
Since the last news letter, things 
were looking pretty good until the 
infamous Covid-19 pandemic hit all 
of us in the nation and the world 
like a tidal wave, thus causing a 
disruption to our way of life and 
economy. We are all trying to 
assimilate into this societal “new-
normal” which is a challenge in-
deed. It is staggering to see our 
loved ones and people we know 
dealing with this, either infected 
with it or battling the pernicious 
disease in the health care front 
lines. After Governor Evers de-
clared the emergency rules and 
safer at home proclamation on 
March 25, the reality set in. We all 
scrambled to make some sense of 
it—who and what is an essential 
service or business. Regarding us 
code enforcement people, we 
soon found out we were an essen-
tial entity, and we began to revamp 
our departments and policy’s to 
deal with our day-to-day tasks. In 
most municipalities, we saw limited 
inspections, municipal buildings 
closed to the public, social distanc-
ing on inspections, faces masks, 
and a myriad of other changes that 
challenge our abilities and emo-
tional well being. We also saw 
many event cancelations, including 
the April League of Municipalities 

Building Inspectors Institute. It 
looks to be rescheduled for a time 
in September. Upon writing this, 
I’m still trying to ascertain how all 
of this will affect our association 
and future meetings for the rest of 
this year. I’m hopeful we can get 
back to some semblance of a new 
normality. We have decided to 
cancel the June inspector on-site 
training and possibly schedule it for 

September’s meeting. 

In other news, we would like to 
acknowledge and congratulate Jack 
Van Der Weele upon his retire-
ment after serving as a Building 
Inspector for the City of She-
boygan. Jack had been with the 

City of Sheboygan for 30 years.  

We were saddened by the news 
that long-time DSPS Commercial 
Building Inspector, John Anderson 
had passed away on April 15. John  
had retired a few years ago, after 
working as state inspector since 
1985. John was born on February 
7, 1947 in Chicago Illinois. This is 
where he spent his youth and after 
graduating High School, he joined 
the U.S. Army in 1965 and was 
deployed to a station in Germany 
until 1969. John met Gertraud 
“Gettie” there and were married 

May 3, 1968. I was told they were 
soul mates, best friends and John 
loved Gettie to the moon and back. 
Upon completing his service to the 
Army, John and Gettie moved to 
Pembine, Wisconsin where John 
worked at Anderson Plumbing & 
Heating and also with Morley & 

Murphy Supply Co.  

In 1985, John found employment 
with DILHR as a state commercial 
building inspector where he served 
in this capacity for 28 years. He was 
well respected amongst his peers and 
contractors. He was the consum-
mate professional and true gentle-
man. He inspected many counties in 
the northeast region of Wisconsin. 
John enjoyed snowmobiling and  
raced snowmobiles competitively for 
many years. I remember John telling 
me some great stories about his 
racing years. John is survived by his 
wife Gettie; son, John, daughter Jill 
Lang and daughter Jessica Anderson; 
six Grand children and four great 
grandchildren. John will be sadly 

missed. 

 WHAT’S NEW IN BIANEW  

DSPS NEWS 

The ESLA system, which DSPS began its four 
million dollar implementation 2.5 years ago is 
still a work in progress.  It has been wrought 
with challenges and conflicts to users and 
programmers. It was a new system with high 
hopes to replace the old system, which would 
have been incompatible with DSPS using 
Windows 10 upgrades. As many of us have 
realized, whether trying to renew a credential, 
check a status of a credential, not receiving the 
accredited ceu’s,  

 From a contracted 4.5 million dollar cost for 
this new program, it is now nearly 5 million 
dollars over budget and is still not fully imple-
mented. The last phase of a three-phase 
process, is the commercial plan review and 
credentialing. From its inception there was not 
a good collective effort of departments provid-
ing needs and information to the writers and 

programmers, which without a good pool of 
knowledge and no faith in the system became a 
root of systemic conflicts and challenges. With 
two phases of ESLA complete and not being 
very successful, a myriad of complaints from 
customers, and staff working on the program, 
it has definitely become the large elephant in 
the room. All I can add to wrap this up, is be 
patient and stay tuned and hopefully by the 
end of this year it will be fully implemented.  
On a final note, since the expiration of the 
emergency order number 22, electronic plan 
submission is still the highly preferred method 
for an expeditious review. 

In other news the commercial plan review 
team in the state have been working sedulous-
ly on eliminating the deficit of review backlogs. 
With 23 full-time reviewers and 7 LTE’s the 
review time has diminished from 13 weeks 

down to 5 weeks. Work has also begun with 
the Commercial Code Council and staff to 
look at the process of implementing the 2021 
ICC suite of codes. This is typically a two-year 
process, which is imperative that the process 
needs to start now or at least by September 
to look at administrative rule changes  prior to 
the red-line ICC code changes.  

It has come to our attention that if the associ-
ation would like DSPS staff participation, there 
is a request form that is required to completed 
and approved. This includes any meeting 
attendance or training programs.  

