance criteria, complementary language, and national standards offered by
the IMC. Not every designer and installer works exclusively in their local jurisdiction. Adopting the
complete International family of codes will make Alaska consistent with the rest of the United States offering

safety, continuity and familiarity to everyone.

RJIM Architects supports adopting the International Mechanical Code as the model mechanical code for the
State of Alaska. Please let us know if wc may be of further assistance in conveying this message to the State

regulatory authorities.
Sincerely,

RJM Architects

Scott Bohne, AIA NCARB
Architect

Cc: Lt. Governor Fran Ulmer

SAB/scs
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P.O. Box 196650
Anchorage, Ak. 99519

May 29,2001

Ross Fosberg _

Code Adoption Coordinator W\ &

State of Alaska .

Division ofFire Prevention af "
5700 East Tudor Rd. D'N-
Anchorage, Alaska 99507-1225

«e - .
Ay or

ATTN: p oSS

Ross, | support the states effort to adopt the International Building, Fire and Mechanical Codes,
2000 Edition. It is my understanding that there is an effort to replace the intended adoption of the
the Uniform Mechanical Code. | believe this would be a mistake as the International codes
coordinated to allow for compatibility. | understand that thefinal determination will be
Fire Marshal's OTice. This office should adopt the In emational codes to ensure
for the citizens of/C’ska. The State should look to the cverall interests ofthe public and
decision. | have beer *part ofthe Municipality of Anc lorages effort to amend locally
codes. Over the past six to eight months | have become very familiar with all the
is that they are very thorouPh and cover the safety ofthe public with a different
earlier codes but | see norea d_anPer._ | also believe the international codes will allow
and Engineers some additional flexibility in their designs as well as providing review

a better coordinated set of documents.

contact me with any concerns and questions you may have reg irding this letter.

Sincerely,

Ron Thompson, P.E.

Senior Plan Review Engineer
343-8326 Wk 7242-4387 cell | 249-7412 fax



Klebs Mechanical, Inc.

2261 Cinnabar Loop * Anchorage, Alaska'99507 * Phone (907) 344 1126 « Fax:(907)344-3935

uiwwMsheating.com Residential = Commercial < Industrial E-nail: klebs@gci.net
06/08/01
Ross Fosberg, Code Adoption Coordinator . o
Department of Public Safely. ' e
Division of Fire Prevention j L

5700 E. Tudor Road :
Anchorage, AK 99507-1225

REs 2000INTERNTIONALMECHANICALCODE

ATTN: Ross Fosberg

| aniwriting you this letter as a show of support for the adoption of the 2000 International Mechanical
Codo.

First, let me introduce myself. My family (wife and three children) and | moved to Alaska In 1981, We
made this move because of the allure of Alaska; the work and economy of Alaska was nbonus for our life
here. In 1986 we started our own mechanical contracting busincsn which has grown to the present at50 full
time employees. | have served on the Municipality of Anchorage Board ofBuilding Regulation Examiners
end Appeals for five years, have served asamember of the Mechanical Code Review Committee for the
adoption of the UM C 1994, UM C 1997, and the current adoption ofthe IM C 2000 cede.

The Municipality of Anchorage Mechanical Code Review Committee voted to use the 2000 International
Mechanical Code (IM C) andjust completed its entire review on.June 1,2001. The Assembly will
undoubtedly adopt it into law in the near future. Without going into detail on the difference between the
UM C and the IM C, L believe the big question is what codes best serve the State of Alaska’'speople,

Special interest groups including contractors, unions, inspectors, and engineers need to look at the overall
picture, notjust what is best for them. It makes ho difference how many pages the book is, or how much
training our inspectors will need. And certainly,no code should be adoptedjust because this is “what was

always used”.

The Uniform Mechanical Code (and Uniform Plumbing Code) has failed in the paBt to allow new listed
products to be used and slow to recognize others. This causes less competition between suppliers,
additional labor cost, and inflates the cost of construction. The International Mechanical Code is not
perfect; however, | feel it serves thepeople of Alaska better by far.
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pieces ofnew and old codes they wish to have kept in place until the competing set of codes axe
ready for adoption.

