


 

  

 Happy 4th of July. Isnôt it great to work, live and raise our families in this Great 

Country! One of the many things that make this country so great is the ability we as a peo-

ple have to let our voices be heard. We can make a difference for good within our commu-

nities. For instance, you are all aware of the recent changes which have been made within 

the building codes due to the current voting process. And we have all seen the effects of 

what happens when industry gets too involved with the code adoption process. ICC recog-

nizes that there is a problem and would like to correct it. Because of our positions within in 

the building profession our motives have always been for the best interest of our communi-

ties. Utah has always played a very active part in the Code Development process. Members 

of ICC in Utah have always been looked up to throughout the country as leaders in the 

code development process. There has been a proposal created to revise the current ICC bylaws, which we are all 

hopeful, will assist in correcting this issue. Each of the ICC Chapters in Utah, including the Utah Chapter, endorses 

this proposed change. Although this proposal is new, it has already gained favor with Mississippi and Georgia. We are 

hopeful that the entire ICC membership will support these proposed changes and let their vote be counted. 

 The following is an explanation of the proposed changes; I would like to thank all those who have spent many 

hours working on this. 

 

Thank you, 

Kurt Gardner  



 

THE GOAL:  To provide an inclusive, balanced system to enhance  
Governmental Consensus  
 

RATIFICATION BY THE GOVENMENTAL MEMBER  
 
According to Article I of the bylaws the purpose of ICC is ñlessening of burdens of governmentò.  Therefore, a core principle of ICC is to rep-
resent the interests of governments.   
 
The strength of ICC and its legacy organizations has been that our only óspecial interestô has been the ópublic interestô. 
 
The ógovernmental memberô of ICC is the governmental unit (such as a city, county, building department, or fire department), not the indi-
viduals designated as ógovernmental member voting representativesô.   
 
It is incumbent on ICC to ensure the publicôs interest is most accurately represented through our governmental members.  The individual 
most responsible to represent a governmental member is the person designated by the governmental unit as their principal representative.  
This change creates a single ñgovernmental member primary representativeò as the person authorized to ratify bylaws and other business 
of ICC submitted for ratification.  
 
BYLAW RATIFICATION  
 
The first test of any proposed bylaw change is to gain approval by a super majority of the multiple governmental voting representatives pre-
sent at the annual meeting.  As the current system requires, a bylaw would only be submitted for ratification if it had already been approved 
by the voting members attending the annual meeting.  The bylaw ratification process in this change varies only in that the ratification would 
be by an individual rather than by multiple governmental representatives of a governmental member.  
 
CODE CHANGE RATIFICATION  
 
A frequent complaint heard from governmental member representatives is that the ICC doesnôt provide some way for participation in the 
code development process that doesnôt involve the expense of travel.  Ratification by all governmental members would provide for remote 
participation in a secure and cost effective manner.  
 

It is essential that code changes be voted on at final action public hearings where as many voting members as possible can be engaged in 
the informal discussions and formal debates. This change in no way reduces the number of voting members eligible to vote at public hear-
ings.  
 
The proposal requires any code change to gain approval through the complete ICC Code Development process before it would be submit-
ted to the governmental memberôs primary representative for ratification.  Only those changes which are approved would be subject to fur-
ther review. Appropriately, this amendment is weighted in favor of ratifying a final action hearing approval. 



The amendment proposes an arrangement similar to a bicameral system where one stage of the process is determined by multiple votes 
allocated based on population and the other stage is determined by limited votes for each governmental unit. 
 
Ratification strengthens governmental consensus by opening the final determination on code changes to all governmental members, not 
just those that are able to send voting representatives to final action hearings.  The code change process can be designed to deliver a true 
governmental consensus in a comprehensive way which broadens that consensus. 
 
The proposed ratification vote allows the governmental members the opportunity to reconsider. The check and balance by ratification of the 
individual most accountable to a governmental unit will keep an issue from being determined by assemblies that are too small to adequately 
decide a national model code issue, skewed by a subjective debate, or by large contingents governmental members with multiple votes and 
unrestricted resources. 
 
Even if a local unit of government canôt travel to code hearings it can be assured of the opportunity to participate as a member.  This also 
allows ICC to declare the end product, the International Codes, are the product of a consensus of nearly 12,000 units of government.   
 
There are numerous ways to approach the logistics of a ratification vote.  Historically about 175 changes come through the code change 
process.  Secured electronic balloting would be an efficient and timely way to deliver the final outcome.  In this day of e-transactions only a 
short time would be needed between the final action code hearing and the ratification vote.   
 
It is the duty of the primary representatives of ICC to accept the responsibility to honestly represent to interests of the community they 
serve. This amendment ensures the final content of the code is required to be vetted through all the governmental members.  
 