Brandon Piper was appointed as the Division 
Administrator for the Division of Industry 
Services effective in March. Branden has 
replaced Johnny Winston Jr. 
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according to Randy Dahman.  When looking at 
BIANEW’s membership, this fact holds true, having 
had at least seven members retire in the last two 
years. 

This shortage became evident to me, when talking 
to other municipalities that were trying to fill a 
vacancy in this position and finding there was a 
shallow pool of experienced and credentialed 
people to fill the position.  

Two years ago, the City of De Pere posted the 
position and had only received 9 applicants. Only 
when the city sent out an advertisement from a 
mailing list obtained from DSPS for credentialed 
individuals, there were only an additional 10 appli-
cants and the vast majority had limited or no 
credentials. This has been the same situation with 
many other municipalities.  

In March, I was teaching a code class at NWTC to 

a construction class of young people and let them 
know there is a need for inspectors. I mentioned 
to the audience that with some trade experience 
and taking the required tests, there is a great 
opportunity to have a good career and still be in 
the trade industry. It did pique some interest, as I 
hoped it would.  

So where have all the inspectors gone? Many are 
riding off into the sunset and there are many of us 
still riding the dusty trail  carrying our knowledge 
and experience like some badge of glory. Maybe 
somewhere out there are a few that will want to 
saddle-up and take the ride. In my sixteen years, I 
have thoroughly enjoyed the ride and still plan on 
travelling down this trail until it ends.  

In the last fiver years I have been noticing a grow-
ing shortage of people seeking positions in the 
code official arena. Like the building trades, there is 
a diminishing number of people getting into this 
business.  This has some correlation to the limited 
number of inspectors, as most have come from the 
trades.  

At our last BIANEW winter code update commer-
cial training program, presenter and DSPS Plan 
Reviewer, Randy Dahman performed a stand-up-sit
-down survey of code officials in the room The 
vast majority—over 55 percent have served in 
their positions for over 25 years; 25 percent within 
15-25 years; 15 percent 5-15 years and 5 percent, 
less than 5 years in this profession remained stand-
ing in the room. It gives some perspective that 
many are nearing the twilight years of their careers 
and are heading into retirement. This appears to 
be the consensus all around the state with the 
same survey used at the other three code updates, 

Since the adoption of a deck code in the Wisconsin Uni-
form Dwelling Code known as Appendix B & C in 2016, 
more attention has been given to the construction of decks 
serving one and two-family dwellings. It was a learning 
curve for home-owners, contractors and code officials 
where for years the UDC was somewhat ambiguous and 
silent regarding decks—more left to the structural analysis 
side of it that seemingly was overlooked by many.   

It seems more deck failures have gained national attention 
in the last 10 years, which prompted an adoption of a 
national deck code in the International Residential Code 
(IRC) and in Wisconsin, the UDC. I have to admit my years 
as a  custom home builder, I only really referenced the 
code book when it came to joist spans, beams, stairs, 
guards, and knowing the minimum footing depth of 48 
inches for decks. I wish I knew back then what I know now; 
but in retrospect decks were decks—ancillary to the 
dwelling. However, decks tend to be a gathering place were 
occupant loads can overwhelm the structure with substan-
tial live and dead loads, thus causing failures associated with 
injuries and deaths to people. 

Three design elements, I feel adamant about and emphasize 
during a deck review and inspection for an attached deck, 
include: ledger attachment, flashing and foundations. In this 
series, we will emphasize footings. Not too long ago most 
decks utilized a few footing types: footing pads or poured-in
-place sono-tubes. Most footings, by todays codes were 
undersized or lacked the ability to carry axial loads, uplift 
and lateral loads or the ability to withstand the reaction to 
frost.  

There are more options today with new products on the 
market that have been approved for use including, Dia-
mond Pier, Handy Pier and a newer composite Footing Pad 

(www.footingpad.com), which has ICC-ES (AC49) approval. 
Handi Pier and Diamond Pier have product approvals in the 
state for deck footings with limitations and conditions. Both 
have a lower impact, requiring only a shallow excavation 
and can be set on soil bearing capacity of 1,500 psf. (2,000 
psf. in Wisconsin). A typical DP-50/50, 11/4 diameter pins 
has a bearing load (compression) capacity 4,400 lbs.; uplift 
1,380 lbs. and lateral load capacity of 1,310 lbs.  The 
limitations with this type of product is that they shall not be 
placed within 5 feet of the foundation, or shallow soil to 
bedrock. In Wisconsin, both are required to  have a pin 
length of at least 50 inches and shall not be placed on soils 
less that 2,000 psf., highly expansive, poorly drained, shifting 
soils and on slopes greater than 27 degrees. The Handi Pier 
is only approved for decks and not for occupied structures, 
while the Diamond Pier has state product approval for 
covered porch additions.  