To support the opposing effort, constant references are being made to California’s decision to not
adopt the International Codes based on safety concerns. For over one year, an independent task
force made up oftechnical experts worked or reviewing the codes, resulting in the
recommendation to adopt the 2000 Intemafioni'J Codes. A pro labor governor was elected who
appointed new members to the California State Building Codes Commission. The new board
ignored the recommendations by the technical task force and decided to stay with the old codes
rather than adopting new codes. The decision was strictly political and had little to do with

safety,

There have been thousands and thousands ofhours put into drafting the 2000 International
Codes. The objective was to take the best of all codes and consolidate into a single set of codes.
We have the results ofthat effort in the 2000 International Codes.

The Municipality has spent months reviewing the new codes. We have ten separate committees
that are reviewing these codes with the objective of finishing the review process by July of2001.
There are over 150 private sector architects, engineers, developers, contractors, builders, code
officials, and private citizens involved in this review process. The Municipality plans to adopt
the 2000 family of consolidated and coordinated International Codes with the exception ofthe
plumbing code. The reason for not adopting the International Plumbing Code is that the State
Department of Labor adopted the Uniform Plumbing Code with little notice or public input and
before most were even aware that it was being considered. Since plumbing has the least
coordination and interface with the other codes, the Municipality decided to go along with the

State on this code.

Thi Municipality of Anchorage strongly supports the efforts made by the State of Alaska
Department of Public Safety to adopt the International Building Code, International Fire Code,
and International Mechanical Code. These codes are current, up to date, consolidated and
coordinated. Since they are not the familiar past codes, individuals and organizations have
picked out differences and called them unsafe,

To not adopt the coordinated 2000 International Building, Fire, and Mechanical codes would be
amajor set back for the State of Alaska, The Municipality plan3 to adopt the codes in the fall of
2001. We feel one set of integrated codes assures a high level of protection for lives and
property and provides a consistent design standard for designers, contractors, and enforcers,

Sincerely,

con Watts
Chief Building Official

kI/RW
cc: Ross Fosberg
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TILLY & COMP,
Tanana Builders
P.O. Box 72080
Fairbanks, AK 99707
Phone (907) 456-5565 Fax (907) 452-3175
Contractors License #AA24415 / Endorsement #178
Email: tillvco@gci.net

June 5,2001

Mr. Ross Fosberg

Code Adoption Coordinator, Dept. of Public Safety, Division of Fire Prevention
5700 East Tudor Road

Anchorage, Alaska 99507-1225

Fat; 907-338-4375

RE: Adoption of the International Family of Codes
(IBC, IRC, IPC, IMC, IFGC, IEC, IFC)

Dciir Mr. Fosberg,

I am writing to offer my thoughts and comments regarding the adoption of the
International Family of Construction Codes. | am a residential and light commercial
contractor working in the interior of Alaska and have spent the last 25 years of my career
involved in the construction industry.

y ] 1 e e ere e T
* | am also involved with the code review process through the City of Fairbanks

Coile Review commission, having served as a commissioner for approximately the last
four years and presently serve as the chairman.”*uthougn most ot my eochstrucdin"”
“experience is related togeneraT building coristrudtlUIf i.e., carpentiy and related tasks, as
a general contractor, knowledge of the different sub-trades work and the codes they must
use as a minimum model, often comes within my overall scope of work and jobsite

responsibilities.

The City of Fairbanks Code Review Commission has spent numerous horn's in S
meetings reviewing the different aspects of the new family of codes, and we havjj*w
cautiously explored the new formats and the coordination built into these new codes.
Although it is different, it appear* to be a step in the right direction, to serve not only our
local community, but for the nation as a whole. Similar codes, similar construction
techniques, similar explanations of what is acceptable and what is not. The overall
concept makes good sense, in my opinion.

Within the last six weeks or so, it is my understanding that the pipe trades and
mechanical contractors have taken exception to the consideration and adoption ofthe IPC
arc IMC sections ofthe code family. While | can understand their reluctance in needing
to learn a revised code for their specific line of work, | do not understand their overall
reluctance to consideration of the new codes. 1I’'m sure there will be some glitches with
adoption of the any new codes, for all the trades, whether they are carpenters, roofers,
concrete workers or architects and structural / mechanical designers.
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Any new or revised code has glitches that will be worked out over time, they
normally are. It is ray understanding that the pipe and mechanical trades are unwilling to
consider the IPC or IMC in any way, shape or form. They have made that quite clear

locally at our code review meetings.

