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May 10, 2017

MOA Board of Building Regulation Examiners and Appeals
Community Development Department

Development Services Division

P.O. Box 196650

Anchorage, AK., 99519

Attn: Building Board Secretary
Re: Suspension of MOA SlI# 060 John A. Buzdor

| am appealing the MOA Building Official's April 13, 2017 letter suspending my Special
Inspector’s license for 6 months. The basis of my appeal is as follows:

| was not initially suspended by the Building Official, but rather by the Chief of Building
Inspections in a February 23, 2017 letter. My initial suspension was illegal, as it did not
emanate from MOA'’s Building Official. | was not initially suspended per Section 23-15-
1703.7.3.2, but by Section 23.15.1703.7.3.1. My initial suspension was indefinite. | was
not formally suspended by MOA’s Building Official until April 13, 2017. n the context
that | have practiced special inspection in Anchorage for over 20 years, the Building
Official has not convincingly established that | have neglected my duties, demonstrated a
lack of knowledge, falsified documents or misrepresented qualifications, as required by
Section 23-15-1703.7.3.2. Further, | contend that the Building Official’s charges to the
contrary are based on bias.

MOA Building Safety has had years to develop a formal grievance system for special
inspectors; a grievance system based on due process; a grievance system that takes
into account the severity of a violation and an inspector's history of violations; a
grievance system that assigns penalties in accordance with published rules. MOA has
not developed such a system.

As previously mentioned, |'ve practiced special inspection in Anchorage for over twenty
years. | was the special inspector on the downtown Marriott, the MacKay Building
restoration, the UAA Consortium Library Addition, Lowes, Target, and many other
projects. | performed special inspections on barracks and hangars on JBER. | have
performed special inspections on schools, warehouses and fire stations in the Mat-Su
Borough. In total, | have performed thousands of special inspections in. None of the
projects | worked on have building safety issues resulting from my inspections.

| believe my bias problems with MOA began many years ago when | objected to MOA'’s
insistence that the special inspector also not do the concrete testing on a concrete
placement. IBC does not disqualify a special inspector from also providing concrete
testing. On larger pours, where the point of placement is out of sight of the concrete
truck, it makes sense, otherwise is just adds cost to the owner. | have been “singled out”
ever since.

On March 8, 2017 my employer and myself met with the Building Safety Department to
discuss my initial suspension. When | asked how long the suspension would be, Hans
Gisler, (MOA Chief of Building Inspections, author of the February 23, 2017 letter) stated
that my suspension would be indefinite. This was not acceptable to my employer, or me,
nor did it seem legal.



At that same meeting, Building Official Kent Kohlhase, stated that he would make a
“decision” if HDL, my employer, would write him an “appeal” letter. Evidently, my
employer was to appeal the indefinite suspension handed down by Hans Gisler, who is
not MOA's Building Official, to the actual MOA Building Official, Kent Kohlhase. My
employer sent the requested appeal letter to Kent Kohlhase on March 16, 2017. It was
not untit April 13, 2017 that my employer received a letter from Mr. Kohlhase containing
my six-month suspension. Why six months? Why not time served? Why not a warning
or a fine? The reason is because MOA has no formal grievance process regarding
special inspection transgressions and penalties.

| have not been afforded due process. | was suspended illegally, without warning or
notice, for an indefinite length of time. There was no credible, imminent threat to building
safety by my actions at the time of my suspension. My employer and | have sustained
real losses, in currency and reputation, as together we had a growing Special Inspection
business in MOA. Outside of MOA Building Safety, | have received nothing but support
from my employer, clients and colleagues.

For the reasons outlined above, | ask the board to have my suspension rescinded and
my MOA Special Inspection license restored. | also request a written apology from Chief
of Inspections Hans Gisler for his unmentionably rude behavior in front of my wife and
employers during the aforementioned March meeting.

John A. Buzdor

Attachments:

MOA Letter, 2/23/17
HDL Letter, 3/16/17
MOA Letter, 4/113/17



MUNICIPALITY OF ANCHORAGE
7 Q N\

DEVELOPMENT SERVICES DEPARTMENT (o AR~ 343-8301

Fax: 343-8200

February 23, 2017

John A. Buzdor P.E.

