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The proposed code revisions will reduce building fire safety. Please see attached for detailed
comments.
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October 22, 2018

The Polyisocyanurate Insulation Manufacturers Association (PIMA) was represented on the Phase 1 Office
of the State Fire Marshall (OSFM) Work Group. However, PIMA was not invited or permitted to
participate in Phase II, witness the testing at Oklahoma State University, or participate in any discussions
regarding the development of the proposed standards before or after the BFO Code Advisory Committee
meeting. We believe that there is a lack of consensus from all affected parties and that the proposed
standards do not meet the AB 127 legislative mandate to explore options without “reducing overall fire
safety.”

PIMA is opposed to both Items #4 and #17 for the following reasons:

e The proposed standards are in direct conflict with current building standards. The conflicting
requirements cannot coexist.
e The proposed standards select one type of building insulation material from an entire class with
vague and unenforceable language.
e The proposed standards conflict with national model code requirements, including the current
Title 24 building standards.
e The proposed standards do not meet the requirements established in the nine-point criteria for
proposals impacting building fire safety. Specifically:
o The proposed standards conflict with current building standards for other materials.
o The proposed standards are ambiguous and vague, and are not consistent with current
standards.
o No findings demonstrate that the current standards are deficient or in any way fail to
address the goals of the state agencies.
e Finally, the proposed standards do not maintain overall fire safety, and reflect an unwarranted
expansion of the original project goals by addressing applications for exterior product
applications.

PIMA recommends disapproval of the proposed standards, or the return of the issue to the OSFM for
further long-term study (as recommended by the BFO Code Advisory Committee).

Respectfully submitted,

Justin Koscher
President