I will state that after hearing testimony from the mechanical contractors at one or
two code review meetings, the commission members were not in favor of creating
disharmony with the mechanical contractor community over adoption of the IPC. If my
memory serves me correctly, by default, we agreed to continue under the latest UPC as
adopted by the State of Alaska. It is now my understanding that the latest dispute to arise
is over the IMC and the mechanical contractors have brought forth letters urging tbe state
no" to consider the IMC for adoption. That may be their position, but in my opinion, not
using the family of codes as designed, presents a new form of problems for both the
design community as well as the people charged with code compliance and enforcement.
Rc-working the balance ofthe codes to exclude IPC and IMC and including the UPC and
UMC creates further code confusion for tradesmen and designers alike, no less the
compliance and inspection side ofthe issue.

So, how do we handle this dilemma? Personally, | favor the idea ofthe family of
codes. Does adoption of the new international codes create some form of a life, health or
safety issue to the general public? | don’t believeD oes it mean that people in the

AonTtfntAMfcommumty V/illTeecl to educate ahd”arniliarize themselves with the new
code format and information? The answer is yes, but that is not uncommon with each
new code revision during the normal 3-year cycle. Will that re-education be
insurmountable? 1 don’t believe soVJoTTiow do w'e handlU tills iii my opinion,

"possibly aJiow Dotn ol the codes_ior a specific period of time, both the IPC & IMC, and
UPC & UMC. Then, ifthe architect and mechanical designers choose one or the other for
thor design process, so be it. If the contractors and tradesmen want to bid the work and
insiall the work, then they will need to follow the prescribed code for that project.

There is no doubt that some confusion may arise at first during this transition
period, but | believe over a period of time, things will smooth out and ultimately work.
Or, we may discover that the international codes and the new corresponding format are
not quite as cumbersome or unique as portrayed. To completely discount the international
coses, which circumvents ihe whole basis and theory of the new code formats, just
doesn’t make good sense to me. Personally, | have no present knowledge of good or bad
reports about the new code format from elsewhere in the USA. But, generally speaking,
the international codes have blended the East Coast, Southern, and West Coast building

cooes into a national format for all to use.
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In closing, speaking for myself, | believe we should give the international family
of codes the benefit of the doubt Put them into the building and design community, put
them into the hands of the tradesmen and put them to work. | believe this is a viable and
workable solution. let the designers specify which code is being used at the start of the
project and follow through with it. I tend to believe in the long run, the compatibility of
the international family of codes will surface and rise to the top as the codes of choice.

The international family of codes makes sense, so why not give it a chance out in
the field, in the community, and throughout the state. Feel free to call me should you care

to di.-jcuss this in further detail.

Respectfully submitted,

e N s rr z -

licliard S. Tilly

Resident
filly & Company, Ltd.
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11:19a Building Department (907)459-6713 p.

CITY OF
FA' RBAN KS —  Visit us on the Web at www.ci.fairbanks.ak.us/buildfbks

BUILDING DEPARTMENT PHONE 459-6720
FAX 4536719

June 8,2001

Ross Fossberq, Code Adoption Coordinator

Department otPublic Safety T

Division ofFire Prevention _ oo \j [ <
5700 East Tudor Road ! _
Anchorage, Alaska 99507 -1 S

Re: 2000 International Mechanical Code e
DearMr. Fossberg:

As we understand the public comment period has been extended as a result o fa request mads by the
Mechanical Contractors Association. During this time frame there has been significant rhetorical
debate regardlng the International Mechanical Code. As Building Official for the City ofFairbanks |
have recommended that this code be adopted. . This recommendation has been forwarded to our local
Code Review Commission and is pending their review.

As aBuilding Official 1am required to evaluate all proposed codes and amendments in light ofpublic
safety, health and welfare. 1n essence, the codes are an instrumentfor consumerprotection and

consumer affordability.

The City oFFairbanks has alreacly for,maIIK adopted the 2000 International Fire Code. The local Code
Review Commission has been reviewing the International Codes since October 02000 and has
recommended the adoption ofthe international Building Code; International Residential Code,
International Fuel Gas Code. These codes will be presented to the City Council for final public
commentanda d o p t i o n . ;

The International Codes arc internally coordinated with the other international family ofcodes.
évgﬂpr%ng the Uniform Mechanical Code hoycier Wil create fragmentation, time-cofisuming re-

The International Mechanical Code is gerformance-based code. Providing the desigz_ner, owner and

ultimate consumer with more options sjibuld not be regarded as a bad idea. The adoption of codes (5)
should not benefita particular ‘messofindividuals or sector ofindustiy. We hoPe that the State of

Alaska will evaluate any code with & hig picture concept for the benefit ofall Alaskans.