HDL Engineering

Statewide Services

3335 Arctic Boulevard #100
Anchorage AK 99503

RE: Suspension of MOA Special Inspector License #060

Dear Mr. Buzdor,

Please find enclosed a copy of a special Inspection report provided by you for permit
number C16-1560 and dated December 12, 2016. The report states that you did
the EIFS special inspections for this project (BMW Showroom Addition).

According to our records you are not certified or qualified to do EIFS special
inspections. Presenting yourself to Owner’s and Contractor's as being certified
breaks the Code of Ethics for Speciat Inspectors (see attachment).

As a result of your actions and previous failure on your part to perform competent
special inspections requires the Building Official to suspend your approval as a
special inspector, MOA SI #060, as provided by Local Amendments to the
International Building Code 2012 Edition, Section 23.15.1703.7.3.1.

You may also contact me and arrange for an appolntment to discuss this if you
wish.

Chief of Building Inspections
Municipality of Anchorage
4700 Elmore Rd

Anchorage AK 99515

HG/tk
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AO repealing and seenacling Title 23 to adopt Page 83 of 267
Building Codes and local amendmenls

approvals shall be renewed every two (2) years by reapplication of the
special inspector.

23.15.1703.7.3.1 Approval suspension.
Add the following subsection to read as follows:

The building officlal may suspend an individual's approval as a speclal
inspector for a project where the special inspector demonstrates a lack
of knowledge, neglects duties due to the special inspector’s own fault
or falsifies documents. The special inspector shall be provided written
nofification and shall be afforded the opportunity by the building official
to be heard. Decisions may be appesled to the Building Board of
Examiners and Appeals.

23.15.1703.7.3.2 Removal of pre-approval status.
Add the following subseclion to read as follows:

The building offictal may revoke ar suspend an individual's pre-
approval status when a speclal inspector neglecls duties,
demonstrates a lack of knowledge, falsifies documents or
misrepresents qualifications. Pre-approved status may be reinstated
on recommendation of the Speclal Inspector Peer Commitiee or after
365 days and upon submission of proof of additional training or
certifications. The special Inspecior shall be provided written
notification and shall be afforded the opportunity by the building officlal
to be heard. Pre-approval status decisions may be appealed to the
Bullding Board of Examiners and Appeals.

23.15.1703.8 Ad hoc special inspector peer committee.
Add a new subsection to read as follows:

An advisory commitiee of special inspectlon peers may meat to
provide guidance on special inspeclion matters including but not
necessarily limited to, special Inspector quallfications, special
inspection related code issues, speclal Inspection requirements,
remedies to disputes regarding special Inspection duties and
procedures, and special Inspector approval program Issues. The Ad
Hoc Speclal Inspection Committee shall be comprised of a balanced
membership of peers and shall include a balanced representation of
the speclal inspection profession, design professionals, and public
officials. The committee shall meet as required and shall be chaired by
the building official or designee. Declisions by the building official may
be appealed to the Building Board of Examiners and Appeals. For a
quorum, 2 peer commitiee requires attendance of individuals from four

(4) businesses performing similar special inspections, and the building
official.

23.15.1704.2.4 Report requirement.
Delets the fourth and fifth sentence and replace with the following:



1705.18.1 IFC Cartificate
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MINIMUM EXPERIENCE AND CERTIFICATIONS FOR SPECIAL INSPECTOR PRE-APPROVAL PROGRAM

CODE OF ETHICS FOR SPECIAL INSPECTORS

Code of Ethics
In order to safeguard the health and well being of the public and to maintain integrity and high standards of
skills, practice, and cenduct, the following shall be the Code of Ethics for Special Inspectors.

1. Integrity. Special Inspectors shall act with complete integrity in professional matters and be forthright and
candid to their customers and MOA Building Safety tnspectors and plan reviewers.

2. Responsibility to the Public. In performing Special Inspections, an inspector's primary obligation is to
protect the safety, health, property, and welfare of the public, Special Inspectors shall therefore perform their
duties in & conscientious and impartial manner. Accordingly, a Special Inspector shall:

2.1, Perform assignments only when qualified by training, experience, and capability.
2.2. Present credentials upon request.

2.3. Not falsely represent current status nor misrepresent casegories for which a Special Inspector has
been approved by MOA Building Safety.

2.4, Be completely truthful, objective, tharough, and factual in any written report, statement, or
testimony concerning the work, and include all celevant or pertinent information.

