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BE IT REMEMBERED that Day 1 of an Elevator
Technical Advisory Committee Meeting was held via
Microsoft Teams videoconferencing at 8:30 a.m. on
Tuesday, February 8, 2022, before Mary Jo Fratella,
Washington State Certified Court Reporter.

The Technical Advisory Committee

Tfacilitators were Melissa Eriksen and Paoakalani

Naipo.
* * * *
PROCEEDINGS
MR. NAIPO: All-righty. So, with that,
we"ll get started. So, I just want to thank everyone

for their time and willingness to partake iIn this work
that we"re going to be doing over the next three days.
Hopefully it will not take the whole three days, but
it"s going to be a lot of work and 1t"s all dependent
on the effort that you guys put In and how quickly
we"re able to come to a consensus on these things.

What we"re going to do real quickly i1s, first and
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foremost, 1"m going to swap our agenda around a little
bit. 1"m going to go over this stuff first and then

we"ll go to the safety tip and introductions.

Meeting Purpose

So, the purpose for today"s meeting is, like it
says 1t says right up here, start review of all WAC
changes and garner a vote for the stakeholder group
you represent by either voting yea, nay, or abstain.
One of the -- One of the biggest things 1 want people
to understand, and 1 sort of alluded to 1t In e-mails
that 1°d sent out, i1s this TAC Committee is not here
to really discuss or find out how our program IS going
to do this. The how comes after we define the why,
okay. And then there"s going to be the what, so
that"s what we"re doing, is what is being proposed
something that i1s going to positively effect either
the safety of those that are riding conveyances,
working on them, or you as the stakeholder, as a

building owner, general contractor, so on so forth.
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So, I don"t mean to cut off anybody when people start
asking, you know, "How is the program going to do
that?" or 1 see that the conversation is going that
way. Those are conversations that will be had. 1It"s
just right now, without knowing whether or not we"re
going to do this or not, we don"t really need to
discuss the how, and a lot of people want to figure
how you"re going to do that, "This isn"t place for
this', "Well, this isn"t the place for that.” Those
conversations will be had at the ESAC level, as well
as when the program finally gets the list from the TAC
from the recommendations you guys put forward and ESAC
signs off on them, and our program knows, hey, our
stakeholders want this, so how do we make this happen,
and that"s when we define the how.

We will be reaching out to stakeholders and let
them know, ""Hey, this is what"s going -- You guys
submitted this stuff. This i1s our plan to get this
implemented”™, whether 1t"s a time frame, whether 1t"s
a budget change that we"re going to have to make.
Those conversation will be had. It"s just this i1s not

the place for that.
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Agenda

As far as our agenda goes, how i1t breaks down is
So we"re starting with our meeting purpose, going over
the agenda, rules of engagement, and what this is 1s,
hey, these are the rules of our conversation today,
how 1t"s going to go. Yes, this is not set in stone,
things can change. Just understand that, as well as
understanding the roles and responsibilities of the
people who are here.

As you can see, we have quite a few people in
attendance. A lot of people are here just to observe
what"s going on, which is totally fine and great
because we want them to understand the process that
we"re going through or that you guys are going through
as the Technical Advisory Committee and the
conversations you have and whether we"re going to move
forward on these things or not. I1°11 give you guys
the opportunity to ask any questions and
clarifications on things regarding the rules of
engagement or the whole meeting purpose. Then we will
go over the safety tip that Melissa will be giving you

hopefully here in the next few minutes. And then
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we" 1l take about 15 minutes to go over the
introductions, and the introductions I don"t know i1f
we want do just the voting members of the TAC or
everyone iIn attendance, I"m not quite sure, so just
the TAC, I"m assuming. Okay, so just the voting TAC
members. Melissa will be going over the introductions
for 1t.

We will be having breaks. Right now 1 have
breaks scheduled for 9:30, 11:00, 1:30, and 3:00. We
can take more, okay. Because this i1s a virtual
environment, 1 want to make sure everyone stays
engaged. If I see you guys start falling off and
fading out, hey, 1If we need to take a break we"ll take
a break. If a discussion starts getting a little
heated, we will take a break, you know, come back and
reconvene, and let people take a breath, and, you
know, relax a little bit, and we"ll come back. So,
there will be multiple breaks allotted for everyone.
We* 11 take lunch at about 12 o"clock, depending on
where the conversation is. Again, 1T we end a big
conversation maybe prior to 12:00 we may take it a
little early or, i1f there"s a conversation going on,
it may be pushing past noon, but at least you
understand, hey, around noon-ish we"ll be having a

half hour lunch.
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We hope to begin everything, the WAC review at
about 9:30 -- oh, 1 skipped over that, sorry -- and
then lunch at 12:00. We"l1l come back at 12:30,
continue that, hoping to close and review all the
stuff that we got done and close by about 4:50, and
then adjourn at five o"clock. And, then, we"ll start
back up at 8:30 tomorrow morning, and tomorrow morning
we"re going to just jump right in where we left off
today and hit the ground running with what I™m
hoping -- In a perfect world I"m hoping that we can
get through all the WAC changes today and get a
consensus on your stakeholder vote on whether you"re
voting, yea, nay, or abstaining from i1t, so that way
tomorrow we can start with what I believe is a heavy
load of codifying both 17.1 and the changes in 18.1.

All right. With that being the plan for today
and the agenda, does anybody have questions about
this? Does anybody -- Does everybody understand, hey,
this 1s the framework that we"re going to try to work
under, these are some of the roles that we"re going to
be doing, anybody have questions for that? Nothing?

Can 1 get a thumbs up from people who, "Hey, 1 got

this. 1 understand where we"re going." All right,
cool. 1 appreciate i1t. Thank you, everyone.
Yes, Jan?
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MS. GOULD: Sorry, just raised my hand
instead of waving. Sorry.
MR. NAIPO: No worries, no worries. All

right.

Rules of Engagement

Roles and Responsibilities - Voting Members and

Non-Voting Members/Observing Participants

MR. NAIPO: Rules of Engagement. | know
that terms sounds a little quite military-ish and
militant, but 1t"s not. 1It"s just the rules that
we"re going to try to get this work done. The main
thing 1s, 1f you can, we"re here for eight hours for
three days, okay, please try not to work on work items
and try not to answer any phone calls, e-mails.

Please leave your cell phone away from your purview as
much as possible because we want you guys to be -- we

want you to participate as much as possible, okay, and
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iT we have those other distractions, unfortunately it
can take us away from you possibly hearing something
or something that you can address maybe for another
stakeholder as far as a question they have, you may
the have answer; so, please, out of respect for
everyone, if you could, we"re all here, we"re all
staring at each others®™ mugs from the chest up, let"s
just get through this stuff as quick as we can. But
at the same time I need people to understand the value
of the vote that you have, okay.

We are giving you guys the opportunity to vote
yes, no, or if you want to abstain from voting, okay.
Yes means, hey, you understand that this is a positive
thing, whether i1t be for safety or whether i1t"s
positive for your stakeholder group, great, move
forward with 1t. If you don"t believe 1t"s covering
anything that really i1s going to help your
stakeholders out, but you can see the value In 1It, it
doesn®"t mean you have to vote nay. If you can step
outside your box and the people that you represent,
and you can look at, hey, this doesn"t affect us, but
it possibly can affect those guys possibly over there,
you can feel free to vote yea for that as well. Just
because 1t doesn"t affect you directly doesn®"t mean

you have to vote nay or abstain from anything, okay.

10

CAPITOL PACIFIC REPORTING, INC. (800) 407-0148




TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE MEETING

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

Nay means, hey, exactly that, 1 don"t think this i1s a
positive thing for my stakeholder group, which is
totally fine, and you can vote no for that.

Abstain. 1 don"t know i1f we"ll get a lot of
abstaining on this, but i1f you totally feel like, hey,
I —- 1 don"t feel educated enough on this, 1 don"t
understand the impact to 1t, I really don"t believe it
impacts us iIn a positive or negative way, and you can
remove yourself from that vote by abstaining from i1t.

Once we get to vote tallies, depending how some
thing -- some things weigh out, we may have to
re-vote, that"s fine, but we"ll try to make, again,

the voting process as quick as possible.

Microsoft Teams How-To

Turn on Camera

Please make sure your camera is on, again just
out of respect for everyone. 1 know not everyone can
see everyone, but once someone starts talking they“re

going to pop iIn to how ever many tiles you have on

11
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your -- on your screen. So, just because you can"t
see someone doesn"t mean we can"t -- they don"t have

their camera on.

Raise Hands

MR. NAIPO: Sergey"s got a question. Yes?

MR. DOLGIKH: Yes, Paoa. You“"re speaking of
voting mechanism, but how do we physically vote to
reflect what we"re voting on, like 1s there a specific
checkmark somewhere that everybody sees or a hand up
for a yea and we do thumbs down for nay? | mean
what"s -- what do we do?

MR. NAIPO: So, what I"m thinking is that
when -- Yes, Melissa?

MS. ERIKSEN: What Paoa would like you to do
is when he says, "If you vote yea," i1f you"re voting
yea, raise your hand. When he asks if you“"re voting
nay, raise your hand, is anybody abstaining, raise
your hand. That"s how we"re going to count.

MS. DOLGIKH: That"s fabulous. Thank you.

MR. NAIPO: But since we can"t see

12
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everybody, because right now I don®"t have 25 tiles on
my screen, should they raise their hand physically or
should they raise their hand like they"re going to ask
a question?

MS. ERIKSEN: So, 1 need everybody to raise
your hand like you"re going to have a -- like you have
a question, and the reason why that works is because I
have the participation list up and I can count
everybody.

MR. NAIPO: Okay. So, 1f everyone doesn"t
know, up In the top right hand corner you®"re going to
see a little smiley face with a little hand on 1t. If
you click on that, 1t"1l drop down different icons
that"s presented to you, the one on the far right, or
ifT you also hit Control, Shift, and K that will also
raise your hand letting people know, hey, this is how
you"re voting. And, then, when you hear that, "Hey,
the votes have been counted for yea", go ahead and
remove your hand so that way we can go on to the
people who are voting nay, all right.

So, please make sure your camera is on.

13
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Mute

MR. NAIPO: Please make sure when you"re not
speaking to mute your mic. Unfortunately in a virtual
real-- virtual reality -- iIn a virtual setting if
multiple people are having a conversation someone 1S
going to cut off because this does not capture stuff
in stereo and broadcast it out iIn stereo. It"s really
just one channel. So, 1If three or four people are
talking, someone®s not -- we"re not going to be able
to hear one of the people saying stuff; so, please,
out of respect for everyone, try to stay muted, and
when you need to -- you have something to iInterject,
raise your hand, raise your hand and we"ll call on
you, or you can just unmute yourself and when the

opportunity arises you can start to speak.

Housekeeping

MR. NAIPO: Yes, Dylan, did you have a
question?

MR. LATHE: Yes. How soon after you vote do

14
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you lower your hand because that®"s going to be
important.

MR. NAIPO: Once Melissa gives you the okay
that she"s counted all of the yeas, the nays, and so
forth, at that point then you®"ll be able to lower your
hand.

MR. LATHE: Thanks.

MR. NAIPO: I figure i1t might take us a
couple rounds to get used to this; so, i1t"s okay.

Feel free to ask clarifying questions, okay. Like I
saild, each vote counts, okay. Just because i1t doesn"t
maybe impact your stakeholders, they still are going
to impact someone else that"s represented here. So,
ifT you can think outside the box and, hey, 1 can see
where this would be a positive for them, please feel
free to do that because I don"t want people to feel
like they"re voting emotionally or anything like that.
I want you guys to feel like you"re making an educated
vote, and if you don"t feel, like 1 said, that you got
it, you can abstain from 1t or ask more clarifying
questions to see 1T you can get to that point to where
you feel confident in making a recommendation of yea,
nay, or an abstain.

Yes, Carl?

MR. CARY: Do we need to introduce ourselves

15
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before we speak or anything like that, or do we
need -- because | know there"s a court reporter, so do
we need to say, "Carl Cary', blah, blah, blah, or
something like that?

MR. NAIPO: Yes, yeah, as best as possible.
So, yes, when you raise your hand or you ask a
question and you start to speak, like you said, 'Hey,
Carl, this i1s Carl Cary"™, and then state your question
and everything like that, and, then, whoever is going
to answer that, do the same thing, so...

So, as far those TAC members iIn attendance, you
are able to speak and conversate on these changes and
the like. ESAC members or anyone else that"s
observing, unless you®"re called upon, please make sure
you stay muted, all right. 1 know In an in-person
type setting, you know, i1t"s a lot easier to just have
conversation and call upon people, but iIn this -- the
intent of this i1s really to have the people who
volunteered for this, the TAC members, to be able to
have the conversations on their feelings for these WAC
changes, okay.

Once we start going over the WAC rule changes,
as well as the code changes, questions and
clarifications are going to be open, so what"s going

to happen is 1™m going to tell you guys the proposal

16
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number, the WAC rule that"s being amended or changed,
and then we will go over the rationale and then the
change for i1t. 1 want you guys to understand that
rationale and intent is, | believe, one of the most
important things in writing law because once people
lose sight of the rationale that this law was put in
place, it then becomes someone®s opinion on what it
iIs, and we"ve just gone through something like that
because someone had a differing opinion that"s been --
this 1s the opinion of previous people because they
understood the intent of i1t, well, then, this new
person had read it and didn"t understand the intent,
and, therefore, they made a totally different judgment
on something because of how they believed 1t was read.
So, we want to look at the rationale and the intent
first and foremost, and, hey, do we understand that,
is that good, all right, cool, does this change to the
WAC create that and do what this person was trying to
have done.

So, we"re going to give you guys the opportunity
to ask guestions. Once questions are posed, anybody
who is giving an answer you will have two minutes,
okay, to give that answer and to reply. We will then
have to take on additional questions, and, again,

anyone who replies to that question you will have two

17
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minutes to give that reply to the question. Again,
this was just in time to help us get the amount of
volume of work that we have.

Does anybody have questions about that? Once
questions are done, then we"ll take time to vote. But
does anybody have questions about how this process is
going to work when we go from each line item, anybody?

All right. The main thing is please have
respect for those who are -- who may have differing
opinions than you, okay. The job of this TAC is not
to change people®s minds. It"s just to educate them
and let them make an educated decision on whether this
change to them i1s going to impact their stakeholders
In a positive or negative way. That"s it. We"re not
here to change people®s minds, just really educating
them and then letting them make that educated

decision, all right.

Questions/Clarifications

MR. NAIPO: So, outside of that, does
anybody have any questions about the agenda, rules of

engagement, or anything like that that we"ve gone over

18
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so far? Any questions, going once, going twice. All
right. Well, thank you guys very much again. Looking
forward to --

MS. ERIKSEN: Hold on.

MR. NAIPO: Did someone have their hand
raised? I1"m sorry, | missed it.

MR. BARNHART: This is Paul Barnhart from
UL, and I apologize, I don"t recall who 1s a TAC
member and who is not. I think I am, but 1 wanted to
verify that before voting started.

MR. NAIPO: You are. You are a voting,
member, Paul.

MR. BARNHART: Okay. And 1"ve got my
associate, Tim Evans, with me and, obviously, 1 think
we should just have one vote; Is that correct?

MR. NAIPO: Yeah. We have you both down as
a voting member for -- Melissa, how would that be
handled when each of their -- Is i1t safe to say that
you both represent the same thing and that if one
votes yea the other one i1s going to vote yea, as well?

MR. BARNHART: Oh, yeah, I"m certain of --

MR. NAIPO: Okay. The reason Tim got
involved was because I wasn"t sure | was going to make
anything; so, we"re both here.

MR. NAIPO: Got it.

19
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MR. BARNHART: We"ll have one vote. 1711 do
the voting unless 1 assign it to Tim, thank you.

MR. NAIPO: All right. Anybody else have
any questions? All right, moving on. Safety tip and
then introductions.

MS. ERIKSEN: Candace, you had a question?

MS. LAU: Yeah, just a quick question. 1
know In the past we had friendly amendments to some of
these things. Are we doing that this year or iIs that
something that we"re not able to do?

MR. NAIPO: So, I think i1t is unfair for us
to think that people who submitted these changes know
how to write laws, and rules, and so forth, so the
main thing iIs, time permitting, we will do as much
editing to this as we can so that we can hand out the
best product to the ESAC as possible, but, if we don"t
have time to make those edits, which we were going to
do on the very last day if we have time, then that
will be part of the work that the ESAC has to do,
unfortunately, is to get this verbiage correct. But,
yes, we will be tracking which ones you, as the TAC,
feel need, hey, a little tweaked. We"re trying to get
together as much notes as we can, but I don®"t want to
make this an editing session because editing becomes

people®s opinions and 1t can draw this process out a

20
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little bit longer than the tight time frame that we
have, so... But, yes, will be allowing edits to be

done.

Safety Tip

MS. ERIKSEN: All right. Cool. Hi, I™m

Melissa. Let"s talk safety. So, for those of you who

have never attended an L & I function, this i1s a fun
thing we like to do. So, I"m sitting there this
morning going, "Crap, 1 still have no idea what I™m
going to talk to you guys about™, and then 1 pulled
out my straight hair. Thankfully 1 did not burn
myself this time, however 1 have iIn the recent past.
So, I1'm like, "getting burned"”, yes, let"s talk that.
So, that"s what we"re doing.

There are for types of burns. There"s first,
second, third, and fourth degree burns. Fourth is
something that was new to me. And what are your
symptoms. Symptoms of burns: Your first degree is

red, and i1t"s painful, and your skin is there"s no

blistering. Second is red and painful skin. There is

blistering and there®s swelling. Third degree burns

21
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to skin can be white, black, deep red, or charred
unfortunately, and i1t could be painful, and i1t could
be numb. Fourth degree is there is zero feeling and
that"s because i1t"s pretty horrific.

What are causes? So, we all know the sun burn
I"m probably the most pale person you®ll ever meet iIn
your life and 1 can burn thinking about the sun. So,
there®s that. That"s obvious. Cooking, we all get
burned during cooking. There®"s thermal burning,
radiation, friction. |If we all have ever had a rug
burn or a wood burn, not fun. Electricity, chemicals
and cold.

So, how do you treat this? First degree
everybody goes to aloe. So, aloe is a great topical
treatment for a burn. Grab your grandma®s cold cream,
if there are those of us who are old enough to
remember what that is sitting on the bathroom counter,
it"s always a great go-to. There"s neosporin, there"s
burn cream, you have your acetaminophen and your
Ibuprofen for pain and swelling. Second degree, same,
neosporin, and burn cream, acetaminophen, and
Ibuprofen. Third and fourth degree you need to see a
doctor.

So, what can you do 1f someone gets burned? And

I think we need to remember that sometimes everybody

22
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will get burned differently because we all -- our skin
and what have you is different. So, i1t can be, you
know, like 1 said, sunburn, it can be you"re cooking
and you spill water on you, or you touch the element
or a hot pan. For those of us who are parents or
grandparents or who have been around children at all,
there 1s multi-tasking involved and a lot of times
you"ll have a baby in one arm and you®"ll be cooking iIn
another and the heat coming from what you®re cooking
it can hurt that baby"s skin because 1t"s a lot
thinner than ours. There"s that. There"s seatbelts.
Seatbelts and the interior of your car on a hot summer
day, we all know that this is hot. Metal slides and
going to the park.

One of the newest trends is -- iIn the beauty
world is freezing your fat off; so, that"s really,
really cold, and the cold can burn you just as much.
Just being cognizant of your surroundings and what
you"re doing so that you can be careful.

What can you do? |If you"re not the one burned
and you"re with somebody get them away from whatever
that cause i1s. If 1t"s an electrical burn make sure
that the electricity is turned off before you"re going
near them or around them. In some cases remove

anything that might be rubbing or constricting; so,
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this i1s for like your first and second degree burns,
which is what we"re all basically going to be dealing
with, for the most part. Make sure that nothing is
rubbing. Cover the burned area with a clean cool
washcloth or a slightly wet, not dripping, slightly
wet bandage. That will help protect the burn area.
Don"t put large serious burns iIn water, and there"s
two reasons for that, actually. Your skin Is super
duper hot and you dunk that area in cold and i1t can
actually lead to hypothermia, which i1s a whole
different thing that you don"t want to deal with.
Just like when you get hurt, 1f you can keep the
burned area above the heart as much as possible. And,
then, depending on the type of burn and again who that
person is because we all react differently, watching
for signs of shock; so, that looks like fainting,
dizziness, pale skin, shallow breathing. |If you
notice any of these things, try raising the -- putting
the feet and legs, elevating them, and i1f somebody is
going to get sick, which is a natural reaction, if
they“re laying down roll them over.

So, what do you not do? This first one kind of
surprised me because the first thing | was ever taught
about getting burned when cooking i1s, oh, you burned

yourself, put it under water, and where, yes, that"s a
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good go-to, i1t"s not always the best go-to. Using
really cold water, using ice, It actually damages the
burn and your skin a lot more, and we don"t want to do
that. Another thing you don"t want to do i1s, If It"s
a burn that breaks the skin, you don"t want to put it
under water or have water introduced to i1t because it
introduces bacteria and you"re dealing with a whole
different type of infection there.

Like I said, 1 can burn thinking about the sun,
which means 1 have probably had every, you know,
remedy used on me known to man and then some. My
favorite was when we lived in Louisiana. The first
thing they grabbed for was the butter. 1°m not a
steak; please don"t cook me. It doesn"t -- It smells
good, 1t smells way better than the vinegar, but it"s
bad, and if there®"s any chance that your burn is going
to get worse or if it"s open, i1t"s layered in butter,
lard, vasoline, that"s all stuff that has to be
removed by a doctor; so, just save the person some
trouble. Even 1f that"s you, don"t do that.

IT something 1s not -- 1 told you earlier if
something is going to rub against the burn, remove it;
however, 1f that thing you®"re trying to remove is not
removing immediately, do not remove 1t. 1°m not even

going to get into why, but just don"t. And, then,
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depending upon how intense the burn i1s, do not give
that person anything by mouth, no water, no food, and,
as much as we might want to comfort them, don"t put a
pillow or something underneath their head because what
that"s going to need for -- because what we"re most
likely looking at there is a serious burn needing a
doctor®s help. It can impair their airway.

So, i1n conclusion, be careful. If -- Just be
aware of your surroundings and hopefully you"ll never
have to use any of those tips | gave you. Thank you.

MR. NAIPO: Do you want to do the

introductions? You"re muted. You"re muted.

Introductions

MS. ERIKSEN: Hi, I"m Melissa, and 1 talk
while being muted. Oh, wrong group. This is not that
support group. Sorry. So, introductions. [I"m going
to call on people so that you can -- not everybody is
talking at once, and 1f you would please say your
first and last name and where you"re from that would

be helpful. So that people do not feel left out, I am
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going to call on active TAC participants. For those
of you, like 1 said earlier, who are observers, we
really appreciate that you"re here and thank you for
joining us, but I*m not going to call on you. So,
just know that In advance.

Let"s start -- Let"s start with Russ. And don"t
be like me and talk while muted. Russ Larson, are
you there?

MR. NAIPO: You"re muted.

MS. ERIKSEN: AIll right.

MR. NAIPO: Oh, there he is.

MR. LARSON: Can you hear me now?

MS. ERIKSEN: Uh-hmm.

MR. LARSON: All right. Perfect. Good
morning, everyone. My name is Russ Larson and I am in
Connecticut right now where 1t i1s 12:03 p.m. So, glad
to be part of the group. Thank you for having me.

MS. ERIKSEN: Thank you. James Alexander.

MR. ALEXANDER: James Alexander, Elevator
Inspector 1 with Labor and Industries. Happy to be
here today.

MS. ERIKSEN: Thank you. Paul.

MR. BARNHART: Paul Barnhart with
Underwriters Laboratories.

MS. ERIKSEN: Thank you. Bob, Bob Oury.
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MR. OURY: Oops, sorry, 1 hit the wrong
button. Bob Oury, Pace Material Handling, electrical
contractor.

MS. ERIKSEN: Thank you. Gerald.

MR. NAIPO: He said he just stepped away.

MR. BROWN: Oh, I"m back. Hi, I"m Gerald
Brown, the Chief Elevator Inspector for Washington

State, and, once again, thanks everybody for being

here.

MS. ERIKSEN: Thank you. Elena.

MS. CAMPBELL: Good morning. I"m Elena
Campbell. 1™"m one of the chief elevator inspectors

for the city of Seattle.

MS. ERIKSEN: Thank you. John Carini.

MR. CARINI: Good morning. My name s John
Carini. 1"m with Sound Transit and I"11 be
representing the building owners and property
managers.

