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The Oregon Mechanical Officials Association is dedicated to providing a professional
environment for mechanical code officials and industry professionals to share
knowledge and educate each other to enhance the public welfare.

CALL TO ORDER:
First Vice President John Corliss called the meeting to order at 12:36 p.m., October 22, 2015.

ATTENDANCE:
Executive Board members present included: First Vice President John Corliss. Also present
were Dave Eubanks, Bob Wentz, Mark Heizer, Troy Skinner, Randy Soelberg, Scott Anderson
and OMOA’s administrative services manager Cory Cross.
MOTION: Bob Wentz moved and it was seconded that the minutes from the July 16, 2015,
meeting be approved as amended. Motion approved unanimously.

OMOA COMMITTEE REPORTS:
Education Committee: John Corliss reported on the 2015 Fall Institute. He thought the institute
went well, but emphasized that OMOA will not be able to continue putting on the Institute unless
more members step up to help. Cory will send the evaluation summaries of the Institute classes
to John so he can give a further report at the next meeting.
Code Change Committee: No report

1

Scholarship Committee: Troy Skinner suggested that OMOA should support the PCC Building
Inspection program with scholarships. Scott Anderson suggested that OMOA representatives
should go to PCC and let them know about the OMOA and encourage students to join and
participate in the association.

CODE DISCUSSION:
October code discussion, Happy Valley Q & A, and Mark Heizer meeting minute updates have
been appended at the end of the minutes.
OLD BUSINESS:
There was no old business.
NEW BUSINESS:
Randy Soelberg said that he thinks the radon section of the code should be changed.
The members discussed ways to do a more vibrant outreach so more people are aware of what
OMOA does. Mark Heizer asked if any OMOA members went to the Tri-County meetings in
Oregon City. Randy Soelberg suggested that members get email addresses of inspectors in
various jurisdictions so they can reach out to more people about OMOA’s meetings and code
discussions.
The members discussed a new structural support product called CLT (Cross Laminated Timber)
that is being developed.
Scott Anderson introduced some ideas for the 2016 OMOA Short School:
• Mechanical Rooms, Refrigerator Rooms, Mechanical Rooms for Boilers/Chillers
incorporating combustional air and the Energy Code.
• Hydronics, seismic attachments, support & ceiling insulation, direction of travel. Using
electronic technology in the field.
ADJOURNMENT:
The meeting was adjourned at 2:43 p.m.
Respectfully,
Cory Cross
Administrative Services Mgr.
Next OMOA Membership Meeting
12:30 P.M., Thursday, November 19, 2015
Marion County Public Works
Silverton Road, Salem
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10/22/15 OMOA Code Discussion
From Happy ValleyCrawl-space ventilation/radon mitigation in unusually tall/large areas prone to moisture.
ORSC Ch 4 and Appx F
(see written Q and A from Mark H. for complete discussion on this one)
Consensus is the local AHJ has the authority to require adequate method/design for approval.

From DallasPerformance duct sealing certification for choosing additional measures #3 or #5.
Ch 11 section N1101.1
The ORSC changed Table N1101.1(2) footnote b from requiring the work to be done by a contractor
certified by Oregon Dept of Energy (ODOE) to a technician certified by the Performance Tested Comfort
Systems (PTCS) program administered by the Bonneville Power Administration (PBA).
Q: What are Jurisdictions receiving at final inspections for verification of duct sealing when they have
chosen additional measure #3 or #5 from Table N1101.1(2)?
A: Consensus is we should be getting the “PTCS Duct Sealing Certification Form” filled out by a certified
technician doing the performance testing of the system. As currently, this form is the only one available
from the BPA to satisfy this requirement.

From CorvallisGas insert installed within a masonry chimney; clearance to cabinets.
ORSC Ch 18 section M1801.3.4 Exception
Q: Can you build cabinets around a masonry fireplace when a gas insert has been permitted?
A: According to the exception in 1801.3.4, when a listed chimney liner is installed per MII and UL 1777,
the clearance for the original masonry chimney do not have to be met. However, clearances from the
Manufacturer of the new insert will have to be met.