2.5, Sign only for work that the Special Inspector has personsily inspected.

2.6. Neither associate with nor knowingly participate in a fraudulent or dishonest venture.

3. Public Statements

3.1, A Special Inspector shail issuc no statement, criticism or argument on inspection matters which

were inspired or paid for by an interested party, or parties, without first identifying the party and
disclosing nny possible financial or ather interest.

3.2. A Special Inspector shall publicly express no opinion on inspection subjects unless it is founded
upon adequate knowledge of the facts in issue, upon a background of technical competence pertinent to
the subject, end upon honest conviction of the accuracy and propriety of the statement.

14




4. Conflict of Interest

4.1. A Special Inspector shali avoid a conflict of interest with a client and shall disclose any business
association, or circumstance that might be so considered.

4.2, A Special Inspector shall not accept compensation, financial or otherwise, from more than one party
for services on the same project, or for services pertaining to the same project, unless the circumstances

are fully disclosed nnd agreed to by all interested parties or their authorized agents, including MOA
Building Safety.

4.3. A Special Inspector shall not solicit or accept gratuities, directly or indirectly, from any party, or
parties, dealing with the client or employer in connection with the Special Inspector’s work.

4.4. A Special Inspector shall only accept work from, and be paid by, an Owner, or Architect or
Engineer of Record acting as the Owner’s representative, Work for cwners doing design-build projects
must have pre-authorization from MOA Building Safety. Special Inspection work may not be
performed [or, or be paid by, contracters.

5. Approval by MOA Building Safety

5.1. A Special Inspector shall not pay, solicit, nor offer, directly or indirectly, any bribe or commission
for approval by MOA Building Safety.

5.2. A Special Inspector shall not falsify, exaggerate, ar misrepresent personal academic or professional
qualifications, post assignments, accomplishments or responsibilities.

5.3. A Special Inspector shall not perform special inspections in the Municipality of Anchorage without
first obtaining credentials from MOA Building Safety. Such credentials shall autharize s Specinl
Inspector to perform special inspections in approved categories.

6. Unauthorized Practice. A violation of any part of this Code of Ethics shall constitute an unauthorized
practice subject to imposition of sanclions by MOA Building Safety.

i5
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Municipality of Anchorage

Mark Begich, Magor

Building Sufety Division

PO B B0OIAD © 3T00 Lhngnw Steewt
Anclunuge, ooy BIRTEGG0 » (CHI7) A48T » s HIIT) - H200

Littgs 20www otnund amgg
October 12, 2005

Jaho Buzdar

Buzdar Englnecring
Statewlde Services

3705 Arctic Boulevard #1593
Antharage AK 99503

RE: Speclal Inspectlon, Plaza 101, Permit #05-5753

Dear Mr. Buzdar,

Please find enclosed o copy of o specinl Inspectian repart provided hy you and dnled Septernber 30,
2005 that stotes the footing reinforcement complies with the plans for the Plazn 101 project.

Subisequent inspection Uy Munlcipolity of Anchorage structural ingpector Fowanl Romig revealed that
the Installation did not match the plans provided te him, The discrepancies noted were:

1) Plan detolls show two mats of rebar v exterlor footings. In actuality the top mat was missing
from al} the footings,

2) Retalning wall footings and vertlcal rebiar for the walls viere nol placed per the frawings

As a result of Howard's Inspectlon, the work was not approved antl progress was stopped until
corrections and n refnspection could be performad. Bullding Safety Is concerned about the missing
reinforcement and non-compliant spacing and by the fact Lthat you appraved the Installation.

Please be advised that the Installations appraved by special Inspectors must be in accordance with the
engincercd drawings and that any special Inspector falling to perfarmy his duly in a professional and
respensible manner will be subject Lo suspension of his approval as & special Inspector by the
Munleipality of Anchorage, This fetter is to nolify you that future speciad Inspection approvals on your

part that do not refllect the actual Installation will be cause to conslder suspension of your sthtus as an
approved special Inspector.

If you have an exptanation of how and why this Installation was approved by you and then did nat
match the plans when inspected by us please forward 1t 1o me. You may also cantact me antl arrange
{for an appaintment to discuss this Il you (eel there are facts we aro not aware of,

Sincerely, .