MS. ERIKSEN: Thank you. Carl.

MR. CARY: Carl Cary with Lerch Bates,
elevator consulting, and I will also be representing
building owners.

MS. ERIKSEN: Sergey.

MR. DOLGIKH: Sergey Dolgikh, Elevator

Inspector 11, L & I, in Olympia area. Glad to be
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here.

MS. ERIKSEN: Thank you. Dylan Montgomery.

MR. MONTGOMERY: Dylan Montgomery. 1 am
with the State Fire Marshall®s Office.

MS. ERIKSEN: Thank you. Dylan Turner.

MR. TURNER: Dylan Turner, Greenbusch
Engineering representative.

MS. ERIKSEN: Thank you. Eric.

MR. MILLS: Which one?

MS. ERIKSEN: You.

MR. MILLS: Eric Mills, field mechanic,
Local 19.

MS. ERIKSEN: Thank you.

MS. ERIKSEN: Tim Evans. Okay, maybe he
stepped away. We"ll come back to him. Jan.

MS. GOULD: Greetings. Jan Gould, City of
Seattle, strategic code advisor. Welcome all.

MS. ERIKSEN: Thank you. James Cline.

MR. CLINE: Hi, good morning. James Cline,
Pace Material Handling representing Category 5.

MS. ERIKSEN: Thank you. Jonathan Quiett.

MR. QUIETT: Good morning. Jon Quiett at
Port Orchard, Washington. Well, I guess -- | think
it"s technically 1™m representing the company now, but

it should have been field mechanic. Dylan®s spot.
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MS. ERIKSEN: Thank you. Jonathan Madison.

MR. MADISON: Jon Madison, field mechanic,
basically of Washington area.

MS. ERIKSEN: Thank you. Kevin.

MR. BRINKMAN: Good morning. I1"m Kevin
Brinkman. 1 live i1n central Illinois. The list, I™m
a representing ASME panel member. |1 just need to make
it clear because 1 don"t officially represent ASME.
I"m -- Basically my experience is based on my 25+
years working with the ASME committees and serving on
various committees and stuff. So, I can"t officially
speak for them, but 1"m speaking In my personal
experience.

MS. ERIKSEN: Thank you so much. Dylan
Lathe.

MR. LATHE: Dylan Lathe, L & 1. 1 represent
elevator inspectors.

MS. ERIKSEN: Thank you. Candace.

MS. LAU: Candace Lau, elevator technical
specialist for the Department of Labor and Industries.

MS. ERIKSEN: Thank you. Duane.

MR. LEOPARD: [I1"m Duane Leopard, elevator
inspector extraordinaire for the wonderful city of
Spokane.

MS. ERIKSEN: Thank you. Perry.
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MR. MCKENZIE: Perry McKenzie, Region 2,
elevator inspector supervisor for Labor and
Industries.

MS. ERIKSEN: Thank you. Mike Wilson.

MR. WILSON: Mike Wilson. 1"m representing
elevator mechanics.

MS. ERIKSEN: Thank you, Mike. Patrick.

MR. STRAFER: Good morning, everybody,
Patrick Strafer, IUEC, representing labor. 1 am not
happy to be here. 1°d much rather be in person, but
adapt or die, I guess; so, here we are. Thanks for
being here.

MS. ERIKSEN: We are right there with you,
Patrick. Scott Rudder.

MR. RUDDER: Scott Ruddder, elevator tech
specialist, Labor and Industries.

MS. ERIKSEN: Scott Cleary.

MR. NAIPO: You"re muted. Scott, you“re
muted.

MR. CLEARY: You told me I couldn™t talk;
so, | took i1t serious. Scott Cleary, Mobility
Concepts. I"m the Chair of the ESAC and I"m a
non-voting member.

MS. ERIKSEN: Thank you. Tom Hawks.

MR. HAWKS: I"m Tom Hawks. 1"m i1In southeast
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Washington. 1 represent the grain industry and work
for Northwest Grain Growers.

MS. ERIKSEN: Thank you, Tom. Wade.

MR. FRIESEN: Wade Friesen, Vertical
Options, elevator contractor.

MS. ERIKSEN: Thank you. 1Is Tim back, Tim
Evans?

UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER: He unmuted and now
I"m not sure he"s here yet or not.

UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER: He"s popped up.
There he 1s.

MR. EVANS: Tim Evans representing UL, and
technically i1lliterate this morning. It"s a pleasure
to be here.

MS. ERIKSEN: Thank you so much. You"re 1in
good company. We all are. Some of us just make it
better. All right. So, Paoa, do you want to
officially introduce yourself?

MR. NAIPO: So, yeah, my name is Paoakalani
Naipo. I am a program specialist with the elevator
program and here to herd all you cats iIn getting this
work done, so... No, you"re not cats. Maybe some of
you are dogs. I don"t know. My brain is mush right
now. So, we"re just going to keep going. So, |1

appreciate you guys and thank you guys for all the
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work you guys are about to do.

MS. ERIKSEN: Thank you. So, IT1l finish it
off. I"m Melissa. 1"m with the elevator program. |
have talked with all of you, and, like 1 said, i1f you
have anything specific you need to reach out to, I™m
your girl, reach out.

MR. NAIPO: All-righty. So, with that, our
first scheduled break i1s at 9:30 and what we"ll do 1s
we will just work through these fTirst couple and then
around 9:30 take that break. So, here"s where the

work starts, guys and ladies.

WAC Rule Review

MR. NAIPO: We"re going to start with
proposal 2022.0022. 1t"s regarding WAC 296.96.00650
and 1t"s about removing the guide for inspection of
elevators, escalators, and moving walks, ASME Al17.2
2017. The justification i1s, "This is intended to be a
guide for the iInspection process by iInspectors, not as
a reference code per the section two and the

introduction under application. The second sentence
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states, "It 1s not intended to serve as a basis for
government regulations.® This guide can be referenced
elsewhere 1In our WAC, but because of where It is
housed now it 1s confusing as i1t gives the perception
we are to be using 1t as a reference for issues that
may arise iIn different -- differing inspections.

Which 1s not the intent of this guide.

Any questions regarding that rationale? Any
clarifications needed? Are there any comments
regarding that? Okay. Then, with no one asking
questions and no one asking for any type of
clarifications, 1 feel like we"ll take the first vote.

So, for those voting yea on having the Al7.2
guide removed from our list of adopted codes that our
program enforces, those voting members voting yea
please raise your hand. 1°11 call again. Those
voting for yea, please make sure that your hand is
raised.

Are you good?

MS. ERIKSEN: Thank you.

MR. NAIPO: Okay. So, those who voted yea
can put your hands down. Those voting nay please
raise your hand. All right. Again, if anybody else
iIs wanting to vote nay please raise your hand. All

right. So, it looks like we have a vote cast for
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that.

And if anybody would like to abstain, please
raise your hand at this point, at this time. All
right. Thank you. And moving on.

675(10) 1s being asked to strike out the "and to
allow alternative test methodologies™. Right now 1t"s
stated i1n paren ten: "The Department will not allow
the 8.6.11.10 "Category 5 tests without load via
alternative test methodologies®™ portion of the ASME
Al7.1 to be followed in Washington. Standard testing
as outlined in ASME Al17.1 shall be followed."

"Alternative testing should be allowed.
Alternative testing was added in the 2013 edition of
Al7.1 after passing the rigorous consensus process.
The code recognizes that certain technology allows
safety tests to be performed without the need for
elevator personnel to move heavy weights, thereby
reducing the likelithood of injury to elevator
personnel. Strains and sprains, which are often the
direct result of moving the thousands of pounds of
weights required for these tests, account for over
half of all iInjuries to elevator personnel.
Additionally, the Department retains the ability to
authorize any alternative testing before i1t is

implemented iIn the jurisdiction."
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And 1 apologize. That is regarding proposal
2022.0045. Any questions for clarifications needed on
this? Kevin?

MR. BRINKMAN: Yeah, Kevin Brinkman. 1
think proposal 0001 is basically the same; so, there"s
some additional comments there and rationale, and i1t
might be wise to handle these two together. But I1°d
just like to say that, you know, alternate testing,
you know, has been in the code for a while, and I
think 1t"s something that really can help improve
safety and should be considered very seriously here,
that obviously maintaining the control by the
jurisdiction so that any tests that -- test methods
that are proposed throughout the testing should be
approved by the jurisdiction. They should have the
final say. But I think 1t"s an important addition
that was put in Al17 and 1 think 1t should be allowed
here. Thank you.

MR. NAIPO: All right. And he is correct.
So, what 1°11 do i1s 171l read the rationale on 0001.
Let"s see, where"s that at? There it 1s. Okay.
Submitted rationale for striking, again, the
alternative test methodologies, that®"s been amended.
The rationale on 2022.0001 is: "There i1s no rationale

to prevent using alternative testing. The
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alternative -- alternate test methods are not
mandatory, but simply permitted by code. It has been
demonstrated that these alternative testing methods,
if performed properly, will yield accurate test
results without the use of weights. Persons using
such test equipment must, of course, be properly
trained In 1ts use In order to obtain useable results.
Concerns over inaccuracies by untrained persons
performing such tests with alternative test equipment
are no different than concerns over untrained persons
performing conventional tests. | recommend this
portion of the above rule be repealed.”

So, there are two regarding striking paren ten
and allowing for alternative test methodologies to be
used In the State.

We have a couple questions. 1t looks like Wade.
Wade, 1f you"d like to ask your question.

MR. FRIESEN: Wade Friesen, Vertical
Options. It"s not so much a question as It is a
comment. In 2022.0080 there i1s some contradictory
language where it says that weights are going to be
required under all testing, which seems to contradict
this allowance of the alternate test methods. 1 think
we should address that in conjunction with these other

sections.
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MR. NAIPO: Duane, you had a question, as
well?

MR. LEOPARD: No, it"s more or less a
comment about these alternative methods. 1 was able
to witness a bunch of them like on the 15 elevators.
The equipment used comes out with so much more
information that"s hard to obtain in an actual load
test. It gives out the slide distance, 1T the brake
needs adjusting, or if i1t failed the test. This 1s
something the State really needs to allow, that"s all.

MR. NAIPO: Okay. Thank you. Eric.
MR. MILLS: 1I1*d like to speak out against
this.

THE COURT REPORTER: 1"m sorry, this i1s the
court reporter, can you please identify your name?

MR. MILLS: I"m sorry. Eric Mills, field
mechanic. 1°d like to speak out against 1t. As a
person that used to do a lot of testing I"ve had
multiple pieces fail from sheared linkage, broken
safeties, I"ve had cars not even stop, and without the
weights we don"t know 1f 1t would have been caught.
The weights are what saved people and stopped the
public from being hurt. |1 personally have never been
hurt by rolling weights around and 1°ve rolled tens of

thousands, 1f not hundreds of thousands, of pounds of
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weight both as an apprentice and as a journeyman.
Testing is to save the public and to find pieces of
equipment that have stresses that break, that will
fail when needed. So, 1, for one, think we should say
nay on this.

MR. NAIPO: Jonathan Quiett.

MR. QUIETT: Jonathan Quiett. |1 have to
agree with Eric Mills on this. |[1"ve personally been
involved with many tests where we have actually had
safety devices break under load with weights that had
been previously tested without weights at speed and
have shown no signs of not functioning properly. 1
would have my reservation to know, you know, kind of
what this said and that this -- we"re getting the
training and testing to do it properly for existing
equipment. So, | also am speaking to vote nay against
this.

MR. NAIPO: Thank you. Sergey.

MR. DOLGIKH: So, I raised my hand recently
and then 1 took it down just to hear a difference of
opinions, but 1 will second and third what Eric and
Jonathan spoke to. I"m physically —- I™m —- 1I™m
physically experienced with what happens when a brake
i1s not properly adjusted when you"re rolling weight

into the elevator because it took off from underneath
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me and 1 was walking with that weight in the elevator.
By shear luck I didn"t get hurt. But at the same
token, 1f the weights were not going to be present we
would never find out how the malfunction of the brake
or, like they said, linkages break and such like that,
there 1s a mechanical fairlure. So, you can do all the
alternative testing you want from software, but
mechanical failure is going to be mechanical failure.
So, I would -- I would definitely vote yea -- nay on
that one.

MR. NAIPO: Okay. Jan.

MS. GOULD: 1"m with the three previous.

The last two code cycles the City of Seattle has
scratched the allowance of no weights for similar
concerns. That"s it.

MR. NAIPO: Before we -- Patrick, before we
get to you, I wanted to -- Melissa had her hand up.
Yes, Melissa.

MS. ERIKSEN: This i1s Melissa. 1 have to
remind you guys that when -- even though when we"re
calling on you and saying 1t"s your turn, 'so-and-so
it"s your turn'”, we do need you to say your name
before you say your comment, please.

MR. NAIPO: Patrick.

MR. STRAFER: Okay. Good morning. Patrick
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Strafer, IUEC, representing labor. Like that,
Melissa? |1 did good? 1[1"m going to piggyback off the
other ones and 1 would be a nay, as well. These tests
are not like a bolt stream test where you"re -- where
you"re wrenching on it in order to see when it breaks.
IT 1t doesn”"t break, then i1t"s doing its job. If it
breaks with a load iIn there that"s what"s saving the
public. So, 1"ve moved many weights, as well, not
recently, iIn the last six years In this position, but
it"s there for it to be written that there iIs concerns
of people getting hurt. 1Is there a lot of L & |
claims for Workman®s Comp from pushing test weights,
because this was addressed years ago and i1t got shot
down and now we"re just trying to bring it In to other
language. 1 would be a nay on this, absolutely.

MR. NAIPO: Thank you, Patrick. Jonathan.

MR. MADISON: Jonathan Madison. The same on
the (@naudible/indiscernible) testing. 1°ve done that
for multiple codes, maybe it"s the last 16 or 18
years. With the newer equipment we"re seeing the
lighter duty, i1f you will, we"re seeing multiple
failures that the factory i1s not following, and this
i1s for more than one manufacturer. There have been
recalls out on safeties that they know are failing, so

they switch to other types while these units are still
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being installed. And the valves, 1°ve -- 1"ve had
failures with Jan In Seattle with full load testing on
circuits. The reason we"re putting weights in iIs to
go to that at a straight level to see i1f that
equipment can handle the stress of the riding public.
With the newer equipment that®"s being put out now I
think this i1s absolutely the wrong direction and 1
would speak nay against it.

MR. NAIPO: Thank you. Candace.

MS. LAU: Hi. Candace Law. 1 want to make
a comment that I agree this should be a nay in that we
don"t have witnessing of tests in this state; so, so
many things can happen that we"re not even witnessing
the alternative testing. So, 1t"s really important
that we use full load and do the testing that way as
before.

And, then, the second thing 1 think we need to
clarify exactly, 1 know we"re saying nay and yea, but
we need to clarify that currently the code is written
that we are not allowing alternative testing and this
vote i1s to get rid of "not allowing”™. So, we have to
be really clear on what we"re voting for. | know what
we"re saying, but we need to be clear on how we vote
this because currently In the code, am I correct, I™m

not sure 1f 1"m correct, but currently in the code to
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not allow alternative testing and these proposals are
to get rid of the not allowing, which will allow it.
So, that"s just a comment.

MR. NAIPO: Thank you for that
clarification, Candace, and 1 will definitely make
sure to address that before we vote. Thank you.
Thank you, though. Carl.

MR. CARY: Yes, Carl Cary, and I rise iIn
support of removing this section which will allow
alternate testing. Alternate testing has been
allowable 1In the code since 2013, as stated in the
notes. There was a robust process and a large
discussion that allowed that alternative testing. |IFf
removal of that will save billionaires, who 1
represent, costs, certainly allow that testing to be
completed in a safe manner that will actually provide
additional information that you don"t necessarily get
with standard weight testing. Thank you.

MR. NAIPO: Wade.

MR. FRIESEN: Wade Friesen, Vertical
options. 1 wanted to discuss a couple of things here.
The one -- One i1s the notion that perhaps during new
turnover, 1T this were to be allowed, that the full
load weight testing be required for initial turnover

on new equipment. You know, addressing Candace®s
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concern about verification of the -- of the test, I
think the -- Some of this technology, I am -- I am
quite familiar with the machinery that i1s used to do
this testing, would allow for reports to be printed
and sent to the State for analysis of the data, which
i1s not currently being done with full load testing.
The other thought that 1 have regarding this
stuff 1s that 1 know there"s some manufacturers out
there that are currently using safeties that are,
quote/unquote, disposable. After four or five sets of
the safeties they must be replaced. This would also
allow for those safeties to have a longer life span.

MR. NAIPO: Thank you. Russ Larson.

MR. LARSON: Good morning. 1 just want to
reiterate some of those comments. |1 guess a couple
points. One of them i1s that alternate testing 1is
currently allowed by 17.1, as my colleague pointed
out, that in fact the premise of 17.1 allows the
flexibility to consider new technology for technology
such as this. | feel 1t"s an overreach to disallow it
all together, with the caveat that"s in the proposal
that the AHJ has the ability to review and approve
specific alternative means. Thank you.

MR. NAIPO: Sergey.

MR. DOLGIKH: Sergey Dolgikh, Elevator
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Inspector to Olympia L & 1. To the latest point that
was brought up with Wade and Russ, yes, granted we
could get the reports, and granted the reports are
present on the job sometimes of five year testing
being done, and the parameters are being listed on
there, however with the weights, even with the full
load testing, a lot of times what happens the county
puts the data on the sheets, but it fails the actual
test, and so what happens 1s I"m looking at a one iInch
slide on a 300 foot per minute car and I"m going, ""How
did that happen?' And then -- and then you"re looking
at that data and 1t"s -- technically it"s a fail. So,
there 1s no specific information whether those
safeties had been adjusted during the test. So, i1f we
already have this type of shortcomings as i1t stands to
verify the test, and we are short-handed as 1t stands
to witness every single five year safety test, we at
least have to give the ability to the mechanics to
physically do an actual physical test because,
granted, you can do 1t on the new inspection, that"s
great, but then this elevator runs under certain
conditions in throughout five years and, as we know,
it -- since 1t governs depending on weather
conditions, or type of use, or type of equipment, and

so on and so forth, i1t has specific intervals for
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maintenance and such. So, 1 think five year safety
tests with full load on are imperative to actually
bring out those particular items that may fail
physically as a mechanical device. So, I just wanted
to make that comment because, yeah, we can focus on
the data that can be provided through alternative
testing, but even with today"s testing procedures that
data doesn"t necessarily pass the test and we don*"t
know i1If that test failure i1tem was actually adjusted
to do the test, to pass the test, so, and i1t was
re-tested. So, that"s just my version of comment, but
I just wanted to kind of throw that in there.

MR. NAIPO: All right. So, we"ve got two
more comments and then 1°d like to take a consensus on
whether we"re ready to vote. Remember that these
conversations you can state a point, but 1t"s not to
sit there and have rebuttal conversations back and
forth to try to skew someone, you know. We"re all
trying to give each other the opportunity to, you
know, ask a question, clarify anything that may be
stated. Opinions can happen, as well, that"s fine,
but we"re not here to try to sway someone one way oOr
the other; so, 1 want to make sure people understand
that. But we have now three more comments and then

hopefully we"ll take a consensus on whether we"re
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ready to vote or not.
Kevin, go ahead.

MR. BRINKMAN: Yeah. Kevin Brinkman. Just
wanted to respond to a question that Wade raised about
acceptance testing. All of the alternate testing
methods that 1"m aware of would require a full load
test and acceptance that helps establish the baseline
that"s used for later testing. So, to his point about
the caveat to have the full load test initially,
it"'s —— 1t wouldn™"t be required to make this work.
Thank you.

MR. NAIPO: Thank you, Kevin. Jonathan
Quiett.

MR. QUIETT: Yeah, Jonathan Quiett. My
concern with this, to kind to add to what 1 did
earlier, 1 personally have gone and done the first
Category 5 test on equipment after i1ts been installed
and have ran into multiple situations, both slide
distance on safeties have been egregiously short and
overly long, and, while understanding how the
alternative testing method works, there are times
where there"s been recalls that have not been
completed on pieces of equipment and you may not find
that unless you“"re actually stressing the system the

way 1t"s designed to be stressed with weights on 1i1t.
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With that being said also, we start talking about with
hydraulic elevators there®s sometimes you physically
cannot produce enough back pressure to properly set
overspeed valves without using weights.

MR. NAIPO: Dylan Turner.

MR. TURNER: Dylan Turner, Greenbusch. 1
guess this i1s a question for folks on both sides of
the fence. Have any of you witnessed both the
alternative and the full load test on the same
elevator side by side and are basing this off of an
apples to apples comparison, just curious.

MR. NAIPO: So, before we move on to Wade,
unless Wade has a direct reply to that addressing
Dylan®s comment, does anybody -- has anybody witnessed
the test where i1t sounds like a full load safety test
IS being done on maybe one in a bank on one side and
an alternative was being done on the other; i1s that
correct, Dylan?

MR. TURNER: Yes.

MR. NAIPO: Is that what you"re asking?
Okay. Has anybody witnessed anything like that or be
able to give comments toward that?

MR. LEOPARD: I was trying to raise my hand,
but, yeah, 171l chime in here. | have witnessed side

by side testing. One of the elevators 1 mentioned of
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the 15 did fail. They may have failed emergency
stopping distance. We put weights on it and i1t slid
20 feet, something like that, before i1t even came to a
stop, and it"s only a 300 foot elevator. So, yeah,
I"ve seen them both and they both basically give us
the same results.

MR. NAIPO: Okay. Thank you. Wade.

MR. FRIESEN: Wade with Vertical Options. A
couple of things. One thing | don"t think that we"re
necessarily talking about is whether or not repeated
tests are causing damage to the equipment. There®s
been multiple comments made that, you know, that
testing done after the initial acceptance test has
found failures, and I"m not arguing that fact at all,
I"m sure that"s the case, but, you know, it brings a
question to mind whether or not, you know, the test
every fTive years with a full load i1s causing damage
and over a period of time the equipment fails because
of the testing. And the last point that 1*d like to
make 1Is that the ASME committee reviewed this quite
thoroughly and I"m pretty darn sure that i1t they
hadn®"t shook this all out that this wouldn"t even be
in the code; so, you know, I think that should be
considered, as well, that there®s been a lot of

analysis done to this testing equipment.
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MR. NAIPO: Thank you. Okay. So, what I1°d
like to do now since no one else has their hand
raised, Is there anybody who Is not ready to cast a
vote on this and, i1f so, please raise your hand. All
right. And what I propose is that we are going to be
voting on removing the current WAC that states, "We do
not in the State of Washington allow alternative
testing.” So, 1T you are voting yea for this that
means that you are okay with alternative testing being
done In some form or fashion In the state. If you
vote nay, you are voting that, no, this needs to stay
in the WAC rule the way it 1s now and that"s your vote
on that. If you don"t understand 1t or you don"t --
feel like, hey, i1t sounds like this 1s a pretty
serious thing and you don"t quite -- you"re on the
fence and you don"t know where to go either left or
right, then you can feel free to abstain from this.
But for right now, again, we"ll be casting a vote on
vote proposal 2022.0001, let me put this one and 1711
highlight that, and 2022.0045, which are both for
removing alternative testing.

For those voting yea for removing alternative
testing, please cast your vote now by raising your
hand.

MS. ERIKSEN: This i1s Melissa. 1 need to
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confirm what we"re voting on. You"re voting on
keeping allowing 1t or not allowing 1t.

MR. NAIPO: We"re voting now to remove WAC
296-96-00675(10) that does not allow alternative
testing. So, if someone is voting yes for this, they
are voting to remove that we allow 1t, that we allow
alternative testing to be done.

So, again, 1 ask 1f anyone is wanting to vote
yea, please cast your vote now. All right. Thank
you. Please put your hands down.

And those who are ready to vote -- those who are
ready to vote nay, please raise your hands now, and
you are voting to keep paren ten, which states: The
State of Washington does not allow alternative testing
at this time. All-righty. And, i1f you can, please
lower your hands.

And for those who feel they need to abstain from
this vote, please raise your hands now. All right.
Thank you very much.

So, votes have been cast for 2022.0045 and
2022.0001.

All right. 1t is 9:40; so, at this time we"re
going to take our first five minute break. Melissa,
do you have that five minute timer?

MS. ERIKSEN: Scott has had his hand up.
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MR. NAIPO: Oh. Yes, Scott. Sorry.

MR. CLEARY: Just a point of clarification.
All the proposals that aren”t passed the ESAC will or
will not see those? Are we only going to see the ones
that are approved coming to the ESAC?