From Eugene-

FYI “New product info”
An issue at the U of O EMU remodel arose when an inspection was taking place and inspector found a
buried gas line under concrete. The piping was covered without a tracer wire so the contractor searched
for a solution and found a “Plastic Gas Line Tracer Kit” which is an internal tracer for plastic pipe. It has
an abrasion resistant polymer jacket over fiberglass over 22 AWG copper wire. The tracer is said to be
listed and approved as a retro-fit tracer wire inserted into the gas piping.
Shared Type I Hood duct for three fast food restaurants.
OMSC Ch 5 section 506.3.5
Q: Can one store open while other two are still under construction?
A: Section 506.3.5 has clear conditions where a shared duct system could be allowed. First, all
interconnected hoods are located within the same story. Second, All interconnected hoods are located
within the same room or in adjoining rooms. Third, Interconnecting ducts do not penetrate assemblies
required to be fire-rated. And Fourth, The grease duct system does not serve solid-fuel-fired appliances.
After meeting all the above requirements, plus dampers meeting UL 710 where included and part of the
listing of the hoods, and the suppression system was tested and approved, and all OESC requirements
are met for variable speed exhaust and makeup air, the consensus is yes if hazards from that hood could
be isolated from the rest of the system.
Hearth Extension material for wood stoves.
ORSC M1410.2, OMSC 903.2, 905.3
Q: Can a carpet pad sold by the Heating supply store be used as a hearth extension.
A: As long as it meets the UL 1618 standard, is listed and labeled for that use, and installed as per MII.
Existing factory-built chimney compatibility with new EPA Wood Stove
Q: Are you required to install a new factory-built chimney when replacing old wood stove with a new
EPA compliant wood stove?
A: Because there is a temperature rating of 1700℉ for older wood stoves and newer stoves have a
higher temperature rating of 2100℉ there may be concerns. Both ORSC 1005.3 and OMSC 805.2
require the chimney to be type HT and meet UL 103 standard. Mark Heizer agreed to research this topic
and have more info at the next meeting.

For the OMOA group and the question on existing chimneys (and attaching a replacement wood stove to an existing
chimney):
Here is the section I was looking for: M1801.3. It allows connection to an existing chimney or vent if that vent is
currently in good shape and has adequate draft.
M1801.3 Existing chimneys and vents.
Where an appliance is permanently disconnected from an existing chimney or vent, or
where an appliance is connected to an existing chimney or vent during the process of a new installation, the
chimney or vent shall comply with Sections M1801.3.1 through M1801.3.4.
M1801.3.1 Size.
The chimney or vent shall be resized as necessary to control flue gas condensation in the interior of the chimney
or vent and to provide the appliance,or appliances served, with the required draft. For the venting of oil-fired
appliances to masonry chimneys, the resizing shall be done in accordance with NFPA 31.
M1801.3.2 Flue passageways.
The flue gas passageway shall be free of obstructions and combustible deposits and shall be cleaned if
previously used for venting a solid- or liquid-fuel-burning appliance or fireplace. The flue liner, chimney inner
wall or vent inner wall shall be continuous and free of cracks, gaps, perforations, or other damage or
deterioration that would allow the escape of combustion products, including gases, moisture and creosote.
M1801.3.3 Cleanout.
Masonry chimneys shall be provided with a cleanout opening complying with Section R1003.17.
M1801.3.4 Clearances
Chimneys and vents shall have airspace clearance to combustibles in accordance with this code and the chimney
or vent manufacturer’s installation instructions.
Exception:
Masonry chimneys equipped with a chimney lining system tested and listed for installation in chimneys in
contact with combustibles in accordance with UL 1777, and installed in accordance with the manufacturer’s
instruction, shall not be required to have a
clearance between combustible materials and exterior surfaces of the masonry chimney. Noncombustible
firestopping shall be provided in accordance with this code.
Some MII’s ask for UL 103 HT whenever connecting to a factory chimney (new or existing). This appears to be relevant to
a desire for greater protection during a creosote fire.
There’s an avenue for not requiring the HT (this section was found during the discussion with the fireplace installer).
I will check in more detail on Monday whether UL 737 listing requires the HT chimney (per M1414.1) or whether NFPA
211 has specifics about the HT chimney.
Thanks,
Mark Heizer, PE, LEED AP I Mechanical and Energy Code Specialist I Oregon Building Codes Division I PO Box 14470 I Salem, OR
97309-0404 I 503-373-0205 I mark.r.heizer@oregon.gov I http://bcd.oregon.gov