Rick Thornton
Acting Cief of Bullding Inspections
(907) 343-8330

RT/vg

(L Ran Thampson, Bullding Cfficial
Ran Wilde. Plan Review Engircer
Jim Stubhs, Lead Structurat inspector

12
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November 20, 2006

John Buzdor

Buzdor Engineering
Statewlde Services

3705 Arctic Boulevard #1593
Anchorage AK 99503

Please find enclosed a copy of a special inspection report provided by you for permit number 06-
5868 and dated November 11, 2006. The report states that the relnforcement for a thickened slab
wall foundation complies with the approved plans for the project,

Subsequent Inspection by Municipality of Anchorage structural inspector Paul Bergeron revealed

that the installation did not match the approved plans provided on the jobsite. The discrepancy
noted was:

1) The plans show a thickenad slab connecting to the foundation wall. Instead, a foundation
consisting of five courses of block with slab dowels was provided.

As a result of Paul’s inspection, the work was not approved and progress was stopped untll a
change order was submitted, approved by plan review and a reinspection performed.

The necessity for the speclal Inspector to perform knowledgeable and accurate inspections was
stressed to you in a previous letter dated October 10, 2005 concernihyg permit number 05-5753. In
that letter you were cautioned ™ that future special inspection approvals on your part that do not

reflect the actual installation will be cause to conslder suspension of your status as a special
inspector.”

This letter Is your second decumented warning that your Inspection did not meet the requirements
of IBC 2003 Section 1704, In this cass, specifically, section 1704.1.2 which requires that reports
shall indicate that work inspected was done in conformance to approved construction documents.

Please be advised that another failure on your part te perform competent speclal inspections will
require the Building Official to suspend your approval as a speclal Inspector as provided by Local
Amendments to the International Building Code 2003 Edition, Section 23.15.1704.2.3.2.

If you have an explanation of how and why this installation was approved by you but did not match
the approved plans when inspected by us please forward it to me. You may also contact me and
arrange for an appointment to discuss this if you wish.

Sincerely,

Rick Thoraton
Acting Chief of Inspections

RT/vg
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Thornton, Richard W.

From: Thomton, Richard W.

Sent: Wednesday, June 04, 2008 9:29 AM
To! Tharnten, Richard W. :
Subiject: John Buzdor

When: Tuesday, June 03, 2008 11:00 AM-12.00 PM (GMT-09:00) Alaska.
Where: Building Safety Conference Room

P T T T i T Ty T B,

John Buzdor, 746-1593
5/28 vg

Meeting notes:
Meeting was held on time; Ron Thompsan, Jim Stubbs, Rick Thornton and John Buzdor present.

Ran explained thal inspections must be performed diligently, as required by adopted codes. 2 waming letters and 1
previous meeling here at building safely was sufficient notice that quality of inspeclion was not acceplable and thal another
incident resulting in a project work stappage would be forwarded to the Building Official to consider canceling approval as
specizl inspector.

John Buzdor agreed ta follow requirements. Commented on the mare restrictive inspection process, noled his years of
experience and thal he is a PE.

Ron Thompson stressed that we depended on their specialized training and co-operation. Ron OK'd special inspection
approval if Mr. Buzdor's applicalion met the requirements.

John Buzdor provided completed renewal application and copies of current certifications. These were received by Rick
Thomton for processing.