MR. NAIPO: It"s my understanding that all
you guys were going to vote on was the ones that
passed. 1 don"t know how 1t was done in the --
previously, but that i1s something that we can confer
on offline.

MR. CLEARY: Okay.

MR. NAIPO: You, Ricky, Gerald, Melissa, and
I, we can talk about that.

MR. CLEARY: Okay. Thank you.

MR. NAIPO: All right. So, with that, go
ahead and toss up, Melissa, the five minute timer and
we will see you guys back in five minutes and we"ll be
starting abruptly as soon as i1t starts. So, you guys
have that timer going.

(Recess taken)

MR. NAIPO: And we are back. So, does
anybody have any questions so far, concerns about how
the first couple have gone, anything, comments? Oh, 1
need to get another job. 1It"s okay, I"m a big dude,

I"ve got thick skin, I can take i1t. Have you got any
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suggestions on how you want this to change? All
right. Then we"ll hit the ground running. Oh,
Sergey, sorry. You"ve got your hand up. What"s up,
man?

MR. DOLGIKH: So, I just wanted to make sure
I understand. When you put green on it does It mean
we voted on i1t or does it means that i1t passed?

MR. NAIPO: It"s just for me to reference
that we"re done with that one and we"re moving on.

MR. DOLGIKH: I gotcha. That"s what 1
wanted to make sure. It was kind of confusing. Green
means usually pass and red not pass, but, anyway,

I don"t know what the scheme 1s.

MR. NAIPO: Well, 1t"s just because 1 know
that there"s some, like sort of Wade alluded to
earlier, you know, that this change here may be
affected by another change that®"s down below. I want
to make sure | try to capture that as much as
possible, so... But, yeah, the green iIs just a
reference for me, like, hey, this one"s done and 1
don"t need to come back to it, so...

So, at this time what 1°d like to do i1s have
Melissa read the vote tallies for proposal 2022.0022.
Melissa.

MS. ERIKSEN: Thank you. This is Melissa.
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So, the vote tallies for 2022.0022, there were 26
yeas, 1 nay, and O abstains.

MR. NAIPO: And now the voting results, and
this 1s regarding two proposals since they were
regarding the same change, regarding proposal
2022.0045 and proposal 2022.0001, can you please read
the vote tallies for both of those.

MS. ERIKSEN: Thank you. For those two
proposals there were 7 yeas, 19 nays, and 1
abstention.

MR. NAIPO: AIll right. Thank you. So,
moving on to the next one, we have proposal number
2022.0047. It"s regarding an amendment to a code
that"s being adopted. The person would like to add
that ASME A18.1 requirement 11.1.12(c) i1s amended to
change weekly operational checks to monthly
operational checks.

The rationale: "The operational checks impose
an undue burden on lift owners to conduct and document
weekly operational checks of their lift equipment
without adding increased safety for the riding public.
Weekly checks are not considered necessary for higher
priority conveyances such as elevators. Many of these
accessibility lifts are only present for code

compliance and never get used by anyone other than
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lift mechanics or state inspectors. Additionally,
many of these lifts are iIn facilities that are only
occupied for a few hours a week such as churches,
event centers, etc.

Jan?

MS. GOULD: Jan Gould. Again, 1°d like to
get clarification of which edition of the Al18 we"re
talking about.

MR. NAIPO: That"s a very good question.
Let me see 1T I can pull 1t for you, unless someone
knows exactly. I1*11 call on -- Oh, Lyall.

MR. WOHLSCHLAGER: Both the current edition
of the A18.1 requires it, as well as the proposed
newly adopted A18.1. So, both editions currently have
a weekly requirement.

MR. NAIPO: Thank you. Dylan, I saw you had
your hand up.

MR. MONTGOMERY: [I"m Dylan
(inaudible/indiscernible) with the State Fire
Marshall®s Office. So, | am actually pretty against
this.

THE COURT REPORTER: [I"m sorry, before you
continue, 1 know your first name is Dylan. Can you
give me your last name, please?

MR. MONTGOMERY: Sorry. Montgomery.

55

CAPITOL PACIFIC REPORTING, INC. (800) 407-0148




TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE MEETING

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

THE COURT REPORTER: Thank you.

MR. MONTGOMERY: Yeah. So, like 1 was
saying, I"m pretty against this because 1 don"t think
the reasoning to be against it is in the rationale for
it because this -- where i1t states that, "Weekly
checks are not considered necessary for higher
priority conveyances such as elevators'™, that"s
because they get used all the time, whereas with these
lifts that are only used a few hours a week and these
aren"t occupied they want weekly because they"re not
being run as consistently as elevators. So, 1 would
think you™d want to maintain the weekly checks.

MR. NAIPO: Thank you. Kevin.

MR. BRINKMAN: Kevin Brinkman. Yeah, 1 just
would echo what Dylan Montgomery just said in that the
reason that it was put into Al18 was concern that these
lifts do sit for long periods of time without being
used, so it was helpful to have a weekly check, just
and it takes, you know, a couple minutes for somebody
to run 1t up and run i1t down just to make sure that
everything is still operational so that i1f somebody
does come iIn that needs the lift 1t"s available to
them. That was the intent.

MR. NAIPO: Thank you, Kevin. Jan.

MS. GOULD: Yes. Again, the question is:
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Are we talking about the 2017 A18.1 and then the 2020
Al18.1 was the question, which edition are discussing?

MR. NAIPO: Lyall -- Lyall addressed that,
stating that i1t"s written that way in both of the --
both of those editions of the code. But i1If -- You're
saying that i1t needs to be amended to show what, like
what reference?

MS. GOULD: No. I was just clarifying.

MR. NAIPO: Oh, okay.

MS. GOULD: Because i1t didn"t say edition.
It says current. Anyway, so I got my question
answered.

MR. NAIPO: All right. Thank you. Any
other questions or clarifications needed before we
cast a vote? Okay. We"re going to cast a vote on
proposal 2022.0047 as far as amending ASME A18.1,
11.1.2(c) to change from weekly to monthly operational
checks.

Those 1In favor of 1t vote yea now and raise your
hand. Again, if would like to cast your vote for yea,
please do that now and raise your hand. All right.
Thank you. Go ahead and lower your hand.

Those who would like to vote nay, please raise
your hand now. Anyone who would like to vote nay

please raise your hand now. All right. Thank you. Go
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ahead and lower your hands.

And then anyone who would like to abstain please
raise your hand now. There was no one wanting to
abstain.

Votes have been cast, and, Melissa, will you
please read the results of proposal 2022.0047?

MS. ERIKSEN: Thank you. This is Melissa.
There were 12 yeas, 14 nays, and 0O abstentions.

MR. NAIPO: All right. Thank you very much.
Moving on to the next one, proposal 2022.0048, again
an amendment to WAC 296-960-00675, they would like to
add that "ASME A18.1 requirements 11.3(c) requiring
that instructions for performing examinations and
tests be kept on site as part of on-site documentation
IS not adopted.™

"The requirement to have instructions for
performing examinations and tests as a part of a
written maintenance plan i1s a valid requirement, but
the need to keep 1t, quote/quote, "on-site”, other
than while performing the examinations and tests,
should not be mandated as many of these instructions
could be considered elevator company proprietary
procedures."

Is there any clarifying questions that or

comments that people would like to pose? All right.
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So, i1t looks like we"ve got two starting. So, Jan, Qo
ahead.

MS. GOULD: Per ASME, this is owned by the
owner, not the elevator company.

MR. NAIPO: Okay. Wade.

MR. FRIESEN: Wade Friesen, Vertical
Options. That"s precisely what I was going to
mention, as well, is that i1f this -- 1If the
information iIs proprietary In some nature and that"s
the rationale for not leaving i1t, you know, for the
building owner or building maintenance people to get
their hands on, i1t should be available from the owner.
It"s ultimately the -- the owner"s elevator.

MR. NAIPO: Thank you. Carl.

MR. CARY: Yeah, Carl Cary. 1 rise to urge
the committee members to also vote no on this for the
reasons stated that the iInstructions for this are the
property of the owner.

MR. NAIPO: Thank you. Lyall.

MR. WOHLSCHLAGER: So, currently do -- when
you have a high rise elevator, all the procedures for
how to perform the tests and how to perform the exams,
are they currently left on site for the owner-"s use,
as well?

MR. NAIPO: Carl.
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MR. CARY: | was going to say, yes, they
are.

MR. NAIPO: Sergey.

MR. DOLGIKH: 1 mostly just have a confusion
a little bit and need some clarification on what are
we voting on. And the other part of this whole thing
is that we are talking about 18.1 here. So, my
understanding i1s the elevators are not part of that.

I mean this i1s accessibility systems we"re talking
about, right? So... And the other part of that
question would be so by voting, by getting this
amendment to a (inaudible/indiscernible) standard,
we"re basically saying that we should not require
documentation to be kept on site, iIs that my
understanding?

MR. NAIPO: For Al18.1 equipment, yes, that
doesn™"t need to be kept on-site.

MR. DOLGIKH: Right. And so -- And so prior
we spoke about alternative testing for full load tests
and things like that. So, i1If the documentation is
not -- Obviously, we"re -- we"re putting i1t out there
that we are voting nay on the -- And, 1"m sorry, this
is Sergey Dolgikh, Elevator Inspector, Olympia, so on
and so forth. But so the question i1s: |If we are so

much relying on alternative testing, and some people
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voiced their opinions here on that, but we are not
going to leave anything behind for A18.1 specialized
equipment testing procedures and the whole thing, that
is kind of -- kind of contradictory to what we wanted
or a few people here wanted to say about alternative
testing, and now saying that, well, we shouldn®t leave
any documentation that expresses the alternative or,
you know, information useful for alternative testing.
So, this i1s where my confusion comes from. That"s why
I"m kind of bringing up that question. As for -- So,
question number one, this particular item, if we vote
yea, we"re basically saying we need to not adopt the
on-site documentation. If we were voting nay that
means we are for the on-site documentation to be
present for Al18.1 equipment; so, no elevators there.
That"s -- that"s kind of where my confusion came from.

MR. NAIPO: So, the way that this reads
remember people are saying on-site documentation,
that"s a lot of documents, and what we"re really
talking about here is what"s addressed in 18.1,
11.3(c), which is requiring that instructions for
performing examinations and tests be kept on-site.
What they"re asking i1s that doesn"t have to be part of
the code, that they don"t have to keep the

instructions for the performing of examinations and
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tests to be kept on site. Other on-site documentation
that"s covered i1In 11.3 or wherever documentation stuff
iIs housed, that"s not being affected by this and we"re
just mainly talking about the iInstructions for
performing examinations and tests.

Outside of that, Lyall, is there anything else
that you would like to add regarding that?

MR. WOHLSCHLAGER: Yes. |1 think that might
be some -- This i1s Lyall Wohlschlager. Yeah, 1 think
that might be some of the confusion here. This
proposal appears to be only looking to exempt the
requirements for the procedures on how to perform an
exam or how to perform a test. It does not exempt the
necessity to have maintenance logs, or tests and
examination results, or exam forms. It i1s just that
particular company®s procedures necessary to perform
those tests. So, similar to an elevator when you have
to have your own written procedures in your MCP, a lot
of the times those MCPs are kept with the mechanic and
not left on site, although all the logs are required
to be left on site. So, this was an attempt to get
rid of the requirement that all the company-specific
procedures on how they want to perform the tests how
to get that excluded from being left on site.

MR. NAIPO: Thank you. Kevin.
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MR. BRINKMAN: Yeah, Kevin Brinkman. There
was a question that or a comment made about
alternative testing and tying into this. Al8 does not
include alternative testing; so, this has nothing to
do with alternative testing. But this would be more
your traditional test and whether or not the
procedures should be kept on-site.

MR. NAIPO: Thank you, Kevin. Mr. Quiett.

MR. QUIETT: Jonathan Quiett. Yeah, with
having done testing on different pieces of Al18.1
equipment when there has not been specific procedures,
wiring diagrams, anything like that on-site, 1 think
with having -- with removing this i1t would put another
undue burden on the ownership group to be able to
provide whomever, the servicing personnel, on the
proper documentation to safely and effectively perform
the testing on the equipment. So, my suggestion would
be to vote nay on it.

MR. NAIPO: Thank you. Carl.

MR. CARY: Yeah, point of clarification. 1
believe this i1s referencing the wrong code
requirement. It seems it"s specifically wanting to
remove the instructions for performing examinations
and tests. That i1s 11.3.1(b), not (c) in the two

thousand -- in the 2020 and 2019 version of 18.1.
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(b) says i1nstruction manual containing procedures for
performing required examination and tests. (c) is
only the operational iInstructions that include the
operation of the manually lowering device, if
provided.

MR. NAIPO: So, while 1 believe someone is
probably looking at i1t real quick, Carl, 1f you don"t
mind, we will come back to that when I get
notification that someone has an answer for that.

Dylan, what"s your question?

MR. LATHE: Yes, Dylan Lathe representing
elevator inspector, 1 think 1t"s very important to
leave this documentation on-site for the reason that
the company performing the maintenance might not
necessarily be the company that installed the lift.
That company could potentially go out of business or
not have the contract anymore and then the next
elevator company that comes to service these lifts
has no documentation on how to properly test this
equipment. So, 1 would -- 1 would recommend to vote
nay on this. Thank you.

MR. NAIPO: Sergey.

MR. DOLGIKH: Yes, I re-raised my hand real
quick and then basically Jon Quiett -- This 1s Sergey

Dolgikh -- Jon Quiett spoke my mind. It"s absolutely
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true that a lot of times when the providers have
changed for a specific piece of accessibility
equipment they"re unable to specifically test that
equipment if there is a specific procedure of that
testing and basically chasing their tail trying to
figure that out, and 1 don"t think those tests will
represent the accuracy of what needs to be tested.
So, I kind of wanted to just throw that comment 1iIn
there that, yes, | agree with Jon Quiett and with
Dylan Lathe.

MR. NAIPO: Okay. Mr. Brinkman.

MR. BRINKMAN: Yeah, Kevin Brinkman. 1 can
confirm that i1t should be 11.3(b) as i1n baker, if
they"re looking for the test procedures.

MR. NAIPO: Mike Wilson.

MR. WILSON: Yeah, Mike Wilson here. This
IS —- The thing with this is that the State of
Washington requires you to be a licensed technician to
work on this equipment, 1t"s on for elevators, as
well, and you have licensing categories specifically
for different parts of equipment is what you"re --
what this 1s saying is that we are to supply the
owners with the procedures to do all this work and
they are not licensed, and some of this equipment 1is

not necessarily put into a commercial atmosphere, i1t"s
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put into a residential atmosphere, and for that reason
it should not be part of a person that is not
qualified or licensed to work on the equipment. Thank
you.

MR. NAIPO: All-righty. With that, so 1
made a note here, so a possible change should be, you
know, changing the code reference from 11.3 to eleven
point-- or 11.3(c) to 11.3(b). I"m assuming
everyone"s good with that, is that correct? Oh, got a
couple people. All right. Mike, did you just raise
your hand again? Nope. Okay. Bob.

MR. OURY: Yeah, 1 just wanted to agree with
Mike on this point that, you know, you"re talking
about equipment that is put iInto residential
environments and 1f you leave that kind of
information -- I mean homeowners try and do a lot of
things on their own and this i1s just giving them
information that could get themselves in trouble, and
I think it"s better left in the hands of the
professionals so that the homeowner has to go to a
professional that is licensed to get this
accomplished.

MR. NAIPO: Candace.

MS. LAU: Candace Lau. 1 just want to

mention that I put iIn the chat what the 2020 A18.1
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code says. And the other thing i1s that i1t"s not just
11.3, it"s 11.3.1 Baker that we are talking about or
(c) Charlie; so, whichever one we"re talking about
we"re just -- we"re still missing a number. So, It"s
not just 11.3, it"s 11.3.1 and then (b) or (c¢),
whichever one we determine i1t to be, and this is out
of the 2020 A18.1 code. 1 have 1t on the chat.
MR. NAIPO: So, if no one has access to the

chat, I"1l read it out real quick. 2021 A18.1, 11.3,
IS regarding on-site documentation. 11.3.1, the
on-site documentation shall include, but is not
limited to the following: (&) wiring diagram; (b)
instruction manual containing procedures for
performing required examination and tests; (c¢)
manufacturers® operational instructions that include
the operation of the manual lowering device, if
provided; (d) the log as required by 11.2.1.

So, since -- It sounds like to me that since
A18.1 covers both commercial and residential
conveyances that can be used, i1s the intent of this
you guys feel more to effect residential homeowners
then who have the capability -- you know, we"re trying
to stop them from being able to do things that they
really shouldn®t do or are we trying to again ask for

this across all 18.1 equipment?  Again, this Is just
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a question for clarification. 1Is this, do you guys
feel, aimed more towards residential or both

commercial and residential A18.1 equipment?

So, Sergey.
MR. DOLGIKH: I think that you just brought
up a really good question. |1 think those two shall be

separated by intent. The other part of this
conversation i1s that as an authority of having
jurisdiction we are not regulating residential annual
inspections in residential, you know, consequent
inspections unless we"re being requested by the owner
to conduct those iInspections. So, 1t°s really if the
concern here i1s for the residential owner not to take
matters into their own hands and to play a mechanic
and conduct those type of tests so that they -- but
there 1s no one to check them. There®s no one to go
back and to check those things. So, we can"t be
policing it in that sort of way. So, In -- in the
residential section 1If this particular rule can be
omitted and taken out, that would be fine. As far as
commercial, 1 think that we should be able to, as
authority of having jurisdiction, have the ability to
access those types of documentations and procedures as
there might be such that are very unique and specific

to that specific equipment. And, you know, 1t"s part
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of the code; so, | don"t think we should strike 1t
out. So, my suggestion would be to look at 1t from
two different angles, residential versus commercial,
based on the uniqueness of both authority of having
jurisdiction in the State of Washington and what we
regulate and what we don"t on the annual basis. Thank
you. This is Sergey Dolgikh. 1"m sorry.

MR. NAIPO: Thank you. Duane.

MR. LEOPARD: Duane Leopard, city of
Spokane. Sergey asked a question on it being
considered commercial or residential. |1 think this
just basically applies to commercial only. Even with
the residential stair climbers and lifts they have to
keep In mind that once they“re iIn the residence the
residents can have anybody look at them and it"s kind
of like having an owner"s manual, per se. And that"s
all 1 can say i1s that, you know, this only applies to
residential or, um, commercial.

MR. NAIPO: All right. Thank you. Paul.
Paul, did you not have a question? Oh, he must have
put his hand down. All right. Candace.

MR. BARNHART: 1"m sorry, I was on mute. |
apologize.

MR. NAIPO: Oh, no worries.

MR. BARNHART: Paul Barnhart from UL. I am
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opposed to the motion to take this out. | don"t care
iT 1t°s commercial or residential. |1 believe the
instructions for tests need to be there. |IT It"'s a
residential, | believe the instructions for tests need
to be there. IT 1t"s residential and the customer
decides to use those iInstructions, that"s one thing,
but, 1If he doesn"t use them, so what. The issue is
anybody who comes in there and is going to do the test
needs to know how to do the test. |If 1t"s commercial
the building owner that"s got the lift In his
possession needs to have that there so whoever he
contracts with can do the test properly. If it"s
residential, the same thing applies. Having the
instructions for test does not say, "Mr. Residential
Person, do these tests", 1t says, ""Here"s how these
tests are supposed to be done, and when you hire
someone to do the test he needs to be licensed and
qualified and do the test according to the
instructions.” |If 1t"s not the person that put the
lift in, he"s got to have access to 1t somehow. Thank
you.

MR. NAIPO: Thank you, Paul. Candace.

MS. LAU: Paul, I haven™t verified that, but
I don"t believe section 11 i1s for commercial only.

I"m looking -- I"m trying to look that up right now.
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And 11, 1 think, applies to both commercial and
residential, and 1T we are saying that we want to only
apply this for commercial we need to say i1t in code.
I don"t believe i1t says that. That"s just a comment.

MR. NAIPO: All right. Thank you. Wade.

MR. FRIESEN: Wade Friesen, Vertical
Options. We"ve worked on a lot of A18.1 equipment and
some of the equipment that we run across i1s old and
one can even say obsolete, the company®s out of
business or something of that nature, and 1 think if
the documentation is unobtainable, 1If 1t"s not left
with the homeowner or the business owner, It puts the
mechanic in a -- In a tough spot. You know, the
situation iIs can the mechanic perform the test right
not having the company®s special procedures or special
equipment, If there is any in this. So, 1f we have
that documentation at our disposal, 1 think 1t allows
the mechanics to do their job, do their job well, and
not -- I don"t know, for lack of a better term, fake
it because they don"t have the proper documentation at
their disposal. Thank you.

MS. ERIKSEN: Thank you. Sergey. Or,
Kevin, 1| apologize, Kevin Brinkman.

MR. BRINKMAN: Kevin Brinkman. Somebody

made a comment regarding whether or not 11 -- part of
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11 of the A18 code applies to residential or not. In
the preamble to that section i1t does say that our --
actually 11.1 it does say that the weekly operational
checks do not apply to parts five through seven, which
are the residential sections, but the rest pretty much
applies. And, then, in 11.2 for the logs i1t does
exclude a couple 1tems, but eleven point -- I"m sorry,
that"s 11.2. 1t"s probably a typo there. 1 think i1t
should have said 11.3. But, basically, i1t does not
exclude this provision. So, the answer to the
question iIs, as written today, Al8 would require this
documentation be left on-site.

MS. ERIKSEN: Thank you. Sergey.

MR. DOLGIKH: 1 just want to make a quick
clarification.

MS. ERIKSEN: Please announce yourself.

MR. DOLGIKH: [I"m sorry. [I"m sorry I™m
forgetting it. Sergey Dolgikh, Elevator Inspector 2,
Olympia L & I. So, 1 just want to make that we"re on
the same page. Chapter 11 only applies for 2017 and
onward equipment, okay, and now I"m sure everybody
knows that, and the chapter twenty-- A18.1 2017 was
adopted In the State of Washington on October 1st of
2018, to my knowledge. So, any gear and equipment

prior to that this doesn"t apply for, any equipment
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that was installed prior. Chapter 11 doesn"t exist
for that equipment. That"s the way 1 see 1t and 1
think that"s the way a lot of people see i1t, but I
just wanted to make that clarifying note. Thank you.

MR. NAIPO: 1Is there any other questions or
clarifications needed before we"re ready to cast the
vote? All-righty. So, we"re casting a vote on
proposal 2022.0049 WAC 296-96-00675, oh, excuse me,
sorry, 2022.0048. 1 put the green mark there before
we cast the vote, I"m sorry. Voting on proposal
2022.0048 --

MS. ERIKSEN: Carl has his hand up.

MR. NAIPO: Oh, Carl, yes?

MR. CARY: 1 just wanted to quickly clarify
so before we vote are we going to amend that to say
(b) instead of (c), which Is the appropriate place, or
we"re going to leave it that way?

MR. NAIPO: 1 have it noted to --

MR. CARY: Sorry, Carl Cary. | should have
said that before | started talking.

MR. NAIPO: So, regarding the instructions
for performing examinations and test be kept on site
as part of on-site documentation to not be adopted,
we"re going to cast our votes on that.

So, 1f you are voting for that, please vote yea
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now by raising your hand. If you"re voting yea for
that, please raise your hand now. All right.
There®"s -- Please -- Thank you for casting your yea
vote. |If you can, please lower your hand.

And those voting nay please raise your hand at
this point. All right. Thank you. Please lower your
hands. And if anybody®"s needing -- Oh, I"m sorry.

I"m sorry, please keep your hand up.

MS. ERIKSEN: I got 1it.

MR. NAIPO: AIll right. Sorry about that.
IT anybody i1s abstaining from the vote, please raise
your hand now.

All right, can you please read the vote results.

MS. ERIKSEN: Yeah. This is Melissa. So,
for 2022.0048 the votes were 5 yeas, 22 nays, and O
abstentions.

MR. NAIPO: Moving on to proposal 2022.0049,
Amendment to Adopted Standards, about adding,
"Amending Al18.1 requirement 11.2.1 to include
paragraph (g) as follows: Paragraph (g) records of
one year and five year periodic tests", the rationale
being, "Licensed elevator mechanics are currently
perform annual and five year tests, but there iIs no
requirement for the records to be part of the logs to

be maintained on-site. This adds that requirement.”
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Are there any questions or clarifications or any
comments that would like to be made? All-righty. Oh,
yes, Dylan.