_ TShuttleworth
Building Official

. MayorJames Hayes
e Review Commission
E;?I Cole Administrative Director
ile

the golden heart city ..."extl’eme|y Alaska™
800 Cushman Street < Fairbanks, Alaska 99701-405
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June 5, 2001

Ross Fossberg, Code Adoption Coordinator
DPS / Division of Fire Prevention

5700 East Tudor Road

Anchorage, AK 99507

SUGIJECT: 2000 International Mechanical Code Adoption

Dear Mr. Fossberg;

The City of Fairbanks is in the process of reviewing the International Code Series to include the
Mechanical Code (IMC).

The City of Fairbanks City Council adopted the International Fire Code effective January 1,
2001.

The Fairbanks Building and Fire Departments have been working closely for several months, in
conjunction with the local Code Review Commission, to a review the remaining codes, make
necessary amendments, and prepare them for review and approval (adoption) by the City
Council.

The main reason the Fire Department is in favor of the adoption of the International Mechanical
Code is that it is a companion document to the International Fire Code as well as the other ICC
codes, which are up for adoption. Each of the codes in the ICC series references each other to
approach a project in a wholistic manor. The codes (IBC, IFC, IMC, iFGC) complement each
other by bringing all requirements together in one set of documents.

We are currently in the middle of our construction season. Our review process has slowed
however will continue. We are committed to working with the State of Alaska to adopt a code
that will address the needs of the State as well as the City of Fairbanks.

If you have any questions please don t hesitate to give me a call at 450-6604

Sincerely,

Fire Chief

cc. James C. Hayes, Mayor
Steve Shuttleworth, Building Official
Code Review Commission

SMOKE DETECTORS Don t Stay Home Without One



CHARLES BETTJSWORTH
AND COMPANY, INC.

S FEISB
BBEQ

June 8, 2001 B9EIB
BIZ SIB

ARCHTECTURE

Department of Public Safety d) 'S m PLANNING

Division of Fire Prevention TO JUN 3 2001
5700 E. Tudor Road : ' :
Anchorage, Alaska 99507-1225 . D”eCths Office :

Div. ov Fire Prevention
Attn.: Ross Fossherg f\nciiOuC3, Alaska
Code Adoption Coordinator

RE: 2000 International Mechanical Code

The architectural lirm of Charles Bettisworth & Co. supports the adoption of the
2000 International Mechanical Code (IMC) by the State of Alaska, Department of

Public Safety.

From a designer's perspective it is prudent to utilize the International Mechanical
Code in conjunction with the 2000 International Building Code (IBC) since they are
written as companion codes, which refer to one another within their respective code.
They share a common code language and benefit from the same author, the
International Code Council. We believe that using the two codes together assures
improved code compliance during the design phases of a project, and consequently in
the finished construction ofa building.

Additionally, we do not anticipate the IMC to be any more difficult to comprehend,
or apply, than the IBC. With the adoption of any new code, it is customary for
designers to attend code seminars and to incorporate the new code provisions into the
design of subsequent construction projects. We foresee the transition to these new -

codes as havmg minimal impact on the design, or constructability, of a building.
i, -------- j.inrir-n mr. i— - ihiui—inii

Although the IMC may differ from the Uniform Mechanical Code in various aspects,
it does not to do so at the expense of public health or safety, which should remam the
principal goal, of designers and builders. : ;

As part of the changing construction industry, designers and builders need to advance
together to address the chaPenges ofnew code requirements and the development of
new building materials.

In conclusion, we look forward to the adoption of the 2000 International Mechanical
Code by the State of Alaska, Department of Public Safety.

Sincerely,

Charles Bettisworth & Co. . W |

P.O. BOX 73209
FAIRBANKS, AK99707
Charles Bettisworth, AI1A 212 FRONT STREET
FAIRBANKS, AK99701
PHONE
907-456-5760

FAX
907-451-8522



3330C Street, Suite 200  Anchorage, Alaska 9950,
Phone 907.562.6076 Fax 907.562-6635
E-mail: dans@hdsak.com

June 4,2001

Mr. Ross Fosberg, Code Adoption Coordinator
AK. Dept, of Public Safety

Division of Fire Prevention _ Directqr's Unice _
5700 E. Tudor Rd. Div. of Fire Prevention
Anchorage, AK 99507 Anchorage, Alaska

Re: Adoption of the 2000 Edition ofthe International Building, Fire, and Mechanical
Codes

Dear Mr. Fosberg,

The three partners of our firm, who combined have over 70 years of design experience
throughout Alaska strongly recommend the adoption of the progressive integrated family
of International codes. We frequently are involved in complex renovations of
institutional facilities such as schools, residence halls, and university facilities in rural
and urban communities where compliance with current codes challenges the resources
available. Based on our experience we feel a comprehensive set of codes is imperative to
effectively meet the needs of the designer, building official, inspectors and builder and
for the ongoing maintenance of a safe facility by the users and local fire response agency.