BUILT ENVIORNMENT 
 
The words óin the built environmentô were added to clarify the members are engaged with building and fire regulations as opposed to traffic 
or zoning laws, etc.  This language is consistent with the ICC Mission Statement. 



 

Revise Article II as follows:   
ARTICLE II ð MEMBERSHIP 
2.1 Categories of Membership - The Council shall have the following categories of voting 
membership: 
 
2.1.1 Governmental Member - A Governmental Member shall be a governmental unit, 
department, or agency engaged in the administration, formulation or enforcement of laws, 
ordinances, rules or regulations relating to the public health, safety and welfare in the built environment. Each Governmental Member shall designate its Primary Repre-
sentative who will receive benefits of 
membership in the Council on behalf of the Governmental Member as determined by the Board of 
Directors from time to time. 
 

2.1.1.1    Governmental Member Primary Representative  Each Governmental Member shall designate a Governmental Member Voting Representative as 
its Governmental Member Primary Representative.  The Governmental Member Primary Representative shall be the only individual authorized to vote to ratify 
in accordance with Article III of the bylaws.   
2.1.1.2  1 Governmental Member Voting Representatives - Each Governmental Member shall exercise its right to vote through its designated Governmental 
Member Voting Representatives, and shall be entitled to the number of Governmental Member Voting Representatives as specified in Table 2.1.1.1. Govern-
mental Member Voting Representatives shall be designated in writing, by the Governmental Member, and shall be employees or officials of the Governmental 
Member or departments of the Governmental Member, provided that each of the designated voting representatives shall be an employee or a public official 
actively engaged either full or part time, in the administration, formulation or enforcement of laws, ordinances, rules or regulations relating to the public health, 
safety and welfare in the built environment. The designation of a Governmental Member Voting Representative may be changed by the Governmental Member, 
in writing, from time to time. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Population Voting Representatives 
[balance of Article II to remain unchanged]  
Revise Article III as follows:  
ARTICLE III ï- VOTING AND RATIFYING MEMBERS 
 
3.1 Voting Members.  Only Governmental Member Representatives and Honorary Members shall have the right to vote on any matters under these Bylaws, including 
but not limited to, the right exercised through those individuals eligible to vote for the election of a Director or Directors, or on a disposition of all or substantially all of 
the assets, or on a dissolution, or on any changes to the Articles of Incorporation or the Bylaws. Only the Governmental Member Representatives and Honorary Mem-
bers shall be permitted to make motions and to vote on any issue at the Annual Business Meeting and special meetings and written consents. Voting by proxy is not 
permitted. Any person designated as a voting representative of more than one Governmental Member or who is also an Honorary Member shall be entitled to only one 
vote. 

 

Table 2.1.1 

Population Voting Representatives 

0 to 50,000 
4 

50,001 to 150,000 
8 

Over 150,000 
12 



3.2 Ratifying Members. Only the Governmental Member Primary Representative shall be authorized to ratify amendments to the bylaws, ratify code changes, 
and other business of the Council that is submitted for ratification to the Governmental Member 
Revise Section 18.2 of Article XVIII as follows:  
18.2   Notice of Actions  The Board of Directors shall cause proposed amendments to the Bylaws to be printed in the Annual Business Meeting notice and 
shall present its recommendations, if any, at the Annual Business Meeting. These proposed amendments may be discussed and amended at the Annual Busi-
ness Meeting, and if passed by a two thirds vote of those Governmental Member Voting Representatives present shall be sent by ballot submitted, as 
amended on the floor, to all Governmental Member Primary Representatives of the Council for ratification. To be considered, the ballots submitted by the Gov-
ernmental Member Primary Representatives shall be received within 30 days of distribution. A two thirds majority of the ballots submitted by Governmental 
Member Primary Voting Representatives is required for adoption. The returns shall be certified by the President if the necessary majority for adoption is re-
ceived.  
Revise Article X as follows:  
ARTICLE X ð CODE DEVELOPMENT PROCESS 
10.1 Code Development Process.   The Board of Directors shall adopt a policy, which may be amended from time to time, on the Code Development Process 
for the International Codes®.   
10.2 Code Change Ratification.   All changes approved through the Code Development Process for the International Codes shall be submitted to Governmen-
tal Member Primary Representatives for ratification. 

10.2.1 Notification and Ballot. A notification shall be transmitted to Governmental Member Primary Representatives as soon as practical after the 

final action public hearing.  The notification shall include instructions on how the Governmental Member Primary Representative is able to obtain ac-

cess to a ballot, the results of the final action public hearing, and the text of the changes approved through the Code Development Process.  Access to 

such ballot, results of the hearing, and text of changes shall be provided to the Governmental Member Primary Representatives at no cost. The ballot 

shall provide two options for voting as follows: 

 

 
 
Ample opportunity shall be provided with the ballot to list all various item numbers for disapproval. 
10.2.2 Submittal . To be considered, the ballots submitted by the Governmental Member Primary Representatives shall be received by the Council 
within 30 days of notification. 
10.2.3 Required Majority.  A majority of 60% of the ballots submitted by the Governmental Member Primary Representatives is required to disapprove 
a change previously approved at a final action hearing through the Code Development Process.   