MR. LATHE: Dylan Lathe, L & I. So, this
adding the five year records i1s going to be addressed
in WAC 23701. 1 think 1t would be more effective to
have 1t addressed In that WAC instead of in the 06 --
00675 section because it"s already a WAC code.

MR. NAIPO: Okay. Thank you. Wade.

MR. FRIESEN: Wade Friesen, Vertical
Options. So, am I to understand that the test tags
are not being left on the equipment, but -- or they
are and there®s no record to be -- to go along with It
in the MCP? 1 just wanted some clarification.

MR. NAIPO: Kevin, are you making a comment

or possibly making a comment and answering Wade®s

question?

MR. BRINKMAN: Kevin Brinkman. | was going
to answer -- Well, I had a different comment; so, I1°1l1
wait.

MR. NAIPO: Okay. Wade, can you pose your
question again real quick and see if we can have
anybody who may have an answer for that?

MR. FRIESEN: Wade Friesen, Vertical

Options. My guestion was are test tags being left on
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this equipment, annual and five year test tags, with
no notes in the MCP that the work was actually done?
I"m just trying to understand kind of where this is
coming from. It seems inappropriate that we"re not
logging this information 1f we"re tagging the annual
and five years as being completed on the equipment.

MR. NAIPO: Jonathan Quiett.

MR. QUIETT: Yeah, Jonathan Quiett. 1 can
only speak for the company that I work for, but we --
we are still currently applying metal test tags to the
equipment for Category 1 and Category 5 testing, and
we also do have a testing page as part of our MCP in
service for this equipment that is getting filled out.

MR. NAIPO: So, we"ll start it back up at
the top. Kevin. Mr. Brinkman.

MR. BRINKMAN: Sorry, 1 had a little trouble
getting unmuted. Kevin Brinkman. My only comment is
that the proposal suggests adding this as i1tem (g) as
in Geronimo. There is already an i1tem (g) in the 2020
edition; so, I would recommend, if we do want to vote
on this or approve this, we should move i1t to i1tem (1)
as in igloo.

MR. NAIPO: Mike, Mike Wilson.

MR. WILSON: Mike Wilson here. This is to

add the test records In to become part of the written
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maintenance program. It is currently not in there.
It does not have to do with test tagging. Tags have
always been there. It"s just a matter of adding the
documentation to the written maintenance program.

MR. NAIPO: All right. Lyall.

MR. WOHLSCHLAGER: Yeah, I"m Lyall
Wohlschlager. Earlier 1 think James Alexander had
suggested this also could be handled in a WAC, iIn
23701, 1 believe. That"s probably the more
appropriate place to deal with this and actually
remove 1t from section 00675. As opposed to amending
an ASME code, we should just be adding 1t as a WAC
code, 1T we choose to do this.

MR. NAIPO: So, i1t sounds like I hear a
proposal that because of another WAC submission that
we have and the impacts of this, and that one pretty
much getting the same result, that we remove this one
from the proposal list and address i1t with the WAC
change that has been -- that we"ll get to later on
this afternoon hopefully; 1s that correct? |Is
everyone okay with that? So, 1If you"re okay with
that, please raise your hand and vote yea. All right,
yeah, that is definitely more than -- So, all right.
With that majority vote, we are going to hold off on

adopting or even voting on this and moving on to the
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next one because i1t is felt by the TAC Committee that
what"s being asked to be changed here i1s already going
to be referenced in another WAC rule change that we"ll
be getting hopefully later on this afternoon. So,
with that, we are moving proposal 2022.0049 because it
is felt that would be addressed later on.

Moving on to proposal 2022.0-- Yes?

MS. ERIKSEN: Paoa, this i1s Melissa. So,
which one are we addressing later with this, 2022
what?

MR. NAIPO: Dylan, you had -- 1 think you
had made that original comment on --

MR. LATHE: Yes. Dylan Lathe, L & 1. So,
the -- the WAC I was referring to was 23701. As far
as the proposal for that, I"m not sure what the
proposal number is for that. 1 can find 1t, but...

MS. ERIKSEN: That"s fine. Thank you.

MR. NAIPO: 23701. It looks like we"ve got
a few of them in here, so... Okay, Dylan Turner.

MR. TURNER: Dylan Turner, Greenbusch. 1
guess I"m just wondering. I1"m looking at 23701 and
doesn™t part three of that already address this? It
states documentation of tests, examinations, and all
maintenance shall be readily accessible on-site.

MR. NAIPO: Yeah, 1 think that"s what they
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were talking about, yeah.

MR. TURNER: And 1 guess my point was 1is
there anything -- 1 mean it"s already there. It"s not
an amendment to be made to it. It seems to me that
what was being proposed already exists.

MR. NAIPO: So, it looks like we have 23701.
Lyall, what i1s your thought on that, on his statement?

MR. WOHLSCHLAGER: This is Lyall
Wohlschlager. |If i1t"s already there, 1™m trying to
read it here, i1t looks like 1t"s there. So, it
doesn"t differentiate between category one or category
five test results; so, 1t —- 1 believe i1tem three iIn
that 23701 already covers 1t. 1 don"t think there's a
need to amend it because | see 1t being there, as
well.

MR. NAIPO: Okay. All right. Thank you.
And just so everyone else understands, 1 really want
to -- 1 want to appreciate you guys doing that stuff
because that"s -- that"s really what this TAC is is
that people can have conversations, and other people
have done their job and, you know, reviewed the rest
of these things, and they can see, hey, this connects
sort of to that after the conversations are had. So,
thank you very, very, very much for that work because

that honestly takes a lot of work off of what the
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Program does because one of the things that I and the
technical -- technical specialists, and as well as
Gerald, 1s going to do is that we"re going to have to
make sure that all of this stuff coincides, that this
change here that we make isn"t affected by something
else 1In another WAC rule. So, 1 really appreciate
that preliminary work you guys are doing and bringing
these things forward to us; so, thank you.

So, with that, again, moving on to 2022.0069,
exempting 5.2.1.4.2.2 states, "Where machinery space
or control space i1s located In the pit, 2.7.5.2
applies.”

"Elevator driving machines and controller shall
be located In a room or space. This Is for worker
safety and avoids confined space protocol.

Any questions or clarifications on removing and
exempting this piece of code? Wade?

MR. FRIESEN: Wade Friesen, Vertical

Options. So, this Is -- To my understanding, this is
addressing LULAs and I guess my question is: Is
this -- The folks that proposed this, 1"m not aware of

any LULA that has a complete MRL package where the --
where the machine i1s located iIn the pit, but, If It
was, why would this differentiate from the commercial

code where 1t i1s permitted with commercial? Thanks.

80

CAPITOL PACIFIC REPORTING, INC. (800) 407-0148




TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE MEETING

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

MR. NAIPO: Is anybody able to address
Wade®s comment or question? Oh, Duane, yes. Duane, I
think you®"re muted.

MR. LEOPARD: Can you hear me now? All
right. This i1s Duane Leopard. Thinking about this,
if this applies to LULAs we probably need go ahead and
incorporate i1t that they can®"t have any equipment in
the pit. You know, as far as the safety factor goes,
that"s one thing, but Spokane occasionally gets lots
of water from the melting snow, and 1°ve had now lots
of elevators with lots of water iIn the pit, and 1t"1l
do damage to anything that"s controls, or hydro tanks,
or anything.

MR. NAIPO: Thank you, Duane. Sergey.

MR. DOLGIKH. Sergey Dolgikh, Elevator
Inspector with L & I. So, | just have a question
regarding MRLs, and, granted, to what Wade mentioned,
there"s not very many MRL LULAs that we can think of,
but there"s also a very strong desire to bring iIn
hydro MRLs in this state and I don"t know 1f this may
in some way, shape, or form trickle into
(inaudible/indiscernible) world at some point, and so
I think we should give that consideration also when we
are adopting or when we are voting for this particular

exemption. Thank you.
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MR. NAIPO: Thank you. Kevin.

MR. BRINKMAN: Yeah, I guess I was just
trying to look up a little bit more what the rest of
that paragraph said on the LULA code, but my concern
would be 1f we delete this we then might have no rules
at all for equipment put into the hoistway and 1°d
prefer to have the same rules that we have for -- 1In
27 for a passenger elevator rather than having
nothing. So, I guess my leaning at this point would
be to say this would not be a good change. 1t might
reduce safety because we"d have no rules.

MR. NAIPO: Paul.

MR. BARNHART: Yes. | was sitting here
trying to figure this out and the more I looked at it,
the more 1 ended up iIn Kevin®s position. You strike
that clause as i1t"s shown here in the proposal you
basically eliminated any requirement on control on --
on equipment that"s in the pit. So, striking -- doing
this doesn®"t work. |If the goal i1s to make sure that
there®s no equipment in the pit, you need to state
that. Just striking this sentence does not say it
doesn®t have equipment in the pit. It just says
there®s no requirements, like Kevin said. Thank you.

MR. NAIPO: Thank you very for that. Okay.

So, this is part of the -- 1 knew we were going to get
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to 1t at some point. So, i1t sounds like, to me, that
some of you guys understand the rationale, but you
don"t feel like the verbiage that is presented 1is
going to complete that rationale. |If you guys are
okay with the rationale, you just think the verbiage
needs to be changed, that is something else that this
TAC can do. We"re not just going to throw this whole
thing out because 1If you guys feel there"s merit to
where this change i1s coming from then we need to
address that. That"s what we will build the verbiage
off of. But I don"t know 1f we were going to -- 1
don"t -- 1 don"t want to do that exercise now, but we
will work on that, okay. Paul, yes?

MR. BARNHART: Yeah. 1 just wanted to
clarify. 1 don"t necessarily agree with the rationale
as written.

MR. NAIPO: Okay.

MR. BARNHART: What I -- What 1 was
suggesting is 1T the group believes that equipment
should not be located in the pit we need to write a
rule for that. 1 don"t agree with the -- necessarily
with the rationale that just says avoid confined space
protocol because you can have equipment in the pit if
it"s done correctly and prevent somebody from getting

hurt while they"re in the pit working on that
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equipment. That"s already covered In the elevator
code. So, I just want to clarify that I don"t
necessarily agree completely with the rationale. 1
just -- 1 know what"s being written is not what"s
intended, | think. So, thank you. And 1 forgot to
introduce myself. 1t"s Paul Barnhart.

MR. NAIPO: You"re doing great, Paul, thank
you. Candace.

MS. LAU: Candace Lau. 1 agree that -- that
iT we struck 1t that there would be no code, but this
is what 1 was asking about earlier whether we can do
friendly amendments because we see -- Now, 1°"m not
saying 1"m agreeing with this rationale or disagreeing
with the rationale, but I"m looking at the rationale
and to me 1 believe whoever wrote this probably had
wanted to not have equipment in the pit, and that"s
what | was asking about earlier is this a good time
where we can have a friendly amendment to this and
say, hey, instead of just striking i1t, I think this
person meant to say strike it and say that equipment
in the pit 1s not -- is prohibited, or something like
that. That"s kind of what I was alluding to earlier
about friendly amendments.

MR. NAIPO: So, what 1 suggest we do is we

take a vote on the rationale, as well as, hey, just
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amending what i1t says because you feel like -- you
feel like, hey, so I see what they"re trying to do
here, and whether or not you agree with 1t, i1if you
don"t agree with 1t, then vote nay, 1If you agree for
it, then, you know, vote for i1t, and then from there
we can go on to definitely editing and making sure
that 1t"s casting the right light and saying the
correct thing that we need to. Like everyone has
alluded to so far, you don"t want to strike a whole
piece of code, i1t"s mainly amend it how we need to,
and we could do that in this TAC committee.
So, Wade, do you have a question?

MR. FRIESEN: Wade Friesen, Vertical
Options. So, I guess my confusion iIs this is
considered to be a commercial piece of equipment, and,
while I am not an advocate of putting machines in the
pit, I just want to make that clear, 1 don"t —- 1
don"t think that"s where they belong for worker safety
or ease of service, but, regardless of that opinion,
why are we regulating these differently than we are a
commercial MRL hydro? | don®"t -- 1 don"t understand
why this would be regulated any different. | was
hoping somebody might be able to speak to that.

MR. NAIPO: Any comments on that? Yes,

Duane.
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MR. LEOPARD: Duane Leopard. 1 have to
agree with Wade. 1 think somebody was looking to
exempt 5.2.1.4.2.2, and 1 think we should probably
just leave 5.2.1.4.2.2 as not adopted and that way it
wouldn®t be in line with the rationale and also
coincide with other equipment in the pit and other
sections of the code.

MR. NAIPO: Okay.

MR. DOLGIKH: Sergey Dolgikh, Elevator
Inspector L & 1. 1 —- 1 agree with Wade also. We
are -- 1 don"t even understand what we are voting on
really because what we were pretty much looking at 1is,
hey, let"s exempt the LULA from the requirement of
2.7.5.2. That"s what we"re basically looking -- 1
mean that®"s how 1"m reading what"s being proposed. It
seems like the majority of people that I heard agree
that LULAs are part of the commercial -- commercial
designation of the conveyance, and so why are we
pulling 1t out of the 17.1 overall commercial code
requirement, and -- and regardless whether we can do a
friendly amendment or not, we need to figure out why
do we have i1t here, why are we talking about this,
because we -- we"re specifically isolating a very
specific portion of the code and putting i1t here and

saying, no, that"s not -- that®"s not applicable. Yes,
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it 1s applicable as part of the whole code, so... And
that"s my personal view, my personal opinion, but what
I"m trying to figure out is what"s the reasons for it,
and 1 agree with many people that spoke here, too, as
to rationale as to why we should exempt this. But,
anyway, 1t"s really hazy why do we need it, why do we
even need to bring 1t in. But that"s just my personal
comment on that one. Thank you.

MR. NAIPO: So, Kevin, before 1 call on you
real quick, so, again, this is one of those times to
where 1f you don"t feel like the rationale i1s written
well enough, the change you guys don"t feel makes
sense, we can vote on it all being nay. | mean
there®s nothing wrong with that, as well. You know,
we don"t have to vote on just one piece or another,
and then amending i1t, and doing all this work. If you
really feel like you guys don"t understand, hey, this
rationale doesn"t really make sense with this code
reference, the rationale doesn"t make sense overall,
we don"t have to accept i1t. You guys have to realize
that I didn"t go and edit any of these. | just cut
and pasted exactly what this person wanted onto the
spreadsheet. |1 cut and pasted exactly their rationale
onto this document for you, and I tried to understand

it as best 1 could, and, but from the questions you
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guys and the comments you guys are making, it sounds
like, hey, there"s a lot of ambiguity to this and
we"re not quite sure about 1t, and that"s okay, as
well.

Kevin, go ahead.

MR. BRINKMAN: Yeah, Kevin Brinkman. 1
think you covered pretty well what 1 was thinking,
just -- but a couple quick points. One, saying iIt"s
not adopted to me i1s no different than exempting i1t.
We still have -- We just eliminated the code
requirements, which is worse than what we have. 1
don"t believe the rationale justifies why LULAs should
be different, don"t really have a -- don"t understand
why it should change, and 1 don"t think we should take
what the proponent is looking for and try to amend
this. 1 think we"re -- we"re getting beyond what we
should be doing here and 1°d recommend we just vote
this down because 1 don"t think as written it"s really
going to help safety. Thank you.

MR. NAIPO: Jonathan Quiett.

MR. QUIETT: Yeah, Jonathan Quiett. 1I°m in
the same boat. We"re -- We don"t need to make stuff
less safe. And also with this only addressing the
5.2.1.4.2.2 it"s only addressing electric LULAs. It

doesn"t do anything for hydraulic LULAs.
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MR. NAIPO: Okay. Thank you. Jan.

MS. GOULD: Yeah, Jan Gould, City of
Seattle. It could be, 1 haven™t read all the
proposals, that there iIs sections that affect part two
or three where they want to retain, shall we say,
machine or control room. So, maybe put this on hold
or vote 1t down. That"s it.

MR. NAIPO: All right. Thank you for that.
So, what 1 suggest we do is we cast our votes and
we"re casting It as written. As i1t"s written, 1f you
don"t feel 1t"s written correctly or makes sense even
overall, this is your opportunity to vote this down as
nay. |If you feel like, hey, you know, there i1s some
validity to this, whether i1t"s, hey, I believe in the
rationale, I understand that, hey, there®s some
editing that needs to be done, but I do believe in
that, please vote yeah and we"ll work on this
accordingly 1f we have enough at the end of this
process on day three.

So, we are going to be casting our vote on
proposal 2022.0069, exempting 5.2.1.4.2.2. So, for
those 1In favor of striking that out and, you know,
you"re okay with the rationale, please vote yea now by
raising your hand. Please vote yea now 1f you are for

this change. All-righty. Thank you for those who
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have cast your vote for yea.

Please at this time those who oppose of this
change, please vote nay by raising your hand now.
Please vote nay now. All right. Good. All right, so
please lower your hand all those who voted nay.

And at this time if you would like to abstain
from this please raise your hand now. Please raise
your hand now if you would like to abstain.

All right. And thank you. And, with that, we
will move on to the next.

MS. ERIKSEN: So this i1s Melissa. Just

MR. NAIPO: Oh, I"m sorry.

MS. ERIKSEN: -- put the button on this one.

MR. NAIPO: Sorry.

MS. ERIKSEN: For 2022.0069, the official
vote were 2 yeses, 22 nos, and 1 abstention.

MR. NAIPO: Sorry about that. Thank you.

MS. ERIKSEN: You®"re good. Team work.

MR. NAIPO: Nice team work, right. All
right. Moving on to proposal 2022.0070, WAC
296-96-00675, amending 5.2.1.13, Power Operation of
Hoistway Doors and Car Doors. '"Power operation of
hoistway doors and car doors shall conform to section

2.13." They want to strike, "except that vertically
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sliding doors shall not be permitted”, and adding ""(a)
2.13.5.3" -- point 5.3, excuse me, "Detection of
approaching objects does not apply. (b) Vertically
sliding doors shall not be permitted."

The rationale i1s, "Safety i1s of the utmost
concern for the user(s). It should also be applied iIn
the same manner. A typical commercial elevator will
see tens, if not hundreds, of uses a day; whereas, a
LULA may see one or two a week. LULAs are a rarity
due to their limitations of use and application.

Speed i1s limited to 30 feet per minute, rise is
limited to 25 feet, and car size is limited to 18
square feet/1,400 pounds. Having such restrictive use
limitations, some commercial requirements like this
one can go too far', or, excuse me, ''some commercial
requirements like this one go too far. The proposal
only eliminates the requirement to have "Approach
detecting means”. Detection of objects i1n the door
path will be required per 2.13.5.4_."

Any questions, or clarification, or comments on
this one? Okay, Paul, go ahead.

MR. BARNHART: Paul Barnhart from UL. 1
find 1t interesting that the very first sentence of
the rationale is "Safety is of the utmost concern for

the user...", and then he"s proposing to remove a
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safety requirement. Just because i1t"s limited use
doesn®"t mean that the hazard doesn"t still exist. So,
I speak in opposition of the proposal. 1 think we
leave i1t as i1t i1s. And vertical sliding doors are not
permitted, but you still need to have detection of
approaching objects. Thank you.

MR. NAIPO: Thank you. Sergey.

MR. DOLGIKH: Sergey Dolgikh, Elevator
Inspector at L & 1. Frankly, 1"m looking at this
requirement to be amended and the rationale behind it,
and | agree, I don"t know at which end to approach it.
I don"t even understand what specifically i1t tells me
not to do. 1In one sent-- On one sentence it says,
"except vertical sliding doors shall not be permitted”
and strike i1t out, but then 1t"s suggesting that
vertical shall -- sliding doors shall not be
permitted; so, kind of contradictory In my view or
ambiguous at least. But I"m not trying to critically
acclaim the writing style; 1"m just saying the way
it"s written and 1"m just reading 1t. And, yes, to a
previous point, to speak to a previous point, a person
who 1s safety and then we"re basically taking away the
safety. Vertical sliding doors are very dangerous and
should be always considered as a danger, and there

should be means of detecting an object In -- In -- iIn
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view. So, anyway, | am against that also.

MR. NAIPO: Candace.

MS. LAU: Yeah, Candace Lau. 1 agree with
the last two speakers. Vertical sliding doors are
extremely dangerous and dumb. Passenger elevators,
LULAs, should not -- we should keep the way iIt"s
written in ASME that it shall not be permitted.

MR. NAIPO: So, I just want to make sure
people understand i1t"s not that they®re wanting --
that they don"t agree with the vertically sliding.
What they"re doing i1s they were adding (a) to i1t and
just broke off the, "Vertical sliding doors shall not
be permitted” to (b). So, all they were adding was
2.13.5.3 detection of approaching objects does not
apply. That"s really the only change that they"re
really making to this, other than the formating of
what 1t looks like. So, 1 just wanted to put that iIn
there. Mr. Brinkman.

MR. BRINKMAN: This is Kevin Brinkman. That
was the point 1 was going to make. They"re really not
changing the vertically sliding doors part. It
just -- It"s a simple change to eliminate the
approaching object detection. And I guess I -- 1 have
a tendency to lean towards stick with the ASME

standard as written, unless there®s a valid reason for
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not; so, I think 1 will support or will vote nay on
this only because 1 think we should -- you know, if It
needs to be changed, we should change i1t there. |
agree there may not be as much usage and maybe 1t"s
not as important for that reason, but I think sticking
to the standard makes more sense.

MR. NAIPO: Thank you. Candace. Oh, okay.
Mr. Quiett.

MR. QUIETT: Yeah, really all this -- This
is Jon Quiett. All this seems to me i1s what we"re
really trying to gain from this is not having to put
some sort of a 3D door detector on a LULA, which
inherently i1s going to make it less safe.

MR. NAIPO: All right. So, thank you.
Does anyone else have any additional questions or
comments? Sergey.

MR. DOLGIKH: Yeah, Sergey Dolgikh,
Elevator Inspector L & 1. And Jon made the perfect
point here 1s we -- we -- The WAC should not
necessarily diminish the standard of safety. We, iIn
fact, have to bring 1t up. |If anything, we make it
more stringent within authority of having jurisdiction
because 17.1 provides the minimum safety standards for
the industry that we are looking at as the authority

having jurisdiction saying here in our state we do
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this and we consider this because of the type of gear,
the type of environment, so on and so forth. So, we
do not want to diminish the safety. And I agree with
Jon Quiett on this one. And that"s just the
additional comment I wanted to throw in there. Thank
you for listening.

MR. NAIPO: Carl.

MR. CARY: Yeah, hi, Carl Cary, Lerch Bates.
I rise to encourage members of the TAC to vote against
this amendment as someone who has a LULA in my place
of worship and that i1s always used by someone who 1is
not nearly as mobile or able. The 3D door protection
edge certainly allows a modicum of safety and 1 think
that that should be continued. Thank you.

MR. NAIPO: All right. So, with that, we
will be casting our votes, casting our votes on
proposal 2022.0070, pretty much just adding that LULA
equipment doesn”"t have to have detection of
approaching objects, that they"re trying to strike
that and so 1t doesn"t apply to those conveyances.

For those i1n favor of that, please, at this
time, vote yea. |If you are for this, please raise
your hand and vote yea. All right. Thank you for
those.

IT you are voting nay on this, please raise your
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hand now. Did you get those, Melissa?

MS. ERIKSEN: Thank you.

MR. NAIPO: And for -- Go ahead and lower
your hands. Thank you very much for your vote.

And if there i1s anyone who feels they need to
abstain from this vote, please raise your hand at this
time. If you are abstaining from this vote, please
raise your hand at this time.

All-righty. And with that, Melissa, will you
read the vote tally for proposal 2022.0070.

MS. ERIKSEN: Yes. Thank you. So, the vote
came out O yea, 26 nay, and O abstentions.

MR. NAIPO: All-righty. It is eleven
o"clock. With that, we"re going to take a quick five
minute break. So, thank you everyone for your
participation and see you guys back in five minutes.

(Recess taken)

MR. NAIPO: All-righty. And with that, we
will jump right back in to proposal 2022.0071, "Amend
2.5.1.27, Emergency Operations and Signaling Devices.
Emergency operation and signaling devices shall
conform to section 2.27", and instead of there -- yes,
they“"re striking that through, but all they®"re doing
i1s dropping that requirement down and creating two

parts to this one statement. So, (a), meaning
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2.27.3.3., Phase 11, emergency in car operations shall
not be provided"™, which is stated above, but as well
as adding "(b) 2.27.1.1.3(c)-(e) and (k) do not
apply.”

Rationale being, "Video and messaging - Safety
is of the utmost concern for the user(s). It should
also be applied in the same manner. A typical
commercial elevator will see tens, 1If not..."