An effort by the Mechanical Contractors Association to substitute a portion of the code
with a proposed adoption of the Uniform Mechanical Code would in our opinion
compromise the coordination and compatibility of the interrelated codes. The
International Mechanical Code is correlated to the International Building and Fire Codes.
The Uniform Mechanical Code is not correlated to the building and fire code construction
and occupancy requirements. This correlation is very valuable in the selection of
equipment, building construction type and systems in providing the public with safe code
compliant maintainable facilities.

Based on the critical interrelation of fire protection and fire response needed in the
building, fire and mechanical code we strongly urge that the International 2000 editions
ofthese codes be adopted by the State of Alaska.

Sincerely,


mailto:dans@bdsak.com

M |
A n C h 0 ra g e George P. Wuerch, Mayor

FIRE DEPARTMENT
Administration
(1301 East 80tli avenue)

U | IC | p fs |ty Z'r?éh%):ageé GA?agka 99519-6650
0

Telephone: (907) 267-4900
http://www.ci.anchorage.ak.us

June 3, 2001 JP

Gary Powell, Alaska State Fire Marshal a

Department of Public Safety .
Division of Fire Prevention

5700 E Tudor Road

Anchorage, Alaska 99507

Dear Gary:

Please accept this letter as a document of support for the adoption of the 2000
International Fire, (IFC) Building (IBC), and Mechanical (IMC) Codes.

The code review process has demanded a significant amount of time, effort, arid
research from numerous agencies, organizations, and individuals. The process has
been well organized and thorough.

As you're well aware the IFC, IBC, and IMC do not function solely as stand alone
documents. It is imperative that the IMC be adopted, as itis an essential component to
the International Fire Code. Application of flammabile finishes is one of the significant
areas governed by these two documents. Ventilation requirements are another crucial
area that is of paramount importance within the fire and life safety realm.

Please consider the Anchorage Fire Department in full support for the adoption
of the 2000 IFC, IBC and IMC.

Sincerely, Concur:

Bridget Bushue John H. Fullenwider
Fire Marshal Fire Chief


http://www.ci

604 east pioneer avenue
homer, alaska 99603
907/235-3155 " .
fax 907/235-3157" »
lirc@ci.homer.ak.us

June 4,2001
Li;..l. jim 5 2001
~ Dirc-ci-i's Gvi'ics
Gary Powell Div. of Fire Prevention
State Fire Marshal e o Anc-ior-":- Alaska

.5700 .East Tudor Road

Anchorage, AK 99507

Dear Gary, 7t |

1would like to voice my support ofthe adoption ofthe International Mechanical Code as part of
the family of codes currently being adopted by the State of Alaska, We. in Homer have seen first
hand how the lack ofa “fire friendly” mechanical code can result in catastrophe. Just,a few
years ago, the Icicle Seafoods Plant here in Homsr >v?s completely destroyed by an explosion
and Sre that resulted froman Ammonia leak in their ice plant. The City of Homer and the entire
community still suffers from the.impact of the loss of this major source of employment and local

revenue. . ‘

As a “family of code” the International Codes ars designed tp be used in.conjunction with one
another, and many fire specific codes are either explained or repeated in the International
Mechanical Code.'The State and Local jurisdictions need these comprehensive codes in order to
better correlate our prevention and inspection efforts. Though no one likes change, it is
paramount to keep the code set complete as much as possible with the adoption ofthe
International Mechanical Code as a companion to-the International Building Code and
International Fire Code. Thanks you for your efforts on behalfof fire prevention.

Sincerely,

Robert L. Painter, Chief


mailto:lirc@ci.homer.ak.us
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June B, 2001

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

Attn:  Ross Fosherg, Code Adoption Coordinator
Re:  20CO0 International Codes
The full-service architectural and enqineering firm, Design Alaska in Fairbanks, would like to

express its support for the State of Alaska adoption of the 2000 International Building Code (IBC),
International Fire Code (,FC) and International Mechanical Code (IMC).

