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Standard Institute Uniform Plumbing Code, ANSI A40-1996, as a
default in the plumbing code. That’s what the bill does. As
drafted, the bill did not accomplish its stated goals. In
Section 1, only dealt with a municipality®s authority outside
zoning jurisdiction. An additional section needed to be added
to require municipalities which have not adopted a plumbing code
to adopt ANSI code with regard to their own areas and their
zoning jurisdiction. Proposed amendment to Section 18-132 would
remedy that flaw by stating that the ANSI 1996 code would serve
as a plumbing code for all areas within a city or village
jJjurisdiction if a city or village have not adopted an ordinance
of plumbing code. Section 18-132 is applicable to cities of all
class and village. And the addition of superficial language ,.n
line 5 and 6 on page 2 is related to confirm with the statutes
made by the original bill, and line 15 and 16 of page 2. Simply
makes it so it covers both zoning jurisdiction outside and
inside. So | would ask for the adoption of this amendment.

SPEAKER WITHEM: Mr. Clerk, I understand you have an amendment
to the committee amendments.

CLERK: Senator Lynch has two, Mr. President, the first is
AM3748, Senator, 1it"s printed on page 1211 of the Journal.

SPEAKER WITHEM: Senator Lynch.

SENATOR LYNCH: Mr. Speaker and members, because of a bill
drafting error, and it"s my fault, we should have checked it
closer, some language was strick3n. Itwas brought to my

attention this morning by Senator Cap Dierks and George
Coordsen. And it reinserts language, it simply says ‘'except
single-family dwellings and farm and ranch structures." The
full paragraph would read, if there is no city ordinance in
effect for such city or village, the American Standards

Institute Uniform Plumbing Code shall apply to all buildings
except single-family dwellings and farm and ranch structures.
That"s the way it will read now. 1°d ask for your, Tfor your

support for this amendment to the amendment.

SPEAKER  WITHEM: Senator Lynch, and 1°m going to ask unanimous
consent to do this, as | wunderstand you just explained, the
amendment before us is one that was in the Journal, you had just
opened on FA566. Is thore any objection to the substitution?
And then we"ll go back to the other amendment. Okay, we are
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