Okay, that looks like 1t"s the same exact thing
from above. "A typical commercial...”" -- "LULAs are a
rarity due to their limitations of use and
application. Speed i1s limited to 30 feet per minute,
rise is limited to 25 feet, and car size is limited to
18 square feet/1,400 pounds. Having such restrictive
use i1s limit -- the "use limitations, some commercial
requirements, like this one, go too far. This
proposal only eliminates the requirement to have
video/messaging capabilities within the car and on the
phone.""

Any clarifying comments or questions? I™m
looking at the gallery. Nothing. All-righty. So, 1is
everybody ready to vote on this? Paul.

MR. BARNHART: Thanks. This i1s Paul
Barnhart. 1 question why removing the video and

messaging capabilities 1s appropriate just because
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it"s limited limit use. Limited use or not, if
somebody is trapped inside, they need to have those
capabilities. So, I speak in opposition to this
amendment.

MR. NAIPO: Thank you. Mr. Brinkman.

MR. BRINKMAN: Kevin Brinkman. Just a
little background on this. The requirement for
enhanced communication was actually incorporated into
the IBC 1n 2018, and 111 have to admit 1 didn"t
research to see what edition the current Washington
State Building Code is based on, but 2018 and later
editions do have a requirement for this video
communication. Eliminating 1t here would not
eliminate i1t in the building code; so, the reality is
the requirement would still exist 1If you"re on at
least a 2018 or later edition of IBC. So, 1"m not
sure there"s any -- 1 think this might just create a
conflict with the building code 1If this one is
removed. Thank you.

MR. NAIPO: Wade.

MR. FRIESEN: Wade Friesen, Vertical
Options. 1 agree with Paul®s point that I don"t
really understand why this would be signaled out --
singled out specifically for LULAs. With that being

said, 1t"s my understanding that there are some
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technological challenges to getting this equipment to
function properly and not to mention monitoring
companies that may or may not possess the necessary
equipment to enact this. So, you know, personally 1I™m
opposed to this. 1 think that voice communication at
this point is tried and true and iIs an acceptable
means. Thank you.

MR. NAIPO: Any other questions or
clarifying comments that anyone has? All right. With
that, we will be that casting a vote on 2022.0071
regarding Phase 11 emergency In car operation shall
not be provided, which is already part of the code, as
well as 2.27.1.1.3(c)-(e) and (k), stating i1t does not
apply.

For those that are in favor of 2.27.1.1.3(c)-(e)
and (k) not applying in this state please vote yea
now. Please vote yea 1T you are for this change of
omitting the requirements 2.27.1.1.3(c)-(e) and (k).
All right. Thank you for those that have cast your
vote for yea.

And at this time if you are against that change
please vote nay now.

MS. ERIKSEN: Sorry, real quick. You can"t
vote for both.

MR. NAIPO: If you have voted for yea
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already, please remove -- please lower your hand.
Sorry 1 didn"t say that, my fault. Are the numbers
not adding up?

MS. ERIKSEN: Sorry to call you out, Mike
Wilson, you have voted for both. Which one do you
want me to put you down for?

MR. WILSON: Sorry, 1 forgot to take it

down.

MS. ERIKSEN: Thank you.

MR. WILSON: No worries

MS. ERIKSEN: [1"m good.

MR. NAIPO: Okay. With that, everyone who
has voted nay please lower your hands. And i1f anyone

needs to abstain from this vote, do so at this time by
raising your hand. All right. Thank you very much.
And, so, Melissa, will you read the results of

2022 .0071.

MS. ERIKSEN: Thank you. So, the results
are 3 yeas, 22 nays, and O abstentions.

MR. NAIPO: Okay. Thank you. So, there is
a note in the chat from Mr. Wilson, the next proposal
IS the same, but applied to a hydraulic LULA. So, if
anybody has any clarifying questions or comments that
are needed for this one, i1t"s the exact same

requirement as above, but this 1s regarding hydraulic
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LULAs, at this time if there"s any questions,

comments, please raise your hand. Another couple

seconds. All-righty. Then we will move on to voting.
IT you are voting for this change, which was

addressed before, as well, just regarding hydraulic

LULAs for proposal 2022.0072, please vote yea now.

All right.

MS. ERIKSEN: Go ahead.

MR. NAIPO: All right. Thank you. Go ahead
and lower your hands. And those voting nay, please
raise your hands now.

MS. ERIKSEN: Thank you.

MR. NAIPO: All right. And please lower
your hands for those who voted nay. And 1T anybody
needs to abstain from this vote please raise your hand
now. Dylan, are you voting to abstain from this?
Okay. Thank you. All right. With that, Melissa will
you read the votes for 2022.0072.

MS. ERIKSEN: Yes. Thank you. So, for this
one we have 3 yeas, 23 nays and 0 abstentions.

MR. NAIPO: Okay. Moving on to proposal
2022.0075, again this is an amendment to an adopted
standard. Regarding, '"8.4.10.1, Operation of
Elevators Under Earthquake Emergency Operations.

(a) 8.4.10.1.1(e)(1), A group..." -- They"re --
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they"re submitting that they remove group three
security and amend it to group one "'Security,
spring-loaded key switch labeled "Earthquake
Hoistway...""

(b) 8.4.10.1.3(d)(2), removing the verbiage for
emergency personnel and amending it to say elevator
personnel shall reset the seismic detection device;

(c) 8.4.10.1.3(d)(3) again removing the
emergency personnel and replacing 1t with elevator
personnel shall make sure the car i1s empty;

(d) 8.4.10.1.3(d)(5), the car traveled from
terminal to terminal and back to the starting floor
top terminal landing at speed of .75 meters per
second, (150 feet per minute) maximum and open its
door;

(e) 8.4.10.1.3, 1 don"t know how to say that,
minus (-a), 1T the emergency personnel, and replace
that with elevator personnel, actuates the "Earthquake
Hoistway Scan' key switch again;

(4) [sic], as well, 8.4.10.1.3 (-b), IT the
emergency personnel, remove emergency and replace it
with elevator personnel, does not actuate the
"Earthquake Hoistway Scan' key switch within.

The rationale being, "Earthquake Hoistway Scan

and Earthquake Slow Speed operations should be
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prohibited. |If not prohibited, this operation should
be only i1nitiated by elevator personnel. There are
too many unknown conditions that occur in an elevator
hoistway during an earthquake. Many of these unknown
conditions could lead to a catastroph-- could lead to
catastrophe if the scan mode i1s used. Only elevator
personnel are qualified to enter and iInspect a
hoistway for potential hazards affecting the elevator
operation after an earthquake. Allowing emergency
personnel or the possibility of authorized personnel
to initiate the scan mode lead to equipment suffering
further damage. This would Involve extensive repalrs
and length i1n the time it takes to return the elevator
to service. Emergency personnel are not qualified to
perform work inside an elevator controller.™

Any clarifying questions or comments? And it
sounds like we"ll start with Carl.

MR. CARY: Yes. Carl Cary, Lerch Bates. 1
rise to strongly encourage the TAC committee to vote
against this amendment. As someone who has worked in
a number of buildings with vertical tsunami evacuation
points, we have a number of communities iIn western
Washington that don"t have adequate tsunami evacuation
routes. So, there are many buildings under design

right now that will vertically evacuate those people
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in the event of a tsunami. |If you think about the
process of a tsunami, an earthquake could potentially
trigger this system. The earthquake hoistway scan
allows them to be able to return the elevator to use.
It"s obviously not feasible that the elevator, in a
situation where a tsunami Is Impending and seconds
count, 1t"s obviously not realistic to think that they
can wait for an elevator personnel to come on site and
be able to do the appropriate checks. There is a very
detailed sequence of operation where the car takes off
on itself by i1tself empty, does a scan of the hoistway
up and down, and allows people to continue to use it
at a reduced speed. If we vote yes on this, we have
essentially removed the ability to have the vertical
evacuation route In Washington State. Thank you.

MR. NAIPO: Thank you. Duane.

MR. LEOPARD: Well, 1 read this one earlier
and I"ve got to say let"s not pass this one. 1 looked
carefully at this when I was on the RAC Committee and
we spent many, many hours to get this through. There
is ——- 1f -- Like 1n a tsunami or even if an earthquake
happens you don"t have enough elevator personnel to go
to all the hospitals, and high rise retirements homes,
or high-rise apartments. You know, a building

engineer can be trained to do these things, to do the
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hoistway scan and at least, you know, they would have
vertical movement to get in and out and carry on with
their -- with what they"ve got going on. 1In a
hospital this i1s really critical to at least be able
to move people.

You know, 1 was involved in an earthquake in
Portland many, many years ago. There were a lot of
elevators that shut down basically because the ring
and string tripped. This way scanning the hoistway
it"s going to go through and i1t checks the ring and
string to see if 1t still —- you know, 1f the counter-
weights were to get displaced, and i1t"s also going to
check your ropes and see if there®s any slippage and
things like that. |If any of that reoccurs, the
elevator is shut down. So, I think we -- 1 can"t
advocate passing this amendment.

MR. NAIPO: Thank you, Duane. Wade.

MR. FRIESEN: Wade Friesen, Vertical
Options. |1 was going to comment not just to what
Duane had to say with this, but from a safety
perspective it"s my understanding that this operation
is prohibited. It will not do a hoistway scan and run
iT the ring and string i1s active. So, if we have an
event that was significant enough to displace and

leave the counterweight displaced this operation is
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not going to occur. So, this is designed, from what 1
understand, for a minor seismic event where there 1is
no particular substantial damage to the equipment and
will allow personnel to -- to get around and use the
elevator until elevator personnel can get there and
reset 1t. So, I"m for rejecting this, as well. Thank
you.

MR. NAIPO: Thank you. Kevin.

MR. BRINKMAN: Yeah, Kevin Brinkman. The
two previous speakers, you know, highlighted most of
what 1 was going to say because, you know, this was
included In the Al7 code for the very reason that in
an emergency you have so many elevators down it"s not
possible for mechanics to get to all of them at once,
and obviously hospitals and other buildings need to
remain iIn service, 1T possible, and the safety
precautions were put into place to make sure that, you
know, 1f there was an issue with the seismic sensors
or something else 1t would not allow the car to run.

I think -- and the only other comment 1 have is the
last statement of the rationale says, "Emergency
personnel are not qualified to perform work inside an
elevator controller.” We"re -- we"re not asking any
emergency personnel to do that. This code requirement

doesn"t. They"re only required to turn on a key
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switch and -- and run the elevator iIn scan mode. It"s
not getting into the controller at all. They"re not
working on the controller. Thank you.

MR. NAIPO: Duane, did you have an
additional question? 1 saw your hand was still
raised.

MR. LEOPARD: No. I thought I put it down,
but 1 can add to his comment, 1f 1 can.

MR. NAIPO: All right. Sergey. Oh, wait,
wait, I"m sorry. Duane, did you say you wanted to add
something to Kevin®s comment?

MR. LEOPARD: Yeah. This i1s Duane Leopard.
Kevin is right. The key switches are inside the car.
So, when you actually activate the hoistway scan and
all that, it"s done by somebody In the car. They"re
not in the controller or anything else. And i1t"s
typically done by trained personnel of some type.

MR. NAIPO: Thank you. Sergey.

MR. DOLGIKH: I would just like to
contribute a word of caution to the previous speakers
because I was In the middle of Nisqually earthquake in
the middle of downtown Seattle, and 1 was the guy who
was cabling the Space Center, and 1 was iIn the place
where the earthquake struck, and we had tons of

equipment down and set on safeties on both cars, and
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the counterweights and things, and then 1 was the guy
who was on the Starbucks Tower In SODO district when
OTIS had the crumbled hoistway on the other side of
it, and checking escalators in the old Sears Building
for integrity and everything else. | understand the
concept and the caution behind saying we don"t have --
in times of emergency we don"t have that many people
to quickly respond and to assess the damages right
away and -- and put those conveyances back in service.
But I also want to caution from my personal experience
that there are so many variables that could be more
problems than not and could create more damages to
gear and to people that 1 think the elevator personnel
iIs essential to be doing the first response and
assessment of any kind of post-earthquake/tsunami type
of thing. In fact, 1f there i1Is a tsunami evacuation
and there®s a basement traction machine how are you
going to -- how are you going to quick check 1t? It"s
going to flood the basement.

So, there are -- there are a different variety
of questions that need to be answered before, you
know, going across the board and saying, "Well,
they"re going to let emergency personnel, they"ve been
trained to deal with this.” But have they been

trained? 1 mean we -- we have to train people to have
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a wealth of knowledge that was accumulated by elevator
mechanics who were so many years on SO many jobs in
the hoistway that assesses the damages. |1 don"t know.
I"m on the -- on the fence on this one. 1°m sorry.

MR. NAIPO: AIll right. Dylan.

MR. MONTGOMERY: Dylan Montgomery. So, I
am -- | can understand where this one is coming from.
I can understand where this one is coming from and
what they want, but learning from and going -- being
an emergency responder, it"s like different property
every single time, and 1f 1It"s -- and the way this
reads, at least the way I"m iInterpreting i1t, is the
reason why they don"t want emergency personnel 1is
because 1t"1l cause more damage to the elevator, and
at that point like 1t the elevator -- like 1f (audio
distortion) the elevator will work safely enough, then
I"m going to use i1t. | could care less 1If 1t"s going
(audio distortion), as long as i1t functions the way
it"s supposed to function. Now, that"s how I
interpret i1t, but I understand where Sergey was coming
from where it"s like how can it really justify, you
know, the damages of it to -- iIn order to use it
safely. So, I™m kind of on the other side of it, but
I"m also kind of in line. 1t"s like I"m kind of hit

or miss on this one.
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MR. NAIPO: Jonathan Madison.

MR. MADISON: Yeah, Jonathan Madison. The
first question, somebody had said that this key switch
is iInside the elevator, and, so, 1If this key switch is
inside the elevator, the person turning this key,
unless 1 misheard that, would be riding In 1t when
they found out that i1t didn"t work. So, I"m assuming
that"s a misspoke. But I was also here with the
Nisqually quake, and, you know, from Seattle to
Bellevue, Tacoma, basically all of the -- all of the
majors have protocols in line and everyone heads to
those emergency facilities such as the hospitals, and
old folks homes, and you name it.

What we did find, though, when we started
looking at this i1s we had cars that were still running
and some that had earthquake systems where iIn the
middle of a hoistway there were walls hanging into the
hoistway that a car was passing and rubbing on, and
inevitably 1Tt that"s brick or any other structural
piece we don®"t know what that"s going to do after you
have people like the fire fighters and everyone else
get in that elevator, travel up the hoistway, and then
get hung up iIn that building and now we"ve opened
another emergency call. So, 1 think going with this,

I see what the i1dea is -- behind i1t 1Is to get somebody
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in there to see 1t fTirst before we cut the public
loose, and even first responders. 1 mean we"re
literally taking people we"re going to be short on and
we"re putting them back In harm"s way.

I"'m -—- 1"m for 1t, i1If 1t"s somebody who realizes
what the system needs and requires for safe use has
had a chance to look at it before we just cut loose a
building person.

And during the Nisqually quake we had hundreds
of people, building maintenance people, you name it,
trying to climb into cars to help people out that had
no business on our equipment, and then potentially,
you know, they were putting their own life at risk
with no training or no knowledge of what they were
dealing with. That"s all I have. Thank you.

MR. NAIPO: Thank you, Jon. Dylan Turner.

MR. TURNER: Dylan Turner, Greenbusch. 1
was just going to second what Duane had said. The
elevator 1s not going to operate iIf either the seismic
switch or the displacement switch are still tripped,
and this hoistway scan switch doesn"t reset safeties;
so, iIf the elevator i1s already locked out, it"s not
going to start operating. Also, when an elevator is
located in a FEMA flood zone, there are ASCII

requirements that require flood switches and various
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wet rated requirements. So, | think we"re kind of
missing the point of the hoistway scan itself. 1I™m
just throwing that out there.

MR. NAIPO: Thank you, Dylan. Jonathan
Quiett.

MR. QUIETT: Yeah, Jonathan Quiett. Also 1
was in the area with the Nisqually quake. From what I
understand for the earthquake mode, the way i1t does
the hoistway scan, everything else i1s running at slow
speed. If the ring and string is not currently
tripped and the string is currently intact i1t will
ignore the seismic switch after a delay time expires
to allow the hoistway scan to take place. After being
in the Nisqually quake and the damage that was done,
we had many buildings that actually had structural
damage around the elevator entrance frames, which now
made 1t so that the doors could not properly open or
close. So, we"re put in a situation where we"re
counting on the elevator to be able to go back iInto
service. We are trying to evacuate people from a
building. |If we have the i1nability to correctly open
a door we have now stuck people In an elevator In an
emergency situation to be able to remove them from a
building.

As far as the elevator personnel to emergency
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personnel, 1 personally feel we should keep the
emergency person there for the evacuation of people
trapped inside of the elevator and not make them
responsible for making sure the elevator i1s safe to
evacuate people further from the building using the
elevator system.

MR. NAIPO: Thank you. Mr. Brinkman.

MR. BRINKMAN: Yeah, Kevin Brinkman. There
was a question about whether the switch would be
located inside the car. The code would not allow
that. The switch shall be located outside the
hoistway iIn the iInspection or test panel iIn the
controller enclosure, In a machine room, etc.; so, it
could not be i1In the car.

MR. NAIPO: Thank you. Mr. Mills.

MR. MILLS: Eric Mills, field mechanic. 1,
too, was i1n the earthquake back "01. The hoistways
themselves were damaged, like Jon Madison said, Jon
Quiett. There was structural damage and we had cars
that still ran. We had cars with counterweights
inside the car. We had all types of issues. And at
least having a trained personnel, the elevator man or
person, come out and look at i1t before we turn It over
puts eyes on that we know we can -- We notice that

stuff right off the bat because we"ve been in the
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hoistways. We see that. We have the experience. So,
taking this and putting i1t on a fire fighter who is
already overwhelmed just like the elevator maintenance
people and repair people, we get overwhelmed, too.

I remember when L.A. happened. They had gang
boxes with stuff set up all over the machine rooms
across L.A. with beds, and water, and food because
it"s non-stop 24/7. You know, you run, you take a cat
nap, and you go back to work. We"re considered
emergency at that point, but 1t"s state elevator
personnel, and 1*"m -- 1 am for this.

MR. NAIPO: All right. Thank you for that.
Duane.

MR. LEOPARD: Yeah, I*11 back up and say I
might be mistaken that the key switch is iIn the car.
Since I"ve never seen i1t, I"m not 100% familiar with
the code. Thanks for correcting me, gents.

MR. NAIPO: All right. Duane and Jon, you
both have your hands up. Do you guys still have an
additional question or a comment? Okay. So, It
sounds like people are applying different parts of
this code, and, again, I"m -- I"m just facilitating
this. 1"m not an elevator mechanic or have any
elevator experience, you know, in the field or

anything lying that. So, 1t seems to me that from the
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changes that this person is submitting, because this
IS just during operation of elevators under earthquake
emergency operations, they are stating that this stuff
listed that they tested to should be done by an
elevator personnel. Does any of these codes pertain
to turning the elevator back over to the public? |
don"t see that, but 1 don"t know i1If that i1s housed
within the rest of this code or if any of these
changes would affect that. But, 1t just seems to me
that In that -- in that earthquake scenario, or
something that would trip these type of things, should
this work be still okay to be done by emergency
personnel or should this be done by an elevator
personnel? And that"s what the change i1s i1s that this
person i1s saying, "'Hey, this stuff shouldn®t be done
by emergency personnel. The re-setting of the seismic
detection device, the making sure the car iIs empty,
actuating the hoistway scan key, all of that stuff
shouldn®t be done by emergency personnel, but should
be done by the elevator personnel.”™ Again, that"s
just a question of clarification just to maybe help
people because i1t seems like they"re -- | heard some
statements about turning this back on for the public
and I didn"t feel like that was part of what this

change i1s. So, with that, 1711 step back.
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MR. NAIPO: Sergey.

MR. DOLGIKH: Yes, Paoa. Thank you. This
is Sergey Dolgikh, Elevator Inspector L & I. So, 1
just want to make i1t very clear, my stand on this as
far as what we are calling out here. Riding public is
human being, emergency personnel is a human being, an
elevator personnel 1s a human being. We all get hurt
the same frickin® way. We just have more marginal
safety and training experience that brings us out to
the next level of understanding how the systems work
and how they are iInterconnected so that when we get
into a situation when those could be In a very bad
damaged condition we can assess It much quicker. And
once again, like Eric Mills said, we also get
overwhelmed, and by we I mean elevator inspectors. We
are -- we are doing tremendously stressful work and
the same applies to elevator service personnel.

So, what 1 was saying iIs this: Every life
matters, and 1 think that in this case what we"re
looking at 1s we"re making 1t more stringent. Once
again, we are making It more rigid in the ways that we
protect the safety of people that may not be trained
and qualified as much as maybe elevator personnel 1is,
and I think for that matter | would put my yes on this

one. Thank you.
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MR. NAIPO: Mr. Rudder.

MR. RUDDER: (Muffled audio)

MR. NAIPO: Wait, Scott, hold on. Scott, 1
think your mic i1s really muffled, so...

MR. RUDDER: (Muffled audio)

MR. NAIPO: I just want to make sure that
the court reporter can hear you.

THE COURT REPORTER: Yeah, I was having a
little bit of trouble. 1t did sound muffled to me.

MR. NAIPO: Yeah.

MR. RUDDER: (Muffled audio) -- hear that?

THE COURT REPORTER: Not really.

MR. RUDDER: Don"t worry about it then.

MR. NAIPO: If it"s something that you can
possibly toss in the chat and we could -- we"ll read
from that, there®s a couple other people that have
comments. If you"re willing to do that, Scott, 1
appreciate 1t. Kevin.

MR. BRINKMAN: Yeah, Kevin Brinkman again.
Thank you, Ricky, for putting that in the chat.
Correction: There"s two switches. One switch is to
reset the seismic detection temporarily, and that is
outside the hoistway. The switch to activate the scan
is actually iIn the car. 1It"s in 11-- 8.4.10.1.1(e).

Thank you.
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MR. NAIPO: Mr. Quiett.

MR. QUIETT: Yeah, I was going to piggyback
with that a little bit. The seismic detection switch
and looking at the flow chart, the seismic detection

switch must be reset. Then the earthquake hoistway

scan must be actuated. |IT it passes that, then i1t is
allowed to -- after EQ, the earthquake mode reset, to
return to automatic operation. So, we -- We have to

be careful with who we are allowing to have the
elevator return back to operation. For some of the --
some of the reasons that people have stated, simply
letting the elevator run a scan of the hoistway is not
a full understanding of the damage that could be done
to the system and we could be inherently allowing a
system to go back into service and putting the public
at a greater amount of harm than by leaving i1t out of
service and having these other egress means out of a
structure.
MR. NAIPO: All right. Jonathan Madison.
MR. MADISON: Yeah, Jonathan Madison.
That"s exactly where we"re going with i1t. Thank you,
Ricky, for clarifying that. The key switch inside the
car | see an i1nherent problem with that right off.
But back to the point of we"ve got damage to entries,

if we"ve got debris in the hoistway, 1It"s not going to
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show on that initial reset. 1It"s going to show when
there®s someone in the car doing the scan. So, that
may be an argument for another day. But, again,
you"re not going to have anybody, an emergency
personnel, a fire fighter, or EMTs are not going to
see the situation that they"re about to enter with
this car running through a hoistway with the debris iIn
it. So, I -- 1 think 1t should be elevator personnel
no matter what. But thank you.

MR. NAIPO: Thank you. Jan.

MS. GOULD: The language emergency
personnel, 1 believe the vast majority of fireman have
no idea how use to Phase I and Phase 11, let -- let
alone know that there"s a switch 1n the machine room
that they could run the car with. That"s 1t. And
it"s fairly new to the code, the key switch is.

MR. NAIPO: Thank you, Jan. Oh, Melissa,
you had your hand raised?

MS. ERIKSEN: This i1s Melissa. So a few
people have referenced what Ricky said. To put it
into the record, Ricky put in the chat some code
language that just starts with (e) Where earthquake
mode slows speed to automatic operation as provided,
see 8.4.10.1.3(d) as in delta. The following shall be

provided in the elevator car operating panel: One, a
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group three security spring-loaded key switch labeled
"Earthquake Hoistway Scan' with positions marked
initiate and off, lettering shall be a minimum five
millimeters or a quarter of an inch in height. And,
two, a visual indicator labeled or displaying
earthquake slow speed.