Through ICBO led review meetings and our own investigation, we are IearmngL,to apply the
changes presented by these codes. Of course there is a learning, curve to working with new code
language, and each time a code Is Issued, the items must be reviewed and Interpreted. The
adoption of the International Codes is no different We are Impressed by the thorough review by
}h? ta%,e oflAéasdka and the City of Fairbanks, and support their recommendation to adopt the
nternational Codes.

We specifically suPport the adoption of the IMC in the State of Alaska as a companion to the |BC.
The IMC works with the IBC as a companion document The references and de5|9n philosophies
are the same. The IBC and IFC have significantly rewqrded the fire protection sections of the
building codes inthe effort to produce a consistent nation wide document The IMC uses this,
same fanguage for application of fire and smoke control devises in ventilation systems. The fire
and smoke control provisions of the IBC will be difficult to apply during design without the
adoption of the companion IMC document Many Interpretations of design will be required by the
reviewing authorities in order to confirm a safe building is being provided. Also, interpretations

always take time, thereby slowing the review process.

The IMC Is also a specific improvement over the UMC in several areas. As an example, the IMC.
now incorporates a design procedure for outside air ventilation for acceptable indoor quality. Until
the IMC, the outdoor air' requirement was vaRIuer defined in the UBC and most design
professionals used the ASHRAE standard. Now the ASHRAE standard Is excerpted Into code
and unifies the outdoor air requirements. Since ICBO is no longer supporting the UMC and has
not issued a revised document for 2000, other changes developed by the industry will not be
included in the code and, therefore, are not available to build better, safer facilities.

We are also encouraging the State Department of Labor to adopt the International Plumbing
Code and International Electrical Code in an effort to bring the entire family of codes Into the
state. We believe itis an improvement to use a national standard that all professional and trades
people can apply, no matter where the building is constructed.

Sincerely,

Design Alaska,

Cms Mler PE

Mechanical Engineering Department

Design Alaska Inc._ Architects « Engineers « Surveyors
el College Road Fairbanks Alasku 99701 907 452 1241
Fax 907 456 6883 E-Mull mail@doulgnalaska.com

ui
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|, the undersigned, an employee of the State of Alaska, do
hereby certify that the microfilm images on this microform are
accurate reproductions of the original records of the State of
Alaska as accumulated during the regular course of business,
and that it is the established policy and practice of this State to
microfilm its records and to dispose of the original documents
after microfilm reproductions have been made.
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(5) "utility" means every public, cooperative, or other corporation, company, individual, or
association of individuals, their lessees, trustees, or receivers appointed by a court, that owns,
opeiates, manages, or controls a plant or system for

(A) furnishing, by generation, transmission, or distribution, electrical service, fuel gas service,
district heating, sewage disposal, or domestic water service to the public for compensation;

(B) furnishing telecommunications service to the public for compensation.

Sec. 08.18.171. Definitions.

In this chapter,

(7) "mechanical contractor" means a contractor whose business operations involve plumbing,

pipe fitting, sheet metal, heating, air conditioning, ventilating, or sprinkler and dry chemical fire
protection trades in order to install or modify mechanical piping and systems, devices, fixtures,
and equipment or other mechanical materials subject to the following codes as published by the
International Association of Plumbing and Mechanical Officials or the International Conference

of Building Officials:
(A) Uniform Plumbing Code;
(213) Uniform Swimming Pool, Spa, and Hot Tub Code;
(C) Uniform Solar Energy Code; and

(D) Uniform Mechanical Code; (emphasis added)



THE
FOLLOWING
DOCUMENT(S)
ARE
POOR
ORIGINAL
COPIES



foreword

The Uniform Mechanical Code™ (UMC™) provides
complete requirements for the installation and
maintenance of heating, ventilating, cooling and
refrigeration systems, while at the same time, allowing
latitude for innovation and new technologies.

This code was first published in 1967. Changes to
the code are processed each year. The users of the
UMC are continuously encouraged to update and to
submit chan%es to improve thé code. Amendments
adopted by the IAPMO membership are incorporated
into the code, which is published every three years. Itis
this process that keeps the code current with the latest
technological advances in the industry. This, the 2000
edition, reflects the results of over 30 years experience
from the time of the first edition, For more information
contact the International Association of Plumbing and
Mechanical Officials. , _

The advantages of a Uniform Mechanical Code
adopted by various local jurisdictions have long been
recognized. The widespread use of this code over the

ast three decades by jurisdictions throughout the
nited States is testimony to its merit,

The Uniform Mechanical Code is dedicated to all
those who. In working to achieve “the ultimate
mechanical code," have unselflshlr devoted their time,
effort, and personal funds to create and maintain this,
the finest mechanical code in existence.