10.2.4 Emergency Procedures: In the event that the Board of Directors determines that an emergency amendment to any Code is warranted, the 

same may be adopted by the Board of Directors. Such action shall require an affirmative vote of at least two-thirds of the Board of Directors. Members 

shall be advised within ten days after the Boardsô official action of any emergency amendment. Within 120 days of the Board of Directorsô adoption of 

an emergency amendment a notification shall be submitted to the Governmental Member Primary Representatives for ratification in a manner consis-

tent with 10.2.1, 10.2.2 and 10.2.3.   

 
 

 

____                 Approve all  
 
____                 Approve all, except Disapprove Item(s)# 



     I have had some time over the past few weeks to think about some things that have been said among members of the chapter 

and circulating around the internet. 

     This takes me back to the days when I was in school, and the teacher would tell Johnny a secret and Johnny would tell the 

next and so forth until it got back to the teacher. Then come to find out that the secret that got back to the teacher was not close 

to the original statement. 

     I often find out that in the REAL world this is what does happen, and that when we do not go back and get the information 

from the horses mouth (the person that said it), and that things are changed to possible hurt or offend someone. 

     I want to start off by saying that I am proud to live in this GREAT State of ñU T A Hò not ñEutawò. I know that there are 

many out there that can spell UTAH and even know where it is located. 

     I am glad to say that I have the opportunity to serve the members of the Utah Chapter ICC. Its is going on four years now 

that I have been on the board of directors, and a short time before that I was asked by Skippy the Great to serve on the educa-

tion committee. 

     When I was elected to be a member of the board of directors I was asked to serve on the education committee. I was given the task of setting up all of 

the training for the chapter, and going to the State (DOPL) to ask for funds to help pay for some of the training cost. I would like to give some ideas why it 

is important to support the chapter training. 

It is some of the most inexpensive training provided in the construction trades, and the training is partially funded by the 1% surcharge on all building 

permits. (Take advantage of the free money) 

As certified Building Inspectors we need the continuing education to renew our certificates. 

Those that are serving on the education committee have put a lot of time and effort to provide training that will benefit everyone. 

The instructors that are brought in to teach the classes are top notch, and bring a lot of insight to the codes and topics being discussed. 

The training is now accessible to all of the inspectors through out the state that would like to take advantage of it. 

We are able to work with the instructor to make the training meet our needs with the input of the chapter members. 

The education committee is looking for members to help with the task of putting on the training, and come up with more topics for instruction, and find 

more instructors. 

PLEASE put your two cents worth in, you never know what may happen. You may have a rewarding experience. 

After the 2010-2011 State of Utah fiscal year there may not be anymore money from the Building Permit Surcharge fund to help fund TRAINING. 

THIS IS WHAT KEEPS THE UTAH CHAPTER GOING. 

    If the economy (especially the building industry) does not pick up there will not be enough money coming in to help off set the cost of putting on the 

training. That means to keep putting on training the cost would have to be raised to cover all of the expenses. 

     There are a lot of great members of the Utah Chapter that have given time to help this chapter become what it is now. We would encourage more peo-

ple to get involved to the Utah Chapter activities, and committees, and the day to day dealing that it takes to run this organization. 

     I want to go back to the beginning where the teacher was telling Johnny a secret and having it passed around. As a member of the Utah Chapter I 

would like to think that we would ALL work together to make the Utah Chapter of ICC the GREATEST Chapter. I would hope that no one is out to get 

personal gain when it comes to serving the needs of the Inspectors and building industry. 

     If you as a member of the Utah Chapter have any questions about what is being done within the Utah Chapter PLEASE contact a member of the Board 

of Directors to get your questions answered. 

     I want to always be proud to say that I am a member of the Utah Chapter ICC, and stand tall for that. I want to thank you for your time and service to 

this great effort that we are all working for. 



     Unless youôve been hiding under a rock somewhere with the likes of Darrin Hancey, you are probably 

aware of Senate Bill 211. S.B. 211 impacts the way new Codes and State Amendments have been adopted 

for as long as most inspectors can remember. Inspectors like Paul Taylor, John Wells, and Ross Lapray. You 

know; the really old ones. 