MR. NAIPO: Thank you for that, Melissa.
And, with that, i1s there any additional questions that
need to be had before we cast our vote? All-righty.
And with that we are going to be casting our vote on
proposal 2022.0075 regarding operation of elevators
under earthquake emergency operations and the edits we
have discussed pretty much relinquishing the emergency
personnel from being able to operate the elevator with
these amendments and making it just the elevator
personnel.

For those that are voting for this change of
striking emergency personnel and replacing it with
elevator, please vote yea by raising your hand now.
For those i1n favor of this change removing emergency
personnel and replacing i1t with elevator personnel,
please raise your hand now if you are for that change.
Thank you very much for those votes. Thank you very
much for those votes. Go ahead and put your hands

down.
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And those who are against it please raise your
hand now. You"ll be voting nay. It looks like some
people are jumping for joy. All right. |If you need
to vote no or nay please raise your hand now. 1711 be
waiting for a confirmation from my co-worker. But
she®s got 1t. All right, we"re good. All right, so
go ahead and please lower your hands i1f you have voted
nay .

And if anyone needs to abstain from this vote
please raise your hand now. |If you are voting to
abstain from this vote please raise your hand now.

All-righty. And, with that, voting has
concluded on proposal 2022.0075. Melissa, will you
please read the tallies?

MS. ERIKSEN: Yes. Thank you. So, there
were 6 yeas, 17 nays, and 3 abstentions.

MR. NAIPO: All-righty. Um, this iIs a
pretty big one. We"ve got 15 minutes until lunch.
So, 1"m going to pose it to you guys. Do you guys
want to take a little bit of a break, reset, and then
we can come back to hear and tackle the rest of these
at that time, or would you guys like to push through,
do this one, and then take lunch once we"re done? So,
those 1n favor of taking lunch now, go ahead and raise

your hand now, iIf you want to take your lunch now and
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come back and do 77. Raise your hand 1f you want to
take lunch now for a half hour. Two, three, four,
five. All right.

And those against 1t and we"re just going to
push through until we get this one done and then take
lunch after that please raise your hand now.

All-righty. It looks like we"re going to push
through on this one and, then, once we"re done with
this one, we will then take our lunch, okay.

So, we are going over proposal 2022.0077.
Patrick, do you -- Oh, all right. We"re going over
proposal 2022.0077 as follows, Amend 17.1 section 2.7
as follows: 2.7.6.3.2, The motor controller shall be
located i1n a, striking machine room space, keeping
machine, striking control space or control room, they
kept the "or control room", but adding electrical
clearance requirements shall comply with NFPA 70, NFPA
70E, 29 CFR 1926 or 29 CFR 1910, whichever 1is
applicable (see Part 9). In the event two or more
code requirement(s) conflict, the core requirements or
requirement providing a higher degree of safety shall
be used. And the rest of that verbiage, "A motor
controller shall be permitted to be located outside
the specified spaces, provided i1t is enclosed In a

locked cabinet. The locked cabinet shall be..." (a)
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through () has all been stricken.

The reason for this, "Statement of Problem and
Justification. Hazardous equipment should not be iIn a
public place. MRLs already in public spaces conflict
with and violate codes and standards the State of
Washington must comply with. Stop putting hazards in
public spaces. |If the hazards exist, protection must
be provided through engineering or higher methods. A
working space iIn proximity to a motor controller in or
exposed to a public area at any time that presents
hazards to trained and untrained personnel. Access
and working space have to be provided and maintained
about all electrical equipment to permit ready and
safe operation and maintenance of such equipment.
Additionally, affected persons iIn a public area have
to be protected. In this area several standards have
been found to be i1n conflict that may result iIn a
reduction to life, limb, and the welfare of affected
persons."

So, the person was available for comment.
Unfortunately, when 1 contacted them they weren®t
available at this time. So, 1f there"s any questions,
unfortunately they won"t be able to be answered.

"IT the hazard exists, protection must be

provided through engineering or higher methods."
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Again, so any questions or clarifications needed
from what you guys can see reading this? Mr.
Barnhart.

MR. BARNHART: Thank you, sir. [I"m iIn
opposition to this change. The main thing he"s
talking about is 1t"s more hazard because 1t"s In a
public space, but 1t"s still behind the locked door,
just like everything In a machine room iIs behind a
looked door, and the fact that the locked door doesn*"t
say 1t"s a machine room doesn®"t make i1t any less safe
or any more safe. |If the public can get to the
machine room door, they can get to the controller
door, the same thing applies, they can -- they can
violate the lock and get in there and cause a problem.
So, this doesn"t add any level of safety by what he"s
trying to do. Thank you.

MR. NAIPO: So, I have question. Is a
machinery space, machine room, control space, and a
control room all locked environments, is that the --
iIs that true? Is that a true statement?

UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER: Yes.

MR. NAIPO: Paul?

MR. BARNHART: Yeah, that is true.

MR. NAIPO: Okay.

MR. BARNHART: 1t goes on (@) through
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whatever. | mean the whole proposal that"s iIn the --
or the -- the sections 2.7 and Al7.1 takes care of
all that.

MR. NAIPO: Okay.

MR. BARNHART: All that"s -- all that's
locked.

MR. NAIPO: All right. Thank you. Any
other questions or clarifications needed before we
cast our vote? And comments? Mr. Brinkman.

MR. BRINKMAN: Yeah, there®s questions or
comments i1n the rationale about this being, you know,
unique or something different, but we"ve been working
on escalators in public spaces for years. Every time
I go through the airport there"s an escalator that"s
got barricades set up and people are working around
that. Saying this control panel i1s any different, it
has to be In a locked room as opposed to cabinet with
a lock, I don"t see the difference, you know. And
there®s a part of the change would be to reference
NFPA 70. Well, NFPA 70 requirements are already
referenced In Al17.1. This -- this would be a
duplication. Everything that"s iIn the electrical
control system of an elevator has to comply with
Al7.1, excuse me, with NFPA 70 and ASME Al17.5. So, 1

think there®s some duplication here that"s not needed.
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I think we"re trying to remove something that"s
imbedded in the ASME code without justification

because 1t"s similar to other applications. Thank

you.
MS. ERIKSEN: Thank you. Eric, you®"re next.
MR. MILLS: Well, in reference to

escalators, 1 was a stairway manager for many years

and | have kicked more kids, more people off my
escalators when i1t"s barricaded and surrounded with
big, huge in multiple languages ""'Do Not Enter"
lettering than 1 ever should have. So, i1n public
safety sometimes we have to protect the public from
themselves because they think they no better than what
the sign says.

So, a space i1s different than a room. A room is
an area that"s surrounded on all sides, four -- so,
four walls, a ceiling, and a floor. A space doesn"t
mean that. So, taking and putting It out in the open
doesn"t protect the public. It"s all about public
safety, and my safety, quite frankly. It"s -- You
know, 1 have to watch other people iIn doing things
where they could put me iIn harm"s way. So, being from
the field, and, 1"m sorry, my name is Eric Mills,
field mechanic, 1 forgot, but that"s -- that"s the

key. 1t"s protecting the public from themselves and
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protecting us that are working on the equipment. You
know, there"s -- And kids are the worst because
they"re iInterested, they®"re curious naturally, and if
they have access to 1t they“"re going to try to get to
it. So, I think that I"m in favor of this.

MS. ERIKSEN: Thank you. Duane.

UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER: Yeah, I have to kind
of agree with this one, too.

MS. ERIKSEN: 1I"m sorry, real quick --

MR. LEOPARD: Duane Leopard. I1"m sorry, I™m
the guilty one. You know, 1 have a hunch the person
whoever wrote this is talking about controllers being
in the jambs, which I1"ve seen a few of those In my
travels across the state, you know, they®"re up there
on the third floor for the mechanic in order to work
on them and access them, do whatever he needs to do,
he"s got to be there basically In the public eye, so
here comes the barricade, and 1"ve had people move
barricades out of the way for me just to get by to get
into the escalators, too. You know, I have to -- 1
don"t know about striking out machine space, though,
or control space, but 1 think that"s probably our best
direction to go on some of this.

MS. ERIKSEN: Thank you.

MR. NAIPO: Jan.
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MS. GOULD: Jan Gould, City of Seattle. We
still have language in our Chapter 30 requiring
machine room or control rooms and I"m glad of 1t. It
doesn®"t mean i1t won"t eventually go away, but 1 want
to fight for 1t as long as possible. We"ve fought
long and hard to get dedicated machine and control
rooms, and this is basically for those repair
servicemen, service women, that are working on this
equipment that they have their electrical working
clearances, and 1 just want to keep dedicated machine
and control rooms as long as possible.

MR. NAIPO: Thank you. Mr. Quiett.

MR. QUIETT: Yeah, with this -- For me, this
IS more -- Oh, Jonathan Quiett, sorry. This is more
for protecting the individuals working on the
equipment than 1t is for anything else. As it sits
right now, let"s use a school as an example, 1 go Into
a machine room as 1"m troubleshooting a problem In a
school, I have a locked door. Passing period happens.
Everything is happening outside of this room. 1 don"t
have teachers, students, faculty bothering me while
I"m trying to focus and be focused on the work that
I"m doing. 1"m not putting myself or anybody else in
harm®"s way because 1 am in a secured environment. By

allowing this here, our best protection we"re saying
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to use i1s use barricades, which we all know can be ran
into, bumped Into, and now it"s the curiosity aspect
of 1t, anybody in the public, "What are you doing?
What are you working on? Why is the elevator broke?"
It"s taking our focus off of our own personal safety,
the safety of the equipment that we were working on,
and, frankly, the safety of the people around us by
having this where it"s in a publicly accessible place.

MR. NAIPO: Thank you, Jon. Carl.

MR. CARY: Yes. 1 rise, thank you, to state
that we should reject this change. Just to speak
briefly about the conditions that were talked about,
working around the public with barricades in an
elevator, or something that was already done iIn the
description that was just provided at a school, the
mechanic needs to access the pit of the car top, they
would have to pull barricades out, they would have to
open the car door, and they would have to deal with
that scenario. There are many other jurisdictions
that allow control cabinets and control-- jamb mounted
controllers successfully without issue. This Is going
to save owners money by allowing them to dedicate
valuable workplace inside the building to something
other than a control room and 1t can be done safely.

Thank you.
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MR. NAIPO: All-righty. And with that, i1t
doesn®t look like anybody else has any other
questions, but once again I"11 provide the opportunity
for anybody else who has any clarifying comments or
questions to please provide them now. Sergey.

MR. DOLGIKH: You knew that I was going to
raise my hand, right? No, I"m just kidding. So, I™m
looking at this entire -- entire body of code that was
struck out and one thing just kind of struck me, so
this one says provided with cabinet doors or panels
that are not self-closing that are self-locking, and
this goes In direct contradiction with machine room
door requirements that has to be self-closing, self-
latching, or self locking. So, 1If it"s not required
to be self-closing, then how does i1t pose a safety for
the riding public i1f 1t"s out In the open public? So,
I"'m -- 1"m -- Just for that matter 1°m going to vote
yes for this. But that -- that®"s something that
struck me as odd that they wouldn®t put the
requirements of it being self-closing. Perhaps 1t"s
just because 1T 1t"s part of doorjamb or something
like that are --- that are mitigating some
difficulties i1in dealing with the space that i1s limited
to maintenance and such for the mechanic or service

provider. So, definitely that kind of -- Yeah, thank
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you.

MR. NAIPO: Dylan.

MR. LATHE: Dylan Lathe, L & I. My opinion
the reason why i1t wouldn®"t be self-closing is because
they would be standing there working on it and it
would be closing on them the entire time as opposed to
being inside of a machine room. Thank you.

MR. NAIPO: Mr. Barnhart.

MR. BARNHART: Thank you. Paul Barnhart.
The comment | was going to ask has already been
addressed. It"s not self-closing because you are
working on the panel and you can®"t have the door close
on you while you®"re working on the panel. Yes, that"s
why that"s In there.

MR. NAIPO: Thank you. Candace.

MS. LAU: Candace Lau. Yeah, 1 was going to
respond the same thing, that this is a cabinet that
we"re talking about and not a machine room or a door.
But I also want to comment that what I"m seeing is
that, you know, we really need to pay attention to
what the mechanics are doing, are saying, and what the
people that are actually doing the work are saying
because those are the people that are really most
affected. 1t is mostly about their safety and how

they work on their equipment with all the stuff going
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around. Escalators, there was a comment on
escalators. There®s really no choice on escalators
because of where 1t"s located, but there i1s a choice
here. There®"s a choice here to put these things iIn a
machine room as opposed to in a space with barricades
around 1t, and 1t"s just my comment on that.

MR. NAIPO: Thank you. Mr. Quiett.

MR. QUIETT: Yeah, Jonathan Quiett. |1
appreciate what Candace was saying. This is kind of a
direct response to what Carl was saying. We
absolutely have a choice when we access a pit and when
we access the car top. |If we have a busy public
environment, we can choose at what point we are
accessing that pit or car top and the means that we
have. If we are actively troubleshooting an elevator
and have exposed electrical devices to be able to
correctly troubleshoot that piece of equipment, we
don"t have a choice. We are dealing with whatever the
public environment at that time throws at us. So, by
saying we don"t have -- we can mitigate with
barricades, 1 agree with that to an extent, but 1 also
say we don"t have a choice of how we can protect
ourselves and the rest of the public while we are
doing the work.

MR. NAIPO: Thank you. Sergey, I"m sorry, I
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didn"t see that you re-raised your hand.

MR. DOLGIKH: Sergey Dolgikh, L & I. So, 1
just wanted to briefly clarify, I get it why it"s not
self-closing that the person has to perform the work.
My point was that the reason why the machine room door
has to be self-closing, self-latching, there iIs a
reason for 1t, and if we"re taking that reason out of
this by saying, oh, i1t doesn"t have to be now, but the
reason was there for a purpose, the purpose iIs that it
has to be i1solated away from the public, away from,
like Jonathan was saying, you know, having to make a
choice i1n that snapshot of time. And when you
troubleshoot, 1°ve troubleshot before, 1t"s crazy
time. You have a pressure as i1t i1s, and now you have
a pressure of public constantly moving in and out and
around. So, I just wanted to clarify, though, 1
understand why the self-closing was taken out. That"s
precisely why 1 brought up that point. Machine room
door shall be self-closing, self-latching, that is
there for a reason, and there has to be a machine
room. Thank you.

MR. NAIPO: All-righty. So, are there any
other questions or comments needed to clarify before
we"re ready to cast a vote? All-righty. So, we will

be casting a vote on proposal 2022.0077 regarding the
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changes of striking machinery space, control space, as
well as (a) through (f) on 2.7.6.3.2.

IT you are for this change we ask that you vote
yea now by raising your hand. So, 1If you are in favor
of this change, please raise your hand now. If you
are for this change, please raise your hand now.

Okay, go ahead and lower your hands. Thank you for
your vote.

IT you are opposed to this change, please raise
your hand now. |If you are opposed to this change,
please raise your hand now. Thank you. Go ahead and
lower your hands.

And 1f you would like to abstain from this, that
is your vote, please raise your hand now.

James, you voted nay, correct? James Cline?

MR. CLINE: Yes, I did. Sorry. There it
goes.

MR. NAIPO: Thanks. All right. So, one for
abstain. All right. Go ahead and lower your hands.
Thank you for that. Thank you for your vote. And,
so, Melissa, will you please read the votes that were
cast for proposal 2022.0077.

MS. ERIKSEN: Yes. Thank you. There were
10 yeas, there were 14 nays, and 1 abstention.

MR. NAIPO: All-righty. Thank you.
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All-righty. With that, that concludes our first part
of the day. You guys are doing a great job. 1 know
it seems like we"re not making headway at all, but
this was the big -- this was going to be a big topic
of discussion i1s the things that were submitted for
amending or excluding from our WAC, and so 1 know that

this was going to be a little lengthy of a time.

Granted, 1 wish we were a little bit further into i1t
than before, but I"m -- I"m okay with the discussions
that have been going on, the questions. | feel like

people are voting educatedly, not emotionally, I™m
just going to throw yea or nay, whatever. You guys
feel like you"re voting with validity behind it. So,
I appreciate that. And, with that, we"re going to
take a 30 minute lunch. Melissa 1s going to throw up
a 30 minute timer; so, when that is done counting
down, hopefully you guys will be, you know, fed,
rested, hydrated, and ready to go the rest of this
day. Thank you guys very much. See you guys in about
30 minutes. Appreciate i1t.
(Lunch recess taken at 12:07 p.m.)

MR. NAIPO: So, thank you, everyone, for
coming back promptly. |1 really appreciate it. We"ll
dive back into this work again. 1 know, hey, we"ve

only got to 12 so far. That"s okay because 675
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there®s a lot of stuff that people were asking to be
amended and 1 knew that this was going to be a lot;
so, 1t"s okay. We"ve still got time. We"re good.

So, with that, we"re going to start with
proposal 2022.0079, Amendments to Adopted Standards.
They"re looking to add, "Amend Al7.1 as follows:
Adding 3.24.5 Location of Tanks. Hydraulic machines
being installed in the line of movement of an elevator
car or wherein an affected person i1s required to work
in the line of movement of an elevator car shall be
prohibited."

In, "April of 2018 an affected person was killed
by an engineered hazard which never was compliant with
published standards. Due to this fatality, increased
local enforcement to prevent further fatalities is
warranted. |If the hazards exist, protection must be
provided through engineering or higher methods.

Please understand that the comment is extremely
troubling and 1 author this with great respect to
human life and those that are charged with protecting
it. Of all my comments, this comment iIs paramount as
based on current practices it is required based on
imminent danger to affected persons. Please consider
reporting this comment and the associated scenario to

your state OSHA office for their awareness also.
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Despite the language, governing pits and pit equipment
as it relates to the remind-- remainder of the
hydraulic installation jurisdictions across the United
States are allowing installing unsafe and lethal
equipment.™
Any clarifying questions or comments? Mr.

Leopard.

MR. LEOPARD: I"1l keep it short. 1 like
this amendment.

MR. NAIPO: Thank you. Anybody else needing
clarification? Questions? Mr. Brinkman.

MR. BRINKMAN: Yeah, just a couple comments.
You know, certainly what happened in April of 2018 was
very tragic, but we have elevator mechanics working in
pits every day for a variety of reasons and a variety
of components of the elevator. Hydraulic tanks are
one component that®"s allowed to be there currently by
the Al7 code. 1™"m not sure why that"s being singled
out because we have to work In pits in order to
maintain elevators and maintain their safety. So, 1
just -- you know, I understand that i1t"s a dangerous
location, but i1f proper protection is taken by
controlling the car both electrically and mechanically
the car shouldn®t come down on anybody, and | -- you

know, 1 think that we need to make sure we keep that
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in mind because we are going to be iIn pits regardless
of whether we change this proposal or not. Thank you.
And that was Kevin Brinkman. 1"m not sure 1 said it
this time.

UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER: You®"re muted. You“re
talking, but you"re muted.

MS. ERIKSEN: 1 don"t know who we"re talking
to. So, Paul, did you have a comment?

MR. BARNHART: 1"m sorry, you"re right, 1
was muted. Paul. Paul Barnhart with UL. 1 want to
echo Kevin"s comments. Any fatality i1s a tragedy, but
I believe that Al7 has the requirements iIn it to
provide protection when you"re working in the pit.
Hydraulics 1s not the only time you have to be iIn the
pit. And the commenter said that the fatality rate
was because of an engineered hazard that was never
compliant with published standards. Well, 1f you"re
not compliant with the public standards, you
definitely are going to put yourself at risk; but, if
you"re compliant with the published standards, and the
rules for access to pits, and protecting yourself when
you"re in the pits, you"re not subject to that hazard.
So, I kind of speak i1n opposition to this. 1
understand the -- the emotions involved with this,

but, like Kevin said, it"s not just hydraulic tanks,
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it would be the same problem. So, the only -- the
only way to eliminate the hazard of being in the pit
iIs to say that absolutely nothing can ever be iIn the
pit and I"m not sure we"re prepared to go that far.
Thank you.

MR. NAIPO: Thank you. Mr. Mills.

MR. MILLS: I speak for this. Sorry, Eric
Mills, field Mechanic. 1 speak for this. Limiting
any time in the pit is a good thing. Most companies
are constantly or 1 should say most employers are
constantly updating their safety policies to mitigate
hazards i1n the pit because of the inherent dangers;
so, why add something else that we have to do to work
on in the pit if everybody knows i1t"s such a bad place
to work. So, why add more equipment? Why put the
main control system for the hydraulic elevator in the
pit? That"s a valve. |If something happens to that
valve when you"re under there, there i1s a chance
you"re going to die. And I don*t know all what
happened iIn 2018, but my understanding was It was a
wiring issue that came from the factory, and 1 might
be wrong, but that"s what 1 remember reading. |1 don"t
have the paperwork in front of me. So, we“re trusting
that the manufacturer is going to give us a piece of

equipment that"s met code compliant and everything.
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We don"t wire everything in the field. So, if
something was mistakenly done, which, unfortunately,
caused the fatality, why -- why would we want to even
take another chance at this. There"s enough Injuries
and, you know, stuff in the pit area, why add more
equipment there.

MR. NAIPO: Thank you. Sergey.

MR. DOLGIKH: Sergey Dolgikh, Elevator
Inspector L & 1. | want to piggyback off what Eric
Mills was saying. There"s -- there®s several
considerations, but one of them is If you"re posting a
major piece of equipment that controls the hydraulic
elevator In a pit somewhere, right, then you“re
limiting the person who"s working on it to be iIn that
spot, and we all know that there i1s a wreckage space
specifically allocated for the hydraulic pits that are
not necessary all that deep sometimes to -- for the
wreckage space, right? So, i1If you really need to
troubleshoot something from within the pit and you“re
manipulating the elevator, that"s another thing,
troubleshooting 1t. But so with -- for that reason
alone, 1 would be voting for this. But the other
reason iIs also, as we know, In the State of Washington
we -- we don"t enter pits. So, like Eric said, we"re

adding an additional crucial piece of equipment iInside
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the pit where we as an authority of having
jurisdiction cannot enter unless we follow very
specific procedures, and that -- that also puts iInto
perspective of how long the inspection iIs going to
take, so on and so forth. So, I1™m looking at i1t from
two different perspectives. One Is the service
personnel that services the equipment, and two is the
people, authority having jurisdiction, that has to
inspect the equipment, and for that matter, and since
this 1s 1solated to those people that are actually
permitted to be there under certain circumstances, 1-°d
say the less we put In the pit, the better it is.
That"s my own.

MR. NAIPO: Thank you. 1Is there anybody
else who has any additional clarifying questions or
comments before 1 move on to voting? Mr. Madison.

MR. MADISON: Yeah, Jon Madison. One
question with this because as we keep going back over
safety and everything, you know, and whether or not
the maintenance personnel, be i1t whatever division
they“re from, who"s working In here with the reducers
to find refuge 1T something does go wrong, and we
understand that there®s supposed to be mechanical and
electrical safety circumstances that are going to be

set In when you"re working on 1t, what about when this

141

CAPITOL PACIFIC REPORTING, INC. (800) 407-0148




TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE MEETING

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

fails when we have passengers in the elevator? So, if
something happens to the valve or whether or not it"s
going to have a pump motor in 1t and that burns up and
locks the car up three feet above i1t or, you know, a
story above i1t and we have to get to that car that"s
got trapped passengers iIn it, do we have any
provisions to safeguard them from what happens below
and whether it"s fumes or an actual fire? And I™m
sure that was all engineered. But that®"s one of the
questions I had is adding more things, especially
flammable things, Into the pit, it just don"t seem
like a very good idea to the riding public or to the
personnel working on 1t. Thank you.

MR. NAIPO: Before we move on, Jon, | just
want to make sure, was there -- was that a question
that you were posing or was 1t just something for
people to think about and then a statement at the end?

MR. MADISON: Mine was more something to
think about because 1 don"t want anything in there
such as tanks and whatnot. But with the safety and
regards to it, what happens when we have a failure? |1
mean 1 just want people to think about that idea.

MR. NAIPO: Thank you. Mr. Brinkman.

MR. BRINKMAN: Yeah, Kevin Brinkman.

Just i1n response to the last comment, you know, we
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obviously already have hydraulic fluid in the pit
because of cylinders that are aligned, etc. Yes,
we"re introducing more. | -- 1 concur with that.
However, we"re also required to have sprinklers in the
hoistway In the pit to prevent any fire hazard, and
I"m not aware of any hoistway fires resulting from
hydraulic fluid. Maybe 1"m wrong, maybe there"s some
out there that I haven"t seen, but I1"m not aware of
any. Thank you.