With the publication of the 1997 edition of the
UMC, a significant milestone has been reached. For the
first timo"in history, a mechanical code ha6 heen
created which is the result of a collaboration of Industry-
wide entities. The National Association of Plumbing-
Heating-Cooling Contractors (NAPHCC{) and the
Mechanical Contractors Association of America
(MCAA) joined forces in creating an industry consensus
committee to review proposals, hear comments and
make recommendations to the IAPMO membership
about code changes. _ -

With the publication of this 2000 edition of the
UMC another significant milestone has been reached.
The American Souetfy of Sanitary Engineers (ASSE),
United Association of Journeyman and Apprentices of

the Plumbing and Pipe Fitting Industry of the
United States and Canada (UA), and the Westem
Fire Chiefs Association (WFCA) have endorsed
the use of the UMC as the national mechanical
code for use inthis county and Internationally.

IAPMO and the National Fire Protection
Association NFPA[) announced at the September,
1999 IAPMO Conference they will work jointly to
develop IAPMO codes and Standards using ‘the
NFPA/ANSI consensus model. The 2003 edition of
the IAPMO UPC and UMC will be coordinated and
harmonized with all NFPA Standards. ,

The membership of the aforementioned
associations are composed of representatives of
all facets of the mechanical industry. They include
mechanical contractors, installers, inspectors,
building officials, engineers, architects, designers,
manufacturers, wholesalers and consumers. =

The 2000 Uniform Mechanical Code is
sponsored hy ASSE, NAPHCC, MCAA, UA and
WFCA. The presence of these logo6, while
reflecting support, doos not imply any ownership of
the copyright to the UMC which’ls held exclusively
by IAPMO. The ASSE “service mark and logo" on
the cover of thtb document indicates ASSE’s
support of the voluntary, open, consensus process
being used by IAPMO and NFPA to develop their
codes and standards.

The addresses of endorsers and sponsors are
as_follows: _
ASSE—28901 Clemens Road, Suite 100,
Westlake, Ohio 44145,440-835-3040. o
NAPHCC—P.0. Box 6808, Falls Church, Virginia
22046, 800-533-7694. .
NFPA—1 Battergmarch Park, Quincy,
Massachusetts 02269,617-770-3000.
MCAA—1385 Piccard Drive, Rockville, Maryland
20850,301-869-5800.

UA — 901 Massachusetts Avenue NW,
Washington D.C. 20001,202-628-5823
WFCA-300 North Main Street, Suite 25, Fallorook,
California 92028, 760-723-6911.



Sec. 08.40.270. Examination ol'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; (emphasis added)

(4) =it [Repealed. Sec. 37 ch 101 SLA 1994}, -ro

(5) personal skill and ability.

(b) If an applicant for a license submits proof satisfactory to the department that the applicant
is licensed as a mechanical administrator or the equivalent by another state or territory, meets
qualifications established by the department under AS 08.40.230 , and has passed an examination
equivalent to the test administered under (a) of this section, the department shall waive all of the

examination required under (a) of this section.
Sec. 08.40.490. Definitions.

In AS 08.40.210-08.40.490,

(1) "department™ means the Department of Community and Economic Development except
where the context otherwise requires;

(2) "manufacture” means fabrication or completion of a product or mechanical apparatus
exclusive of its completion or installation at ajob site;

(3) "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; or (emphasis added)

(B) certifying that an installation or modification described in (A) of this paragraph complies
with the applicable codes;

(4) "mechanical piping" includes piping fixtures, devices, and equipment;

Cited Statutes AS 08.40 &

.18



Register \Ir \ . \""'r\\ 2002 PROFESSIONAL REGULATIONS

(Wor454-m4€ndweei indieiite-hwguage-being addcdrwords-K-AffITTALIZED Ah?B-D)IACKCTEET"]
ndiuiru language Ircing deleted. Complete new sections-are,nnt nnrleafae”r)—

CHAPTER 21. CONSTRUCTION CONTRACTORS.