Rick Thornton

Chief of Inspections

Municipality of Anchorage

Office 907-343-8330, =
Fax 907-249-7387

15



JOHN BUZDOR

5.l. # 060
DATE PERMIT# ADDRESS NON-COMPLIANCE INSP.
09/30/05 055753 Plaza 101 NC rebar HR
10/12/05 05 5753 Plaza 101 1st Warning RT
11/16/06 06 5868 AK USA NC MOA Plans Py
11/20/06 06 5868 AK USA 2nd Warning RT
11/30/06 Response from Buzdor to 2nd letter
06/16/07 07 5169 APL Wrong location PC
08/19/07 07 5253 Target NC rebar DH
08/30/07 07 5253 Target NC rebar DH
09/10/07 D7 5253 Target Rebar/Meeting at MOA office RT
01/23/08 07 603% UPS NC CMU BL
02/12/08 07 6039 upPs Off site during grout pour BL
02/14/08 07 6039 uPs NC CMU 8L
05/23/08 08 4174 4001 Denali Rebar placement BG
06/03/08 Meeting minutes: John Buzdor, Ron Tl-.numpson, Richard Thornton &
Jim Stubbs re: SI Quality concerns.
06/12/08 08 4196 Lowes NC - rebar DH
08/18/08 07 5556 2150 Rasperry Rebar clearances BL
08/20/08 076004  1000Ingra  ° '"’"e“l‘;':‘:r‘:t‘:'pg:r:“e during g5
09/12/08 0B 4196 Lowes Ins "emdp’:;g;:::“h <Ll PC
16/01/08 08 4777 2197 W Dimond NC rebar BL
02/18/09 08 4196 Lowes Fines - Not licensed inpectors DH
06/19/09 08 4259 2020 Viking Or NC - rebar PC
09/16/13 Dimon Center Fines - Soils GH
05/13/16 152200 MN.Airpark Hangar NC - rebar PC
06/13/16 152200 WN.Airpark Hangar NC-CMU PC
MOA 51 06D expired. Not renewed until 5/25/16. Performed special
5/5/2014 inspections without License. Renewed license only after being told
by HG, Chief of Inspections
spe s ww  Cemei e

02/23/17 Suspension of License letter by certified mail HG
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March 16, 2017

Kent Kohlhase, City Engineer & Building Official
Municipality of Anchorage

P.0. Box 196650

Anchorage, AK 899519-6650

RE:  Appeail of Suspension of MOA Special Inspector License #060

Dear Mr. Kohlhase:

We are in receipt of the letter by Mr. Hans Gisler, Chief of Building Inspections, dated
February 23, 2017. That letter suspends John Buzdor's Special Inspector License #060 in
accordance with Section 23.15.1703.3.1 of the Local Amendments to the International
Building Code 2012 Edition. That section of the code refers to suspending an individual's
approval as a special inspector for a project. We met with you and your staff on March 11,
2017 to discuss the suspension. At the meeting, it was clearly stated that the intent is to

permanently suspend (revoke) his license and pre-approval status in accordance Section
23.15.1703.3.2.

We wish to appeal that decision. A permanent revocation of his license and pre-approval
status seems excessive for the violation. We understand John performed a minor EIFS
inspection. He has IBC ftraining and many years of experience with similar EIFS
installations. This minor installation was not outside his area of expertise. The need for an
EIFS Special Inspector was not discussed at the pre-construction meeting for the BMW
Showroom Remodel project. John did not know there was a requirement for an EIFS
Special Inspector and did not intentionally or knowingly violate the Code of Ethics for
Special Inspectors. HDL was recently made aware of past written reprimands and
warnings, mostly 8-10 years ago before John's employment at HDL. But his license has
never been suspended. To go from old written reprimands to now permanently revoking his
license seems severe. We appeal the permanent revocation of his license. Something less
severe, such as a written reprimand, temporary suspension, or additional training seems
more appropriate for this violation.

Thank you for your consideration of this appeal. We look forward to resolving this matter
quickly. Please do not hesitate to contact me if you have any questions.

Sincerely,
HDL Engineering Consultants, LLC

Dennis Linnell
Partner

cc: Hans Gisler, Chief of Building Inspections

17
Anchorage 3335 Arctic Boulevard, Suite 100, Anchorage 99503 | 907.564.2120
Mat-Su 202 West Elmwood Avenue, Palmer 99645 { 907.746.5230

Kenai Peninsula 10735 Spur Highway, Suite 1B, Kenai 99611 ! 907.283.2051



MUNICIPALITY OF ANCHORAGE

DEVELOPMENT SERVICES DEPARTMENT 343-8301
Fax: 343-8200

April 13, 2017

Dennis Linnell, P.E.

Partner

HDL Engineering Consuitants, LLC
3335 Arctic Boulevard, Suite 100
Anchorage, AK 99503

RE: Special Inspector License #060
John Buzdor

Dear Mr. Linnell:

| have reviewed your letter dated March 17, 2017 appealing the suspension of John Buzdor's
Special Inspector License. Chief of Inspections Hans Gisler suspended Mr. Buzdor's license in
a letter dated February 23, 2017 (atiached).