MR. NAIPO: Mr. Larson.

MR. LARSON: Thank you. Just In response to
some of the comments about the, you know, access to
pits, etc., I think some of the rationale can be found
in 3.7.18 which says, among other things, that in this
configuration the means necessary for tests and
inspections can be outward -- outside the (audio
disruption) and the means are also permitted to be
used by elevator personnel for passenger rescue.

111 ——- 1711 put the specific language in the chat.
This is Russ Larson, by the way. Thank you.

MR. NAIPO: Thank you for that, Russ. Jan.

MS. GOULD: Jan Gould, City of Seattle.
There®s an emergency proposal to the Washington State
building code to remove sprinklers associated with

hydraulic elevators because they don"t have the flash
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point that they used to, not all of them. So, I just
wanted to make that comment. You don®"t always have
sprinkler protection.

MR. NAIPO: Mr. Quiett.

MR. QUIETT: Yes, this i1s Jonathan Quiett.
Something that we have to think about, as well, 1s you
know these systems do have snorkels, and charcoal
filters, and everything else. With the -- the
hydraulic -- the high degree of hydraulic fluid that"s
being used even with all these in place, 1t"s also
providing an environment that doesn®"t smell very well
for -- for the riding public. There are issues that
can arise from a failure of a pump motor shorting and
actually catching fire to the tank. Anybody that has
worked on hydraulic elevators has had that happen when
we have a short in the motor that will catch fire in
the tank. You have smoke that comes out of the tank
and, you know, without knowing what those fumes
actually give off, you know, we can also be inducing
other issues iInto an elevator hoistway that we don"t
need to.

MR. NAIPO: Thank you. Mr. Friesen.

MR. FRIESEN: Wade Friesen, Vertical
Options. He just spoke to the point that 1 was going

to make, but 1 wanted to piggyback off that. You
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know, 1f you®"ve been around hydraulic elevators long
enough, you"ve probably seen a couple of tanks smoke
here and there. You know, 1t used to be from
contactors getting stuff or something like that that
would overheat the oil and cause smoke to roll off of
these things. And I do understand that these units
that are mounted In the pit are ventilated, but we"ve
seen some pretty extreme situations where 1 mean smoke
billowing out of machine rooms from these things, and
I think there®s a hazard to us fixating to the public
that could be stuck In an elevator where there is a
failure. To add to that, we"ve seen this on two
modern, very modern, you know, two or three year old
elevators that had software issues that caused this to
happen on modern equipment. So, i1t"s the new, you
know, logic controlled equipment iIs not immune to this
either. So, that"s a consideration to take into
account here. Thank you.

MR. NAIPO: Thank you. Paul, 1711 get to
you right real quick. 1"m just going to read what
Russ Larson put in the chat. 3.7.18 and 2.7.6.4
replaced the wording with the following: Where a
hydraulic machine or an elevator machine motion
controller or motor controller is located iIn the

hoistway or pit, means necessary for tests that
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require movement of the car shall be provided and
arranged so that they can be operated from outside the
hoistway and shall conform to 2.7.6.4.1 and 2.7.6.4_.2.
These means are also permitted to be used by elevator
personnel for passenger rescue.

That was just to piggyback of off Russ®s comment
prior. And so Mr. Barnhart.

MR. BARNHART: Thank you. Paul Barnhart
from UL. The questions | have, a lot of this
discussion has revolved around AOE tanks, and
certainly 3.24.5 starts out by saying location of
tanks, but then the clause that"s written here says
hydraulic machines being installed. So, to me that
would be any part of the hydraulics that lifts the
elevator can"t be installed under the elevator. So,
how do you build a hydraulic lift? You know, i1f —-- 1f
the proposal i1s to keep the tanks out of the pit,
okay, write it that way, but that"s not how I1t"s
written. So, I™m just a little confused by the way
it"s written. Thank you.

MR. NAIPO: Thank you. Candace.

MS. LAU: Candace Lau. 1 kind of missed
that point, but there®s a WAC code, right, currently
that has some -- some parameters surrounding this; so,

I can"t remember if this was going to be changed later
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on, but would this -- would this be a moot point if
it"s already covered in the WAC, is what 1"m saying.
WAC 02552 i1s the one where 1t has some limitations and
some parameters around surrounding having motors and
stuff In the pit. So, I"m just wondering i1f this
amendment would be a moot point 1f we"ve already
addressed i1t 1In the WAC 02552. That"s just my
comment.

MR. NAIPO: What I can do real quick is I
will bring up that WAC in just a second, 02552,
location of equipment In a hoistway. So, let me do
this. So, elevator equipment shall be permitted to be
located within the hoistway subject to the
requirements In Al7.1 and the following: Where an
elevator cannot be prevented from movement
electrically or mechanically prior to entering the pit
area, motor controllers, motion controllers, drives,
hydraulic control valves, hydraulic reservoirs (tank,)
hydraulic pump motors, and driving machines shall not
be located in the pit. Where a means iIs used to
secure the elevator electronically [sic] and
mechanically prior to entering the pit, the means
shall be designed such that an activation can be
performed without full bodily entry iInto the pit.

So, is that verbiage, again because I"m just
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facilitating, i1s that verbiage the same as what"s
being proposed by this WAC change? Sergey?

MR. DOLGIKH: Yeah, Sergey Dolgikh, Elevator
Inspector L & 1. | think those are two different
items just by the 02552 basically seems like it
mitigates removal of electrical and mechanical hazards
prior to entering the pit, and basically stating that,
hey, 1T you can"t provide those, then any of those
mechanisms shall not be in the pit, which kind of
paraphrases a little bit of the code, but we"re
looking at this, I mean at least I look at this as an
intent of removing mechanical and electrical hazard
out of circulation, basically, before -- before a pit
IS being entered for whatever purpose.

When I*m looking at the requirement that we"re
looking at here and i1t speaks of actual tanks, 1 just
wanted to make a comment here on the previous
suggestion. Well, the hydraulic machines, obviously
it"d be a submersible, right, because if this iIs a
hydraulic -- 1T the submersible motor sits In a tank
we"re done. |If 1t"s -- if 1t"s an external machine,
it could be probably out and pumping. But, once
again, this is more specific to me. This 1s more
specific to actually location of a flammable,

hazardous, fuming i1tem that creates hazards,
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additional hazards in the pit along the side with
troubleshooting and servicing the equipment.

The WAC that Candace mentioned here, the way 1
read 1t at least, 1s -- 1s, hey, before we do this, we
need to mitigate electrical mechanical hazards and, i1f
we can"t, then we need to remove those pieces of
equipment outside the pit so they can be servicing.
So, to me, 1t"s apples and oranges at this point.
Thank you.

MR. NAIPO: Mr. Quiett.

MR. QUIETT: Yeah, Jonathan Quiett. Just
real quick. Somebody said something earlier about a
hydraulic machine and their issue with it. It"s
actually -- It"s spelled out i1in the Al17.1 the
definition of hydraulic machine. 1It"s a unit
consisting of a pump, motor valves, and associated
internal piping that converts electrical energy and
supplies 1t as liquid under pressure. So, that"s a
hydraulic power unit. That"s what we"re talking about
with hydraulic machines. So, let"s not be confusing
piping in the pit, because we have to have the piping
in the pit, with turning this into wanting to put the
hydraulic machine In the pit. They"re two completely
different things. Thank you.

MR. NAIPO: So, with that, are there any
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additional clarifying statements or questions that
need to be had before we cast a vote on this? All
right. So, we"ll be casting a vote on proposal
2022.0079 that amends 17.1 3.24.5, Location of Tanks.
Hydraulic machines being installed in the line of
movement of an elevator car or wherein an affected
person i1s required to work in the line of movement of
an elevator car shall be prohibited.

It strictly prohibits 1t. So, i1t removes it
from the WAC. 1It"s saying electronic or electrically
or mechanically, It just says It can"t be done. No
matter what, you cannot do this.

So, i1f you are for that change -- Oh, I"m sorry,
Dylan. I missed that while 1 was reading. 1
apologize.

MR. TURNER: No problem. Dylan Turner,
Greenbusch. You kind of just answered what I was
going to bring up. But I was just going to say iIf we
vote i1n favor of this, then that WAC section needs to
be removed because you can®"t vote yes to this and then
leave the part that allows the hydraulic equipment i1f
it"s electrically and mechanically locked out.
They"re opposing requirements. Thank you for that.

MR. NAIPO: So, i1f you are voting yea for

this proposal 2022.0079, please raise your hand. Or,
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Candace, I"m sorry, did you have a question or
statement?

MS. LAU: Yeah. Candace Lau. But, see,
that"s what 1"m saying is we"re only voting this.
We"re not voting to get rid of that WAC. And -- and
the other thing is, | kind of see what Sergey was
saying. It"s two separate things and | tend to agree
now. So, even i1f you can have those provisions, what
I*"m understanding, this is how I"m understanding it,
even 1T that WAC i1s met and you have those provisions
to prevent i1t from movement prior to entering the pit,
you can still have this in place, that 1t"s -- that --
This 1s still an additional requirement. So, even if
you have those things in place, you may not use 1it,
but you have i1t iIn place, and this will say you can"t
have 1t 1in line of sight either. 1It"s an addition to
that WAC code. So, 1t"s not like removing the WAC
code. 1 think that"s what you were saying, Dylan.
I*m not positive. But | think 1t"s adding this and
keeping the other one.

MR. NAIPO: Dylan.

MR. TURNER: Dylan Turner, Greenbusch. 1
mean the way I read the WAC as it Is now, 1It"s
providing a limitation of when you can put the

hydraulic equipment In the pit. So, if this is saying
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you cannot put the equipment in the pit, then there"s
no point In having limitations of when it can be iIn
there. It just can"t be in there. And for the
record, I don"t think the equipment should be iIn the
pit, period. But my point is I don"t think we can
have one portion of the WAC that says you shall not
put equipment In the pit and then another portion that
says under these conditions you can have equipment in
the pit.

MR. NAIPO: And you are -- you are
completely correct, and that i1s -- that was
unfortunately additional work that we as the Program
have to do and that"s why 1 appreciate when you guys
who work within our WAC and you guys are reading
things because, again, I"m just facilitating this. |
don"t know where to look. 1 don"t know where to go to
see 1T there"s something that"s contradictory. | know
that"s what our technical specialists are here for and
they"re here i1In a different capacity than trying to
discern this stuff, but she brought i1t up that, "Hey,
this 1Is -- this is addressed here. Does this say the
same thing?" So, whether or not we have to amend or
do anything to 2552, that still has to be determined.

What we"re voting for now is strictly on this

proposal right here. |If there are additions that need
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to be made, additional changes that need to be made
within the WAC, that"s what we will cover. |It"s our
job as the Program to make sure that anything we put
forth into the WAC doesn®"t contradict itself somewhere
else. Just like when we adopt a code, we need to make
sure that, hey, the adopted code that we have

doesn®"t -- you know, isn"t contradictory to something
that we have already adopted in our WAC, WAC rule.

So, thank you for that. But right now we"re just
voting on this. 1"ve got a couple questions. It
looks like Sergey will go first and then Candace.

MR. DOLGIKH: Sergey Dolgikh, elevator
section L & I. So, just to answer Dylan®s -- Well,
not to answer it, but to comment on it, when you read
the 2552 WAC, it"s a provisional WAC. It says
"where'. It"s waiting on a provision, where an
elevator cannot be prevented from moving electrically
and mechanically, 1s then you need to get it out of
the hoistway. '"Where a means i1s used to secure the
elevator electrically and mechanically prior to
entering the pit, the means shall be designed In such
a way...", 1t"s more like a variance sort of in a way,
I"m throwing that -- that terminology there, whereas
when you®re speaking about -- when you®re speaking

about the subject of what we"re talking about, it
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actually i1s very exclusive to the letter that says it
shall not be there, period. And, so, this particular
item actually narrows i1t down, and, as we spoke
before, the code i1s only moving upward in safety, not
the downward. You don®"t diminishing safety, you"re
actually improving safety by certain things. And I
don"t believe that adding an additional piece of
equipment, and I"m not going to beat this horse to
death, but 1t"s already dead, but, so, anyway, so that
was kind of why I was trying to clear my standpoint on
that one. But thank you.

MR. NAIPO: Candace.

MS. LAU: Candace Lau. Yeah, 1 don"t want
to beat this to death either, but I just wanted to
make the point that you can have -- What this
amendment iIs saying iIs that 1t does not want the
hydraulic machine to be installed in the line of
movement. They"re not saying you can"t put i1t in the
pit. They"re just saying you can"t put i1t In the pit
in the line of movement of the elevator car or where a
person can work. Let"s say you put it in the back of
the hoistway where it"s not in the line of movement in
the car, i1t"s beyond that point, I"m just making this
up, beyond that point, then this amendment is saying,

hey, 1T 1t"s beyond that point you can"t, whereas the
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WAC is saying 1If you don"t have those things to
prevent 1t from movement you can"t even install it iIn
the pit. So, they“"re two very separate and different
things. Now that Sergey pointed i1t out to me, I can
see that they are two very separate and different
things. That"s just a comment.

MR. NAIPO: AIll right. So, any other
questions or comments before we cast our vote on this?
I want to make sure | put this out there is should
this be like the other thing that we did before where,
hey, we voted, you know, this really doesn"t need to
be here because of another WAC that already addresses
it?

IT there are hands that feel like, hey, the WAC
that"s i1n place, 2552, addresses what this i1s already
doing or the intent of this, can you please raise your
hand now? If you feel like the WAC 2552 addresses
this proposal 79, please raise your hand now.

All right. Then this will be something that
we -- then I"m hearing that the consensus i1s that 2552
doesn"t have anything to do with this. So, that is
what we"re going to be voting on what i1s what this
says and whether this needs to be put in the amendment
to our adopted standard 675.

So, 1f you are for this change, please raise
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your hand and vote yea now. |If you are for this
change, please raise your hand now. All right. Thank
you. Go ahead and lower your hands. Thank you for
those votes.

Those who are in opposition of this change,
please raise your hand and vote nay now. If you"re in
opposition of this change, please raise your hand and
vote nay now. All-righty. Thank you for that.

Please lower your hands.

IT you are abstaining from this vote, please
raise your hand now. |If you are abstaining from this
vote, please raise your hand now. All-righty. Thank
you.

Melissa, will you please read the tallies for
proposal 2022.0079.

MS. ERIKSEN: Sure. There were 16 yeas, 7
nays, and 2 abstentions.

MR. NAIPO: AIll right. Before we move on
just so that everyone understands and knows, too, that
as I"m listening to you guys and 1 hear points of
reference, or comments, or something like that that I
feel needs to be discussed further, especially i1f this
passes, that"s what 1"m sort of making over here. So,
I feel like 2552 does need to be just codified

against this just to make sure that, hey, we really
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are -- these are two totally separate things, and
we"ll go from there. Yes, Mr. Quiett.

MR. QUIETT: Jonathan Quiett. |1 think 2552
can also be relevant, though, for traction equipment.
We"re in the hoistway. We have to access i1t and work
on it. When you have -- Traction machines are in the
hoistway, 1t"s part of the structure that you're
working on, and you have to do work on those types of
equipment, as well. So, we can"t -- we can"t get
pigeon-holed thinking about hydraulics because we"re
talking about hydraulics because 2552 can also be for
other pieces of equipment, as well. Thank you.

MR. NAIPO: All-righty. And, with that, we
are moving on to amendment 2022.0080, Amend 17.1 as
follows: Testing of conveyances covered by 17.1,
1.1.1 shall utilize rated load including, but not
limited to...

Okay, we are going to skip this one because this
was something submitted by someone regarding not
allowing alternative testing, which we have already,
or, yeah, to not allow alternative testing, which we
have already voted for that we are going to keep the
current paren ten of 675 saying that the State does
not allow alternative testing at this time. So, iIf

everyone is okay with that, we"re going to move past
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this one.

Going on to 2022.0081. Okay, there we go.
1.2.1 Purpose. The purpose of this code is to provide
for the safety of life and limb, and to promote the
public welfare. Compliance with this code shall be
achieved by conforming with the requirements in ASME
Al7.1, and striking conformance with some of the
requirements iIn ASME Al17.1, and for systems,
subsystems, components or functions of that that do
not conform with requirements in ASME Al7.7.

(c) Conformance with the requirements in Al7.7.

The 17 -- Al7.7 safety standard does not
establish equivalent safety requirements as compared
to prescriptive standards.

Any questions or clarifying statements? Mr.
Barnhart.

MR. BARNHART: 1 take issue with this
proposal. The rationale that states Al7.7 does not
establish equivalent safety requirements i1s just flat
out false. When properly applied by -- at AECO, an
accredited elevator company, their certification
organization or whatever that means, Al7.7 does
establish equivalent safety and In many cases it
establishes a higher level of safety because a

complete hazard analysis is conducted and those
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hazards have to be addressed. As an AECO member, we
have seen cases where the prescriptive code didn"t go
far enough in actually doing the hazard analysis, and
mitigating those hazards actually resulted In a safer
application rather than a less safe. So, the
rationale for this change i1s just flat wrong. Sorry.
Thank you.

MR. NAIPO: Mr. Brinkman.

MR. BRINKMAN: Yeah, Kevin Brinkman. 1
certainly agree with what Mr. Barnhart said. You
know, Al17.7 has been around for about 15 years now
and, you know, i1ts been used in a lot of cases to
bring new technologies to the marketplace and bring
it there safely. The way to do that without Al7.7 1is
through a variance process and then you®re relying on
the people at the State Depart-- the State Elevator
Division to make a decision on whether or not the
alternate technology should be allowed. In the case
of A17.7 you®re allowing a third party, an independent
third party, to make that -- to make an evaluation,
determine the safety, and then in the end the local
authority still has the option to accept or deny that
request for the Al17.7 conformance. 1t"s still left up
to the jurisdiction. So, by leaving Al17.7 i1n there,

you get the best of both worlds. You get the
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independent third party to do the testing work for
you, no cost to the Department, and then you can make
a decision on that based on the data that®"s provided.

MR. NAIPO: All right. Thank you. Carl.
Carl.

MR. CARY: Yeah, Carl Cary, Lerch Bates. A
point of clarification. The language that they"re
looking to strike doesn®"t align with the way WAC 00675
reads. They"re striking language that says
conformance with some of the requirements in ASME Al7.
That"s not what the WAC says. The WAC says
conformance with a combination of requirements in ASME
17.1 and 17.7 with the following, and then there i1s no
(©).

MR. NAIPO: Oh, no, no, no. So, he iIs —-
I"m sorry. So, what they are proposing a change to is
where verbiage 1.2.1, which is I believe in ASME
Al7.1, I"m assuming, | don"t have my book in front of
me, 1 apologize, but 1 believe the paren (a) (b) and
(c) that they"re referencing that they need changed
from the ASME code. And i1f anyone can answer that
question more clearly for Carl than me, please raise
your hand. If not, I"1l move on to Sergey. Thank
you.

UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER: Yeah, that"s correct.
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MR. NAIPO: All right. Thank you.

UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER: Ditto.

MR. DOLGIKH: Is 1t my turn now?

MR. NAIPO: Yes.

MR. DOLGIKH: Okay. Thank you. Sergey
Dolgikh, L & I. I have only one question here to ask
and Paoa kind of brought it up iIn review, we"re not
looking about -- we"re looking about 1.2.1, the
purpose of, as in adjusting the language from 17.1,
but that"s where 1"m having a question to ask. 17.1
kind of refers us nonchalantly into 17.7, and 17.7, to
my knowledge, has never been adopted in the State of
Washington as a -- as a valid code. So, does It mean
that 1f we are adopting 17.1 we"re kind of making a
blanketed statement about 17.7 and we don"t even know
what 1t -- what 1t basically states inside 17.7. 1
mean 1t"s just kind of like I"m trying to figure out
iT every time we say something is good for us as a
reference to this, or this, or that, we have to have
somehow adopted it because, like 17.2, we adopted 1t
for use, right? So, but here what I"m seeing iIs this
language i1s referring us somewhere else where its
never been adopted. So, that®s just a question. But
thank you for listening.

MR. NAIPO: So, to clarify his statement or
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to clarify or answer your question, just because a
reference standard that we have adopted refers us to
another code that we may not have adopted doesn®t mean
we adopt that code. It just means that i1t references
and points us to that direction because somewhere iIn
that code there is something that we have to
reference. We don"t have to reference the whole code.
We don"t have to -- Because we reference parts of NFPA
70 we don"t adopt the whole NFPA 70 book. We"re
adopting 1t, parts of it, via the code that we have
adopted and the references, and that points us to
those other books.

MR. DOLGIKH: I get 1t. 1 agree with you.
But then we need to bring in view what portions of
17.7 we"re referring to in this particular statement

and 1f we don"t have those references we don"t know

what the heck we"re looking at. It just says
blanketed right there. It says conformance with the
requirements of 17.7. 1 don"t know what it i1s. So,

ifT we are specific to what we want to bring in view by
telling somebody, hey, In order for this we"re going
to conform or we"re going to strike it out, we"re
talking about 17.1. We"re not talking about 17.7.

But then we"re striking 17.7 without knowing what that

17.7 brings iIn view. That"s all I"m asking. It"s
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confusing.

MR. NAIPO: Jan.

MS. GOULD: Just a point of clarification.
Part 9 i1s all those codes that ASME references, and
it"s by reference. You don"t directly adopt them, but
they"re by reference. Part 9.

MR. NAIPO: Thank you. Duane.

MR. LEOPARD: I just want to clarify, so 1
mean does everybody know what Al17.7 is, understand
what 1t 1s? | know we don"t refer to it very much.

MR. NAIPO: Please.

UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER: Al17.7 1t says the
performance standards has been developed and built,
you know, for elevators. Like was stated earlier,
it"s -- safety standards probably covers a little bit
more than what Al7.1 does, just for note.

MR. NAIPO: AIll right. Thank you. Mr.
Larson.

MR. LARSON: Thank you. Russ Larson. Yeah,
I think that that was the kind of the point I wanted
to make i1s that Al17.7 i1s the AECO process, right. It
IS the process of third party certifying bodies
looking at global essential safety requirements and
making, you know, a -- a report. So, adopting 17.7 or

allowing 17.7 simply allows that process to happen.
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The AHJ still has the authority to accept or reject
any specific AECO certificate. So, to Kevin®s point
earlier, 1 don"t think there"s any harm in allowing
17.7 to go forward. The AHJ still has the ability to
evaluate every AECO certificate, every individual
instance of this, on i1ts own merits. Thank you.

MR. NAIPO: Jan.

MS. GOULD: Jan Gould. Yes, Al7.1, Duane,
IS a prescriptive code and Al7.7 i1s maybe they can"t
get that prescriptive, but the engineering firm
creates an AECO and the jurisdictions have the right
to accept it or not.

MR. NAIPO: Thank you. Russ, did you have
another question? Did you not have a chance to put
your hand down? Duane, the same thing for you. Have
you guys had your questions answered? Okay. Thank
you. Candace.

MS. LAU: Candace Lau. Right now in the WAC
amendment already to -- i1t already says that the
Department has the final authority regarding
acceptance of any i1tem iIn Al17.7, blah, blah, blah.
The Department may remove approval if a design has
changed or not or unforeseen or undisclosed
information is obtained. So, i1t"s kind of already

covered In our WAC codes right now under the
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amendments that we have the final authority. So, |

don"t see why we need to strike i1t really. Just a

comment.

MR. NAIPO: Sure. What 1"m going to do is
I"m going to bring up -- 171l show that to you guys.
We"re going to share -- Can everyone see that?

UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER: Yes.

MR. NAIPO: Yes, okay. So, this is the
portion that -- And 1t was brought up in the chat, as
well, from Ricky Henderson, feeling that paren two of
675 sort of addresses what this i1s already doing.

So, with that, 1f you can, quickly review this and
then 1711 take a minute or so just to review paren two
all the way down to three, and then what I"1l1 do is
1"11 go back to the submittal and then we"ll decide on
whether, hey, this i1s -- this i1s roughly saying the
same thing, which 1 think I"m leaning towards, like I
agree with Candace and what Ricky sort of put forth,
but you guys are the voting members, so...