12 AAC 21.990 is amended by adding a new paragraph to read:

(7) “Uniform Mechanical Code” has the meaning given in 12 AAC 39.992(b).
(Eff. 7/2/77, Register 62; am I/ 1°1 [/ S0Q2 .,Register.

Authority: AS 44.33.020

CHAPTER 39. MECHANICAL ADMINISTRATORS.
12 AAC 39.992 is amended and a new subsection is added to read:

12 AAC 39.992. DEFINITIONS, (a) In this chapter,

.40.490,3747S708.18.r7"'Uniform

Mechanical Code” means the mechanical code adopted by the Department of Public Safety under

13 AAC 50.023”nnd-includes the Intornnhonal Mechanical CuiJe™ (Eff. 7/7/94, Register 131; am

11/26/94, Register 132; am _ \__/ 1°\ /200~ .Register ) )

Authority: AS 08.40.230 AS 08.40.240 AS 44.33.020

12 AAC 21.990 & 12 AAC 39.992
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Online Public Notice

Stole ot Alaska Online

Pat Park-Fishcr/DOL/DCED  01/10/2002 09:27:58  |noi printed] No Files attached
on 02:03/2002 at 10:.00 AM  AM

Changes to Mechanical Code Regulations Related to
Construction Contractors & Mechanical Administrators

Category: Adopted Regulations -Text or Summary of Text Department: Community &
Economic Development

Publish Date: 01/03/2002 Location: Statewide
Region: Statewide

Body of Notice:
ORDER CERTIFYING THE CHANGES TO REGULATIONS OF THE DEPARTMENT OF

COMMUNITY AND ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT.

The Department of Community and Economic Development adopted regulations dealing with the
mechanical code related to construction contractors and mechanical administrators on November 27.
2001 under the authority of AS 08.18.171, AS 08.40.230, AS 08.40.240, AS 08.40.270, AS 08.40.490.
and AS 44.33.020 and after compliance with the Administrative Procedure Act (AS 44.62), specifically
including notice under AS 44.62.190 and 44.62.200 and opportunity for public comment under AS

44.62.210.
This action is not expected to require an increased appropriation.

On the record, in considering public comments, the Department of Community and Economic
Development paid special attention to the cost to private persons of the regulatory action being taken.

The regulation changes described in this order take effect on January i9, 2002 as provided in AS
44.62.180.
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ALASKA STATE LEGISLATURE

Rep. Lesil McGuire, Chair State Capitol, Room 116
Sen. Robin Taylor. Vice-Chair Juneau, AK 99801-1182
Sen. Lyda Green $907) 465-5446 fax:465-659:
Sen. Georgianna Lincoln nterim _

Rep. Jeannette James 716 W, Ave. Suite 430
Rep. Joe Hayes Anchou , AK 99501

. _ _ (907) 269-0250fax: 269-0249
Administrative Regulation

Review Committee

Please deliver the following pages to: Legis. Legal

Fm: Jim Pound, Staff ARRO

Fax #: 465-2029 Total number of pages including cover:
Date: 1/25/02 12:06 PM

Re: Work Order Request Form

Regulation Repeal

New Bill

Requested by: Administrative Regulation Review Committee through Rules (both Houses)
Deliver to Jim Pound Room 116

Please Draft a bill to repeal 12 AAC 21.990 paragraph 7 and 12 AAC 39.992 (b) as adopted
01/19/2002 for Register 161, April 2002.

Thank you

Jim Pound
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Anchorage
Barrow
Bethel
Cordova
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Matsu
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HOUSE BILL NO.
IN THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA

TWENTY-SECOND LEGISLATURE - SECOND SESSION

BY THE HOUSE RULES COMMITTEE BY REQUEST OF THE ADMINISTRATIVE REGULATION
REVIEW COMMITTEE

Introduced:
Referred:

A BILL
FOR AN ACT ENTITLED
"An Act annulling certain regulations adopted by the Department of Community and
Economic Development relating to the mechanical code that applies to certain
construction contractors and mechanical administrators; and providing for an effective

date."
BE IT ENACTED BY THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA:

* Section 1. The uncodified law of the State of Alaska is amended by adding a new section
to read:

ANNULMENT OF REGULATIONS. The following regulations adopted by the
Department of Community and Economic Development establishing the mechanical code that
applies to certain construction contractors and mechanical administrators are annulled: 12
AAC 21.990(7) and 12 AAC 39.992(b).

* Sec. 2. This Act takes effect immediately under AS 01.10.070(c).
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