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SUBJECT:  

Two proposed ordinances relating to the adoption and amendment of the 2003 edition of the International Building and Fire Codes.  
I.   proposed ordinance 2004-0201 - international building code:  

Summary of Ordinance Revisions
A large majority of the revisions reflect the necessary reorganization of King County Code (KCC) titles due to format differences between the old Uniform Codes and the new International Codes.  The key format change was the division of one large document (Uniform Building Code) into two smaller documents (International Building Code - IBC and International Residential Code - IRC) to better focus upon the informational needs of two different user groups.  In addition:

· The administrative sections for both the IBC and IRC are consolidated into one chapter and separated from the substantive provisions of each code,
· A new unified definitions chapter would be created for consistency, and
· Three current KCC titles (i.e. Uniform Housing Code, Uniform Code of Abatement of Dangerous Buildings, and Rapid Abatement of Structures Damaged by a Disaster) would be consolidated into one new KCC chapter entitled the “International Property Maintenance Code.”
Several unique local standards that exist in the current county code are carried forward, such as:

· Noise transmission standards for properties located near Seattle International Airport, and 

· Outdoor pool enclosure standards.  

Issues

Staff discussions with major user groups such as the Master Builders Association (MBA) and building trade associations have not identified issues with the conversion to the IBC and there is a broad consensus of support for adoption of the proposed ordinance.
Technical Amendments

Committee staff notes that a number of technical amendments are needed to Proposed Ordinance 2004-0201.  
· Attachment 1 contains a series of Council Clerk-recommended amendments for Sections 205 through 227.  These sections deal with the sound transmission standards around Sea-Tac Airport for structures that are part of the Port of Seattle noise mitigation program.  As transmitted, several sections have the same title headings. The sections deal with building standards depending upon where the structure lies in relation to the flight paths out of the airport.  The changes reflect the decibel standard that must be met.  

· Attachment 2 would amend Sections 143, 176 and 276 as follows:
· Section 143 to clarify that the proposed text contained in the section is to be a substitute for, not a supplement to, provisions of the IBC.

· Section 176 to correct a reference to “”section XX” of this ordinance to “sections 280 and 282”.

· Section 276 to correct a reference to the IBC (i.e. Section 903.2.10.4 versus the non-existent Section 903.2.13.1.) 

II.   proposed ordinance 2004-0202 - international fire code:  

Summary of Ordinance Revisions

As was the case with the IBC, the proposed ordinance is intended as a simple conversion from the current Uniform Fire Code to the International Fire Code.  The amendments to the IFC are either changes to references or a carrying forward of existing county provisions.  No new substantive provisions are proposed.
Issues   

The draft public review version of the proposed ordinance included a recommendation to reduce the threshold for sprinklers in both residential and commercial buildings from 10,000 square feet to 5,000 square feet based on a recommendation from a coalition of Eastside and Seattle fire professionals.  However, the existing threshold is to be retained due to concerns raised by user groups.  A task force interested stakeholders including representatives from the Fire Chiefs and Fire Commissioners Associations, the MBA, the fire service community, and the home and casualty insurance industry will be convened to further study the issue.

During prior committee meetings, written comments were submitted by Ms. Maxine Keesling relating to fire sprinkler requirements, system monitoring and applicability to certain types of occupancies (see Attachment 3 – letter dated March 20, 2004.  At the May 4, 2004 committee meeting, executive staff responded to the issues raised in the letter and questions from members.  
As with the IBC, staff have not identified substantive issues with the proposed conversion to the IFC beyond those noted above.

Technical Amendments

Although no substantive amendments to the proposed ordinance are required, executive staff has suggested a minor technical amendment to address some of the concerns raised in the letter from Ms. Keesling.  The concern centered on the perception that fire detection and alarm systems would be required for single family residences.  This is not a requirement under the current UFC and it is not the intent of the executive to require it under the IFC. Therefore, executive staff has suggested an amendment (se  Attachment 4) to Section 89 to better specify the types of occupancies, including single family residences, that are not subject to fire detection and alarm requirements.  Note:  Section 89 is included to provide context for the proposed amendment.
ATTACHMENTS:


1. Amendment to Proposed Ordinance 2004-0201 (Sections 205-227) 

2. Amendment to Proposed Ordinance 2004-0201 (Sections 143, 176, and 276) 

3. Keesling letter dated March 20, 2004.  
4. Amendment to Proposed Ordinance 2004-0202 (Section 89) 
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