Does anyone need any extra time? All right.
Does anyone need additional time? |If you could just
raise your hand for me real quick. If not, twice,
going three times. All right. So, with that
information, does that sort of say the same thing as

675(2)7? Yes, Mr. Barnhart?
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MR. BARNHART: Yeah, Paul Barnhart from UL.
My understanding from what I"ve seen is the proposal
iIs to amend 675 to eliminate any possibility of using
Al7.7. 1"m not sure 1t"s -- it"s reflected very well
in the spreadsheet, but what we just saw was already a
WAC, right, and this is trying to adjust that and
basically saying the only way you can do this now is
to comply with Al17.1, period, and if that"s the case
I*"m voting against this because 17.7 i1s a legitimate
approach. Thank you.

MR. NAIPO: All right. So, does anyone have
any additional questions, or clarifications, or
statements? All right. With that, we"ll be casting a
vote on proposal 2022.0081, and, just pretty much like
Mr. Barnhart said, striking the ability from 1.2.1 of
the ASME code and any reference to ASME Al7.7,
striking all of that from there.

IT you are for that, what I ask that you do is
please raise your hand now. You“"re voting yea. |If
you are for that change of striking 17.7 from this
part of the ASME Al17.1 code, please raise your hand
now. If you are -- Okay. Thank you. No one has
voted for that. All right.

IT you are against this, please raise your hand

for nay. If you are against this change, please raise
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your hand now voting nay. Are you good? All right.
So, everyone that has voted nay, please put your hand
down.

And now at this time i1f you are abstaining from
this vote or voting to abstain, please raise your hand
now. If you are voting to abstain from this vote,
please raise your hand now.

All-right. And, with that, Melissa, will you
read the tallies for the vote for proposal 2022.0081.

MS. ERIKSEN: Yes. Thank you. There were O
yeas, 25 nays, and O abstentions.

MR. NAIPO: All right. Thank you.

MR. BARNHART: That was a lot of discussion
for a unanimous vote.

MR. NAIPO: It happens at times that way
sometimes. All right. Moving on to proposal
2022.0082, Amendments to Adopted Standards. Section
2.12 Hoistway door locking devices and electronic
[sic] contacts, and hoistway access switches in
requirements 2.12.7.2.1. They are asking to strike
(c), which 1s on the sight guard, and 2.12.7.2.2 where
the switch i1s located on the sight guard, the sight
guard shall accommodate and support the load of the
switch and 1ts wiring.

As the distance between -- The rationale is:
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"As the distance between a human body and the hazard
decreases, the risk increases. This iInverse
relationship 1s a foundation of safety and is
compounded by this requirement wherein the distance
from the human body is to elevator equipment of
substantive size and mass. |If the hazards exist,
protection must be provided through engineering or
higher methods. If the 2.12.7.2.1(c) requirement 1is
deleted, then this has no further..."™, "..._concerns of
engineering an electrical component onto a hoistway
door assembly that i1s, for the most part,
electronically [sic] i1solated may result In the
assembly becoming energized, posing a hazard to the
riding public.”

Any clarifying questions or comments? So, if
there are none -- Mr. Leopard.

MR. LEOPARD: 1I"m sorry, I was a little slow
on the hand. Well, 1 kind of like this thing. We
don"t need these switches iIn the sight guards. [I"ve
seen those before. They®"re -- They just -- Nobody
seems to make them trustworthy and loyal, and they
fall apart, and I"ve seen sight guards broken off
because a wire got tangled up, and a whole bunch of
other stuff.

MR. NAIPO: AIll right. Thank you. Mr.
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Quiett.

MR. QUIETT: Yeah, Jonathan Quiett. 1I1"m for
this, as well. We don"t need to have an added
component that has moving wiring on a door when we"re
using 1t to safely access the tops or anything
elevator also causing issues of NEC now requiring this
(audio indiscernible) more likely than not because
it"ll be a lower voltage, so we"re not going to be
having any way to dissipate any static charge
correctly or anything like that when we go to use the
equipment.

MR. NAIPO: So, I°1l ask again, i1f there
aren"t any additional questions or clarifications --
Oh, Mr. Brinkman.

MR. BRINKMAN: Yeah, 1"m going to speak
against this. The only -- You know, 1 think It was
thoroughly vetted through the Al7 code committee when
they looked at this, you know, for quite thoroughly,
and there was concern about electrifying the panel. 1
mean these switches, just like anything else, has to
meet the same requirements for safety within the Al17.5
ifT the —-- you know, to avoid electrical shock hazards,
etc. So, I don"t see where you"re electrocuting the
panel. They"ve been done now for several years this

way and 1 am not aware of any issues with them. So,
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I"m going to say I"m voting against this. Thank you.
And that was Kevin Brinkman.

MR. NAIPO: Candace.

MS. LAU: Candace Lau. 1 just want to say
that maybe that"s true what Kevin just said, but
there®s also a lot of alterations that are done this
way and we don®"t even know if they"re engineered.
They"re just slapping 1t on. And I"ve seen pictures
of -- I haven"t been out there recently; so, | haven™t
seen them In person, but I have seen pictures of how
they are being installed, and 1t just -- 1t —-- It
doesn™t even seem like there"s engineering involved iIn
some of these alterations. That"s just my comment.

MR. NAIPO: Mr. Brinkman, did you have
another question or statement to follow up?
All-righty. If there®"s -- Oh, Mr. Friesen.

MR. FRIESEN: Wade Friesen, Vertical
Options. You know, 1 agree with the point that was
made earlier. This i1s likely low voltage stuff that
may or may not electrify the panel, but 1 think the --
the bigger hazard that exists with this is that the
operator i1s put closer to the moving car when
they"re -- when they"re using this switch. Even the
jJamb 1s fairly close. But having this thing in the

sight guard you are very close to the moving car,
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which iIncreases the probability for getting hurt. So,
I don"t think this is a good plan to keep these
things. Thank you.

MR. NAIPO: Thank you. Any additional
comments or questions, clarifications before we move
on to voting? All-righty.

wWith that, we"ll be voting on proposal
2022.0082, removing (c) from 2.12.7.2.1 regarding '‘on
the sight guard”™, and requirement 2.12.7.2.2 "Where
the switch i1s located on the sight guard, the sight
guard shall accommodate and support the load of the
switch and 1ts wiring."

All those 1n favor for this change, please raise
your hand now and vote yea. |If you are for this
change, please raise your hand now and vote yea.

All right. Thank you. For those who voted yea, go
ahead and lower your hands.

Those who would like to cast a vote of nay
regarding this change, please raise your hands now.

IT you are iIn opposition and want to vote nay for this
change, please raise your hand now. All right.
Please lower your hands for those who voted nay.

And if there®s anyone who needs to abstain from
this vote or vote to abstain, please raise your hand

now.
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IT you have already voted nay, please make sure
you lower your hand. Paul, are you voting to abstain
from this, too?

MR. BARNHART: 1"m abstaining, yes.

MR. NAIPO: Okay.

MS. ERIKSEN: Real quick. 1I"m sorry, this
iIs Melissa. 1 don"t know if people who voted for this
put their hand down when they voted -- when the votes
were for no, as well, because we have a lot more votes
than we have had for the entire thing. Could we
please re-do this?

MS. GOULD: My hand was a mistake. Jan
Gould. I apologize.

MR. NAIPO: Okay.

MS. ERIKSEN: Your hand is never a mistake,
Jan.

MR. NAIPO: All right. So, for everyone who
iIs voting yea for this change, please raise your hand
now to be counted. Again, these are for the votes for
this change. Please raise your hands now so we can
recount it.

MS. ERIKSEN: Thank you.

MR. NAIPO: We"re good? All right. So,
those who voted yea, please go ahead and lower your

hands. All right.
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And 1f you are voting nay, please raise your
hand now. If you are voting nay, SO you“"re in
opposition of this, please raise your hand now. Okay.

MS. ERIKSEN: Russ. Russ, iIs yours a no?

MR. LARSON: I"m a nay.-

MS. ERIKSEN: Okay. Cool. Thank you.

MR. NAIPO: Thank you. All right. So,
everyone who has voted nay, please lower your hand.

And 1f there"s anyone who is abstaining, please
raise your hand now. |If you"re abstaining, please
raise your hand now. All right. Thank you.

Melissa, will you please read the tally for a
vote of proposal 2022.0082.

MS. ERIKSEN: Thank you. There were 20
yeses, 3 nos, and 1 abstention.

MR. NAIPO: All right. Thank you. Okay,
with that, we"re going to take a quick five minute
break and then we"ll -- Oh, Patrick, did you have
something? Oh, no. All right. He bounced off. All
right. So, go ahead and start that five minute timer.
See you guys back in five minutes.

(Recess taken)

MR. NAIPO: All-righty. Welcome back,

everyone. So, what 1"m going to do is I"m just going

to sort of share where we"re at right now. We have
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gone through and only got to 16. Actually, to 167?
Actually, 15. We"ve only got to 15 proposals so far
and the majority of all of them have been iIn 675.

With that, I am going to make the executive decision
today to ask to have guys do a little bit of homework,
okay, and for those who may already have, great and
thank you, but this i1s what I"m asking, so there are
another -- so, 1f we"re at -- 1f we"re at 17 and
there®s still another 27, I believe -- no, there's
another 26 regarding 675, what 1 would ask is that
tonight, 1f you can, early tomorrow, get as much
information or as close to your vote as you can, and
what 1 propose is tomorrow, 1 know I°"ve allowed people
to make comments and i1t has spurred on our
conversations and made them a little bit longer, and 1
don"t want to -- I don"t want to diminish the validity

of it, but we only have so much time, and 1

understand -- I want to give the people an opportunity
who are on the fence or who don"t understand what this
change i1s really going to do, I want to give them the
opportunity to get educated. There are many of you
already who have been speaking multiple times who are
very educated on this change and the like. What 1
would like to propose i1s that, hey, we hold back those

comments from people who know about this change and
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give the people who need clarification on what this
change really means to have that afforded to them.
With that, 1 would ask that you guys think about that
a little bit and tonight, early tomorrow, whatever, if
you can at your leisure and try to come back with your
initial vote, and 1f you"re on the fence, have a
question or questions that would help you get to
either a yea or nay.

What I"m proposing now Is that we"re going to
skip the rest of these 675s and we"re going to jump
straight to 700 because 1 feel a lot of these other
changes we"l1l1 be able to get through a little bit
quicker because a lot of these have to do with very
code intense conversations that are going on and 1
feel it"s just going to draw out the day and we"ve
spent a lot of time already on those type of those
things and 1 want to get a little bit of a wind to
make us feel like, hey, we"ve chipped away at more
than just 15 so far. So, | just want to propose that
to you guys and see what you guys thought.

Bob, you have your hand up?

UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER: Yeah. Sorry, Paul.
Yeah, you know, there are a lot of us that don"t work
in and around elevators and all of the conversation

really helps a guy like me understand some of the
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intricacies on both sides of these issues and without
that conversation for me to read through this again,
which 1"ve already done once, and read through it
again on my own and think I"m going to make decisions
that are going to be well thought out is, In my
opinion, probably not a very good idea. |1 hate to say
it, and 1 was just telling somebody on the last break
that these kinds of meetings kill me, but 1 don"t know
any other way around i1t, you know. 1 don"t know how
you do this. 1 think -- 1 think we have to have this
process.

MR. NAIPO: All right. 1 appreciate that.

THE COURT REPORTER: And this i1s the court
reporter and who was just speaking?

MR. OURY: I"m sorry, my name was Bob Oury,
I should have told you, O-u-r-y.

THE COURT REPORTER: Thank you.

MR. NAIPO: Melissa, you have your hand up?

MS. ERIKSEN: So, this is Melissa. 1
appreciate what Bob said and 1 know that you really
just hang in there with us In these meetings and 1
appreciate you for that because sometimes I"m right
there with you. With that being said, to maybe bridge
what you need, and others who did not speak up and say

the same thing you did, and what Paoa was saying,
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where the conversation is helpful to you and if you
have something to say iIn the conversation that was not
said previously then offer that conversation. WeT"ve
had several i1nstances on almost every proposal we"ve
gone through where somebody just spoke up to say, yep,
I agree with what they said. 1°m really glad. I™m
really glad that there is agreement in what"s being
said. Unless there is something further to add, then
maybe hold off on that and that would be a good way to
bridge what Paoa was saying, and what you and others
need.

MR. NAIPO: So, I will leave 1t up to you
guys right now. If we do continue with 675, and you
know where we"re at, what number were we on,
continuing on with 17 and going on down, we might sort
of, alluding to what, you know, Melissa was saying, 1S
that, you know, if you®"re for it, that"s great, but,
again, the intent of these conversations i1s to help
those who don"t understand really what the
ramification is to your specific stakeholder group and
you"re going to be able to garner those questions so
that you"re making an educated decision as much as
possible.

IT you guys feel like we can -- Again, I don"t

want to diminish it, but, again, 1t"s the time frame
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that we have to get all of this work done. If you can
just make an educated thing like, "Hey, is this going
to help someone else or am 1 putting forth something
to put forth why this i1s a good thing for me?", I™m
not saying that that"s not needed, but it may -- you
know, 1t may be a little more than we need at the
time. So, Mr. Mills, go ahead.

MR. MILLS: Why don"t we put a cap on,
you"ve got 30 seconds to speak out for i1t or against
it, and you get to speak once for each one, and just
be done, and that makes i1t quick, easy. We don"t have
to beat a dead horse, we don"t have to keep
reiterating, going back and forth between us, you get
one chance, 30 seconds, and move on.

MR. NAIPO: We can try that, definitely.

All right. So, 1t sounds like some -- from what
people are sort of alluding to, and just I can see
some of the faces on there, we"re just going to hammer
through the 675. Okay, we"re just going to keep
going, and what 1 would ask is that you, again, hey,
we"re going to try to cut down your responses just a
little bit so we can try to get through these a little
bit quicker, but at the same time I know I tend to be
long-winded at things because 1 really want someone to

understand where 1*m coming from, and the how, and the
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why. That"s why 1"m not doing this. That"s why 1™m
not in your shoes.

So, starting with that, we will start off with
this next 675, which is proposal 2022.0083, Amendments
to Adopted Standards. We"re striking all of
8.7.2.14.5.2 (a) through (1). "This requirement
introduces a hazard by modifying an engineering
control that may result in reduced vertical clearances
that will result in an OSHA defined focus four
fatality of struck by or caught between.
Additionally, 1t will result in an OSHA defined focus
four fatality of a fall. An employer in the United
States to include its territories would be legally in
violation of imminent danger violations of 29 CFR
1910, Subpart D and I, and 29 CFR 1926 Subpart M. In
essence, a building owner would have purchased an
elevator no one could safely and legally access the
car top of. If the hazard exists, protection must be
provided through engineering or higher methods."

Is there any clarifying questions that are had
by those who don"t understand this change? Okay, Mr.
Brinkman.

MR. BRINKMAN: Kevin Brinkman. And this
time 1 do have a question instead of a comment. 1™m

not sure how illuminating this makes i1t safer. This
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would allow using a stowable design for a car top
railing In cases where an existing conditions of a
building prevent a full size one from being on there
all the time because i1t would strike the overhead.
So, how does i1lluminating an alternate design that
would be -- be able to be deployed while the mechanic
i1s working on top of the car improve safety? Thank
you. Kevin Brinkman.

MR. NAIPO: Any other clarifying questions
needed before we cast a vote? Lyall.

MR. WOHLSCHLAGER: Maybe Kevin can -- This
is Lyall Wohlschlager. Maybe Kevin can comment on
this, but I"ve got to believe that at the ASME code
committee meetings they address these OSHA related
standards, as well, when they"re making their
decisions. [Is that not a true statement, Kevin?

MR. NAIPO: Mr. Brinkman, yes.

MR. BRINKMAN: Kevin Brinkman. 1 am sure
it"s considered iIn the discussions. We don"t directly
reference OSHA because Al7.1 i1s a design standard, but
I"m sure i1n the discussions about i1tems such as this
it does come up.

MR. NAIPO: Any additional questions before
we cast our vote? With that we will be casting a vote

on -- Oh, Mr. Quiett.
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MR. QUIETT: Jonathan Quiett. There 1is
already provisions within the WAC for car top
railings, and definition of heights that it can be put
at, and how it can be installed. We"re having two
separate things now. You can either follow these
WACs existing with installing a permanent handrail
that might not be to the height and use the provisions
that are In there, or we"re saying with this, if we do
not strike this, then -- or 1t"1l be or a collapsible
handrail, and I think just for this ease we need to
stay with one system or the other, not be confusing
the two.

MR. NAIPO: So, Mr. Quiett has brought forth
that, hey, this is already a WAC standard, yes, they
don"t -- we don"t allow collapsibles, is what I™m
understanding In the WAC that that"s presented, but
it"s an alternate design with a restricted height and
stuff for hazards. Candace.

MS. LAU: Oh, I just wanted to -- a point of
clarity. This i1s in the 8.7 and so this i1s for
alterations, right? So, i1t"s not like a -- Just for
those that maybe did not, you know understand, this
exact code is for alterations. So, you have existing
conditions and you got to make something work. That"s

just a comment.
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MR. NAIPO: Thank you. The question then
i1Is: Does the WAC code that Jonathan referenced is
that for new installs, or is that for new installs and
alterations, or just alterations, the car top railing?

MS. LAU: This 1s Candace Lau. Yeah, so --
so, he"s correct. We do have a retroactive code in
the WAC that addresses this, but not under
alterations, so i1t was just like an existing code that
iIs required for all existing installations, 23.1.1.7,
I believe.

MR. NAIPO: So, asking, do you -- Is your
educated opinion regarding the WAC and this one one
and the same or are we talking about two totally
separate iInstances where this may be applied
differently than what"s in our WAC?

MS. LAU: This i1s Candace again. Like 1
said, the WAC code i1s a retroactive code. It"s for
all existing. Just any elevator out there currently
it 1S -- has to go with that 23.1.1.7, but the 8.7 1is
when you do an alteration it"s saying -- because i1t"s
under 8.7, 1f you"re adding car top handrails i1t"s
telling you -- they -- they"re in conjunction with
each other, I guess. And Jon is correct, they could
contradict each other, as well. 1 don"t think they

contra-- Well, yeah, 1 haven®t looked at i1t that
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closely. To be honest, 1 haven®t compared them, but
there may be some conflicts there. This is -- | think
this i1s just allowing for that, this other system.
Does that answer your question?

MR. NAIPO: So, I guess the question I™m
answering, Is this one of those things where, hey,
it"s sort of already addressed, and I"m asking you as
the stakeholders, "We, the stakeholders, feel like,
hey, the requirement that"s in the WAC is okay. We
don"t need to strike this because of this. We already
have this i1n place.” And i1f you would like to, 1 can
bring up that WAC so that you guys can see it iIn
conjunction with this. If anyone wants to see that
WAC, please just raise your hand and 1*11 get that up
here as soon as I can. If not, 1 will ask first, do
you feel like this is the same as that or we"re fine
with what the WAC currently says regarding car top
handrails?

So, those iIn favor of what the WAC currently
says for car top handrails, will you please raise your
hand.

MS. GOULD: What? Are we voting on the
amendment? Jan Gould. Are you —-

MR. NAIPO: What I"m asking is 1f people

believe that the 23 here, let me just bring i1t up.
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MS. GOULD: No, I know what 1t --

MR. NAIPO: Yeah. No, what I"m saying, what
I"m asking 1s: Is this one of those things to where,
hey, we are already have a WAC that sort of addresses
that, so do we really need to cast a vote on i1t, or
I"m sort of asking people®s opinions about this. Yes,
Candace.

MS. LAU: Well, they are different in that,
one, the amendment that is being proposed right now is
saying that they want to amend 8.7, which means 1Tt you
want to do an alteration on a car top handrail they
want to get rid of all of this, which is not -- Like 1
said, | haven"t really gone line 1tem by line 1tem to
figure out what the -- what all the -- all the things
are. They -- We -- What 1"m saying, | guess, is we
can"t just say we"re going to get rid of 23.1.1.7 i1f

we go to this. So, there are two separate things.

They"re two separate things. It"s not like we vote
for this or we vote for that. |1 don"t know how else
to explain that, | guess. But they could contradict

each other i1s what I"m saying. But I haven™t really
looked at the two to see where they would contradict.
MR. NAIPO: AIll right. Jan.
MS. GOULD: Jan Gould. To give you some

past history, when there was a large Part D in the WAC
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rule, the State Inspectors all of a sudden saw the pit
stops, which had to be a certain height, so they wrote
it up on thousands of elevators in the state of
Washington. So, you would need to clarify this, but
Part D i1s retroactive, and an alteration is an
alteration. So, to me, 1If you strike this
requirement, then the WAC rule would prevail, and I --
I liked that you have an option for a low overhead to
have a handrail and have i1t In ASME"s language for
alterations.

MR. NAIPO: Thank you. Duane.

MR. LEOPARD: 1 just took a quick look at
the WAC to 23.1.1.7. 1t looks like it makes
provisions for a, what did you say, a non-collapsible
handrail. This allows for provisions for a
collapsible handrail. And, you know, if you try to
make a handrail at 24 inches, 1t"s more of a tripping
hazard for a mechanic, but if you get one that"s safer
that"s on the car top, i1t stands up, collapses, stands
up with a safety switch, that"s more safety for
mechanics. 1 agree with -- | don"t agree with the
strike-out.

MR. NAIPO: All right. So, what 1 suggest
IS we take a vote on this, and, again, regarding

knowing that, hey, when it comes to an alteration,
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this person is proposing that they remove the
requirements that are stated here for the railing and
the possibilities of a different type of railing; so,
that"s what you"re going to be voting on iIs, again, iIn
the sense of an alteration being done this i1s what the
code says and they are wanting to strike that
regarding this car top handrail.

So, we"re going to cast a vote on 2022.0083
regarding what | just spoke of just here briefly. So,
iT you are for striking regarding an alteration and
striking all of this verbiage regarding a car top
railing, please vote yea now by raising your hand.

IT you are for this change of striking those
requirements, please raise your hand now. All right.

IT you are against this, please vote nay now by
raising your hand. All right.

Please lower your hands if you voted yea
already. 1 thought that was nay.

Those who are in opposition or who are for this
change -- No. No, no, no, no. Good lord.

Those who are voting nay --

MR. DOLGIKH: Yes. Thank you.
MR. NAIPO: Those who are voting nay, please
raise your hand now.

MS. ERIKSEN: This is Melissa. That was.
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So, we"re at abstentions.

MR. NAIPO: Oh. I need a longer break,
apparently. Those for abstaining, please vote now.
Those who are abstaining, please raise your hand by
voting now.

All-righty. Melissa, will you please read the
tally total for proposal 2022.0083.

MS. ERIKSEN: Yes. Thank you. So, there
were O yeas, there were 25 nays, and there were O
abstentions.

MR. NAIPO: So, going on to 84, proposal
2022.0084, Amendment to 17.1 section 6.1 as follows,
and i1t"s regarding 6.1.6.3.6 Escalator Skirt
Obstruction Device. 6 point -- Okay, 171l have to
read the whole thing. "Means shall be provided to
cause iInitiation of dynamic braking (6.1.5.3.4) or the
electric power to be removed from the escalator
driving-machine motor and brake 1f an object becomes
caught between the step and the skirt as the step
approaches the upper or lower combplate. The device
shall be located at a point at which the step assumes
a flat step position (see 6.1.3.6.5). The escalator
shall stop before that object reaches the combplate
with any load up to a full brake rated load with the

escalator running [see 6.1.3.9.3(a)(2) and
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6.1.3.9.3(b)(2)]- The device shall be the manual
reset type."

What they are asking Is to strike, "or i1t shall
be permitted to automatically reset not more than one
time within 24 hours of operation and therefore
require a manual reset before the next re-start.
Interruption of power during operation should not
cause the device to lose the status of the timer nor
the count of events.”

Justification: "Permitting an escalator skirt
obstruction device to automatically reset one time
within 24 hours of operation lowers the minimum safety
standard. The ability for an electromechanical
machine to effectively rule out a hazardous condition
being present as opposed to elevator personnel ruling
out the presence of a hazard has not been proven to
insure safety to the riding public. If the hazards
exist, protection must be provided through engineering
or higher methods that are effective. Automatic
resent without elevator personnel investigating 1is
unacceptable.™

Any questions of clarifications to help garner a
vote of yea, nay, or abstain? Any questions? Wade.

MR. FRIESEN: Wade Friesen, Vertical

Options. So, | have seen a lot of skirt switches that
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have been adjusted so far out because of nuisance
tripping that they have set the switch to the point it
requires an excessive amount of force or i1t can"t be
tripped at all. So, while 1"m not an advocate of
removing a safety standard by any means, what 1 could
see this doing i1s allowing more of these switches to
be adjusted properly and shut the elevator down. Not
knowing much about this particular automatic reset
device, I"m assuming that the unit would not reset if
the switch