 The most notable change that S.B. 211 brings is the removal of Rule-Making Authority of the UBCC 

and additional steps required to adopt Codes and State Amendments. These additional steps add time to the 

process. Codes and Amendment Proposals are reviewed by the Uniform Building Code Commission, 

UBCC Advisory Committees and open to public comment during the process. Successful proposals are 

then reviewed by the Business and Labor Interim Commission and again open to public comment. Last but 

not least, the final collection of proposals goes to our elected officials on Utahôs Capitol Hill. House Bill 45 that becomes effective 

July 1, 2010 is the result of S.B. 211 and the first generation of the changes the Bill had on the Code adoption process. 

 According to my connections at DOPL, processing time for proposals for State Amendments will now be about one-year 

long. Public hearings for proposed State Amendments are May 15 and October 15 of each year. Proposals must be submitted to 

DOPL at least 4 months in advance. For a proposal to make the public hearing for October 15, 2010, the proposal must have been 

submitted to DOPL by June 15, 2010 (yes, you missed it). The four-month lead-time gives the UBCC, Advisory Committees, Labor/

Interim Commission and all other committees the ability to properly review, make recommendation, and hold Public Hearings. For 

all you State Amendment proposers out there; keep June 15 and January 15 in mind when drafting your Amendments. Meeting these 

deadlines is the only way to ensure that your proposal will be heard in a ñtimelyò manner. 

 This is where the State Amendment Committee can help. We dedicate our lives (ok an hour or so a month) to reviewing, re-

searching, educating and everything else State Amendment. We are here to help you with your proposals. Let us help you draft, sub-

mit and represent your proposal as it maneuvers its way through the system. Help us be ñAll Things State Amendmentò. 

 As I write this article, I am anticipating an overwhelming response to the Committeeôs offer to help with State Amendment 

needs (someone please respond) and would like to invite any warm body out there the opportunity to lend a hand to help with our 

mission to provide information, training and guidance in all things State Amendment. We meet the 3rd Wednesday of every Month at 

9:00 am at the Roy City offices. The meetings usually last a little over an hour and are full of funny stories told by Jason Nelson of 

South Jordan and Tracy Halladay of Roy City. Between to two of them, there are plenty of laughs. Come and have a good time 

(weôll work some business in there somewhere). 

 Contact me and weôll put you to work at our meeting scheduled for July 21, 2010. Tom Dickinson 435-716-9033 or via email 

tom.dickinson@loganutah.org 

Link to State Amendments:  http://www.dopl.utah.gov/laws/state_construction_code.pdf 

mailto:tom.dickinson@loganutah.org
http://www.dopl.utah.gov/laws/state_construction_code.pdf


     In these days of micro wave popcorn, instant mes-

saging and tweeting, sometimes itôs nice just kicking 

back, relaxing and enjoying a beverage or a cocktail if 

you prefer with good friends and loved ones. I recently 

had an opportunity to do just that.  We went to Straw-

berry Reservoir, fishing and telling stories. The fishing 

was not all that great, however the stories have some-

how transformed into astonishing feats of balance and 

dexterity and even some that amused, well, maybe it 

wasnôt the look of amusement on the innocent bystand-

ers, maybe because they were soaked when it was all over. I laugh every time I hear that story, 

probably because it wasnôt about me.  

 Weôve been having an ñunofficialò fishing contest for the past 10 years. I have no idea at 

this point who is even ahead. I was reflecting on our past trips, while he untangled our lines for the third time in just as many hours, at least this 

time he cut his line and not mine. You see he fishes with spider wire and that stuff floats all over the place, Iôm sorry we are going to get tangled. 

In case you didnôt notice I hate that stuff. Sorry back to the story.   It amazed me that we had been doing this for ten years. We go about our jobs 

day in and day out and time really flies by. It had been a while since I heard those stories; somehow they are still funny, maybe because someone 

else was hearing them for the first time.  ñYou had to be thereò really doesnôt apply to these stories because you can actually see the pain on our 

faces as we tell them,  besides there are pictures for some of them, or at least the aftermath.  

 Mike Davis has been a co-worker, friend and someone I confide in for all of those ten years.  We have been through a lot in the past 10 

years. We use to play practical jokes on each other for the first couple years, just ask him about the sunflowers, or his ñsun burntò ear. We de-

cided to refocus our joking ways towards others, Stewart Murrayôs mower incident, John Saunders toy motorcycle with pontoons so he could be 

in the ñboatingò click or Jerry Thompsonsô good driving award, yes there is the occasional opportunity to play a joke on each other. Now that we 

work in separate jurisdictions those opportunities donôt present themselves as often, which 

is a good thing, so we stick perfecting our story telling.  They say (whoever ñTheyò are) that 

the best days of owning a boat are the day you buy it and the day you sell it. That may be 

true, but it is a labor of love, and MONEY. All the years I have owned my boat I have tried 

to make the best of every trip. Maybe it is my age or maybe I am just slowing down, they 

seem to be getting better. Hope to see some of you at the lake.  

 Oh ya, Mikey, a carp is a fish, weôre counting them!!!! 


