
City of Lawrence, KS 
Electrical Board of Appeals 
April 30, 2015 Minutes (Development Services Conference Room) 
 
BOARD MEMBERS 
PRESENT: 

 Verlon Myers, Alben Stilley, Eric Hethcoat 
Bob Heacock, Mel Lisher 
 

   
MEMBERS ABSENT:  Chris King 
   
STAFF PRESENT:  Ex-Officio Adrian Jones 
   
PUBLIC PRESENT:  Bobbie Flory Lawrence Home Builders Association.  

 
 
1.  Call to Order 
 
Chairman Hethcoat called the meeting to order 4:14 p.m. 
 
2.  Approval of Minutes 
 
Myers moved to approve the Electrical Board of Appeals minutes of February 
26, 2014.  The motion was seconded by Hethcoat.  Motion passed 5-0. 
 
3. Review of 2014 National Electrical Code 
 
Jones discussed code amendments. He stated that believes that when the when the 
board recommends any amendments to the code there should be good solid evidence 
set forth that provides sound reasoning for any such amendments. This is so that if the 
Board would ever have to explain or defend any amendment it could show good reason.  
 
Hethcoat asked how the board would provide that reasoning.  
 
Jones replied though board discussion, reports and documentation presented during 
board meetings. Jones said that to simply say they didn’t like a provision of the code 
was not be sound reasoning. Changes should be backed by evidence or empirical data 
of some kind.  
 
Myers addressed article 210.12 Arc Fault Circuit-Interrupter protection. He proposed to 
leave it the same as in the current code. Protection of bedroom circuits only. He said he 
felt the National Electrical Code making panel had overstepped their bounds. There was 
too much evidence out there that indicated arc fault devices didn’t work properly. He 
submitted an email from Tom Kirkham the building official from the City of Wichita 
which provided reasoning as to why they elected to restrict arc fault protection to 
bedrooms only and not expand to the rest of the dwelling.  
 
Hethcoat asked if the 2014 NEC extended arc fault protection to the kitchen and laundry 
areas.   



 
Stilley replied the 2014 NEC extended arc-fault protection extended to the entire 
dwelling and all common areas.  
 
Hethcoat said he agreed with Myers.   
 
Lisher said that he hears quite often that arc faults would have prevented fires. He said 
arc faults would not trip where electricians have crammed so much wire in a box that 
when the cables are pulled it strips off the insulation. He said an arc-fault would not 
have tripped in those instances.  
 
Hethcoat added it may not have trip.  
 
Myers said the manufacturers are using two demonstrations to prove the effectiveness 
of arc fault devices. In one demonstration they show where the non-metallic sheathed 
cable is pinched by staples. If this board is serious about safety then tell the electricians 
they have to find another way to secure cable.  
 
Lisher said that so much of what’s happening with arc fault tripping has to do with the 
installation. Installation methods are so much better today than in past practices.  He 
believes many accidents happen with box fill problems.  
 
Stilley said he is not a fan of arc-faults but asked if the Board was going to get into any 
issues with home inspectors. Inspectors are making electrician repair items that were 
legal ten years ago.  
 
Myers said that when he gets into situation with a home inspector he provides evidence 
if necessary to show the home was built to code at the time of construction. He said 
travels all over the State of Kansas and hears the stories from electricians regarding the 
challenges they are having with arc-faults. Based on the research he’s conducted and  
the email from the building official in the City of Wichita limiting the arc faults to the 
bedrooms he thinks it would be a wise decision to limit protection to the bedrooms only. 
He said he would also recommend removing the smoke detectors from arc-fault 
protection. He noted that under the NFPA definition residential smoke detectors were 
not a life safety system. 
 
Hethcoat said that because residential smoke detectors were not a monitored system by 
definition they were not considered a life safety system. He added that he thought 
smoke detectors were acting as a life safety system.  
 
Myers said that article 760 prohibits a fire alarm or security system on an arc-fault or 
GFCI protected circuit.   
 
Myers moved to carry the current amendment forward limiting the arc-fault 
protection to bedrooms only with the exception of smoke detectors.  The 
motion was seconded by Hethcoat.  Motion passed 5-0.  
 



Lisher addressed article 210.52 G (1) dwelling unit receptacle locations. He said that he 
saw a problem with not allowing an outside receptacle to be on the garage circuit. The 
2014 NEC prohibited any other outlets outside of the garage to be on garage circuits.  
 
Hethcoat said the code change was to recognize the possibility of electric vehicle 
charging.  It’s based on the loading of the electric vehicle outlet.  
 
Stilley said electric vehicles would require a separate 20 or 30 amp circuit.  
 
Jones noted the code did not prohibit running a separate circuit for vehicle charging.  
 
Hethcoat said he thought the provision was trying to eliminate the outdoor receptacle 
right outside of the garage from being used to charge vehicles by using an extension 
cord. The code is trying to leave the capacity in the garage to the items in the garage 
and anything outside of the garage needs to have additional capacity.   
 
Myers said he had an issue with having a convenience outlet required in front of the 
dwelling then having to run an extension cord from outlets in the garage.  
 
The board amended the Article 210.52 G(1) to remove the requirement that restricted 
garage circuits supplying outlets only in the garage.  
 
The Board discussed Article 220.12. Lighting loads for specified occupancies 
 
Hethcoat noted where the jurisdiction had adopted an energy code the designer would 
have to comply with the more restrictive use of the lighting load of the energy code.  
 
Myers said in order to comply with the energy code the all of the exceptions in the 
article would have to be met including the installation of a power monitoring system 
with an alarm.   
 
Hethcoat said that every owner he has ever worked with would not be interested in 
getting an alarm if his lighting values exceeded code requirements.  
 
Myers asked Hethcoat how many power monitoring systems he has designed.  
 
Hethcoat replied none.  
 
The Board amended article 220.12 to eliminate the requirement for power monitoring 
systems tied to energy code requirements.  
 
Adjournment 
 
Myers moved to adjourn the April 30th, 2015 meeting of the Electrical Code 
Board of Appeals.  The motion was seconded by Lisher.  Motion passed 5-0. 
 
Meeting adjourned at 5:10 p.m. 
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