Mr. Gisler suspended Mr. Buzdor's license based on several factors:

e Mr. Buzdor conducted a special inspection on an Exterior Insulation Finishing System
(EIFS) installation (building permit C16-1560). Mr. Buzdor is not certified as a special
inspector in the EIFS category.

¢ On C16-1560, Mr. Buzdor approved an EIFS system different than the system specified
on the approved drawings.

» Mr. Buzdor was twice informed by letter (October 12, 2005 and November 20, 2006,
attached) that he had issued special inspection approvals of work that was not installed
in compliance with the approved plans. The 2006 letter stated “... another failure on
your part to perform competent special inspections will require the Building Official to
suspend your approval as a special inspecior.,.”

s Mr. Buzdor was counseled by Building Official Ron Thompson at a June 3, 2008 mesting
(notes attached) that two warning letiers (noted above) and a previous meeting indicated
that the quality of Mr, Buzdor's inspection work was not adequate. Mr. Thompson noted
that future incidents could be a basis for cancelling his approval as a special inspector.

e At our March 8, 2017 meeting with you and Mr. Buzdor, Mr. Gisler provided a list
(attached) of several instances where Mr. Buzdor's actions were not in conformance with
the requirements of the special inspection program.

o Mr. Buzdor's MOA license as a special inspector had expired on June 21, 2014. It was
not renewed until May 26, 2016 when Mr. Gisler brought the lapsed licanse to his
attention. Mr. Buzdor indicated the lapse was due to poor record-keeping and stated he

believes the municipality should have the responsibility to inform licensees of pending
expirations.
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Mr. Gisler's letter suspending Mr. Buzdor's approval as a special inspector did not state a time
limit for the suspension. At our March 8 meeting, Mr. Gisler stated his intent was the approval
would be suspended indefinitely.

At the meeting, Mr. Buzdor offered several reasons why he believed he had been in compliance

with the requirements of the special inspection program, and why his license should not be
suspended.

Mr. Buzdor stated he was not aware that EIFS is a separate category, requiring separate
certification. The license renewal form clearly lists EIFS as a separate category, and Mr.
Buzdor completed that form, selecting several other categories in which he was certified.

Mr. Buzdor also made statements at the meeting that call into question his understanding
regarding application of special inspection procedures. Specifically, he acknowledged he had
not inspected each phase of the EIFS installation, but instead only inspacted the installed
system. He also stated that although he had performed the inspections prior to arrival of the
municipal inspector, he was so busy he could not complete the inspection reports timely. The
special inspection program requires special inspections be performed and approved by a written
report prior to municipal inspection. Special inspectors are required to complete inspection
reports and leave them at the project. Any observed discrepancies must be noted. Al
corrections must also be noted. Mr. Buzdor did not follow this process on many occasions.

Although we have documentation of numerous instances where Mr. Buzdor has not complied
with the requirements of the special inspection program, we have never taken action to suspend
his license. Because of this, | do not believe a permanent or indefinite suspension is
appropriate.

Considering all of the available information, it is my decision that a temporary suspension of Mr.
Buzdor's Special Inspector approval is an appropriate response to his actions. | am therefore
suspending his approval as a special inspector for 6 months. The suspension is effective
February 23, 2017, the date of Mr. Gisler’s letter. The suspension will expire August 23, 2017.

The authority for this suspension is found at Anchorage Municipal Code 23.15.1703.7.3.2 -
Removal of Pre-Approval Status.

Prior to reinstatement of Mr. Buzdor's approval as a special inspector, he must complete the
following actions;

Complete the ICC training “Becoming a Special Inspector”.

Complete the ICC training “Special Inspection — The Big Picture”.

Provide documentation of all current certifications.

Provide a signed statement confirming that he will follow the special inspection
procedures, to include providing a completed standardized special inspection report form
to contractors at the project prior to MOA inspection.
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My decision may be appealed to the Board of Building Regulation Examiners and Appeals.

Future infractions witl result in a [onger suspension. A serious infraction could result in
permanent revocation of his approval as a special inspector.

In your letter, you outline steps HDL will be taking with respect to your overall special inspection
program. | appreciate that commitment, and we believe it will be beneficial to your program.

Please feel free to contact me if you have any questions regarding this letter or my decision.

Sincerely,

ot

Kent Kohlhase, P.E.
Acting Building Official

enclosures

cc:  John Buzder, P.E.
Hans Gisler, Chief of Inspections
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