The first criteria to meet when reviewing and inspections 
of footings, is the frost depth, which is scoped out in SPS 
321.16: footings shall be placed below the frost penetration 
level or 48 inches below adjacent grade. All decks that are 
attached or free-standing that serve a dwelling with a door 
shall have frost protected footings. The second is sizing the 
footing per Table 1 of appendix B or Table 4 for the DCA-

6, based on joist span 
and post spacing. Deck 
posts shall have positive 
connections to the 
footings with a sono-
tube or a pier type 
footing. This is typically 
done with a plinth base 
type connector that 
keeps the post 1-inch 

off the concrete, securing it to the footing. Posts can be 
placed in the ground on a properly sized footing as long as 
the wood is pressure treated and labeled for ground or 
concrete exposure.  

If using Appendix B, concrete used for footings shall have a 
minimum of 3,000 psi compressive strength. Post attach-
ments shall follow the prescriptive design (Figure 1). Post 
anchors must include a 1-inch min. base plate.  Each post 
shall bear over the middle 1/3 of a footing. If the deck of 
the footing  is closer than 5 feet to an existing house wall, 
the footing shall bear at the same elevation as the existing 
footing for that wall.  

One last thing to look at is stairs serving the deck, require 
frost protected footings per SPS 321.16 (1) Footings and 
foundations, including those for landings and stoops. In 
Appendix B where stairs have a vertical rise of 48 inches or 
more, the lower bearing of the stair stringers shall have at 
least 8 inch square or 10-inch round footing and be frost 
protected. A post set on a proper footer, placed 48 inches 
below grade is also sufficient. In the next news letter, deck 
legers and flashing will be covered. 

1984 - Replacement of non-grounded receptacles & pool 
cover motors. 
1987 - Unfinished basements, hydro-therapy spas & tubs 
and kitchen countertop receptacles within 6 feet of a sink 
and boat houses. 
1990 - crawlspaces (exception sump pumps and dedicated 
equipment). 
1993 - wet bar countertop within 6 feet of sink and any 
receptacle replaced in an area that requires a GFCI. 
1996 - All receptacles on kitchen counters, all exterior 
receptacles, unfinished accessory buildings and receptacles 
below grade. 
1999– Exception for dedicated equipment in crawlspace 
area removed. 
2005-2008 - Exception removed for all receptacles in a 
garage removed. Within 6 feet of a sink or laundry tray. 
2014-2017 - Dishwashers added (WI. 2020), laundry areas 
laundry areas, bathtubs or shower stalls within 6 feet of 
shower edge/bathtub (exempted in WI). 
The AFCI (Arc Fault Circuit Interrupter) protects against 
fires caused by arcing faults. Arcing faults occur in damaged 

The ground fault circuit interrupter (GFCI) device has been in 
use for nearly 50 years in the United States. First adopted for 
use in 1971 for receptacle protection at the exterior of dwelling 
and within 10 feet of pools. I will get calls from homeowners 
and home inspectors regarding GFCI’s not installed or they are 
requiring  them to be installed. This may be overstepping their 
bounds. First thing to understand, is that in the Wisconsin 
Administration Code SPS 316.003 (3) Existing Installations: shall 
conform to the electrical code that applied when the installa-
tions were installed. Therefore, the first inquiry would be to 
ascertain when was the dwelling built. Secondly, find that 
particular code in and around the time of installation. Here is a 
short time-line of the NEC adoption of the GFCI (WI. may  be 
different): 
1971- Receptacles within 10 feet of pool walls & 20-feet of 
water. 
1973 - Receptacles located at the exterior of a dwelling. 
1975 - Bathrooms, fountain equipment, pool lights and boat-
houses. 
1978 - Garages and spas. Exemption for GFCI outlets located 
above the ground. 
1981 - Exemption for garage receptacles for dedicated equip-
ment or not readily accessible. 

or deteriorated wires an cords. Required locations include: 
Dwelling units, family rooms, dining rooms, living rooms, 
foyers, libraries, dens, bedrooms, sunrooms, recreation 
rooms, laundry rooms, closets, hallways or similar rooms and 
areas. 

Where Have All the Building Inspectors Gone 

The Big Three in Deck Code Compliance 

AFCI Verses GFCI in One and Two-Family Dwellings. 

BIANEW BUZZ 
Page 2 



SUMMER VOLUME 

Why Wall Bracing? Gravity loads or axial loads are 
relatively simple to understand. Simply put, they distribute 
live and dead loads to the foundation into the earth. Lateral 
loads ultimately do the same thing, but may be a bit more 
challenging to understand as they can be variable and not as 
constant. The most common lateral load is the wind, with 
design velocities from 80 to 150 miles per hour throughout 
the nation. The design of a building must be built to with-
stand this lateral dynamic force upon it. When this is 
applied per building code requirements, prescriptive wall 
bracing designs structures resist the lateral loads imposed 
on the walls and roof systems. 

There are four general modes of a building failure that are a 
result of lateral wind forces: uplift, base shear, racking and 
overturning. Loads are imposed and collected on the walls 
then transferred to the top and bottom plates. The loads 

that go to the top plates are collecting the loads and 
transferring the loads to the roof diaphragm, which then 
sends the loads out through the side walls and back to the 
foundation. 

What does wall bracing or shear walls do for the 

structure? Quite simply, they provide integrity to the 
building by providing resistance to lateral wind loads and 
provide a path for the loads from walls, to roof, to the 
foundation. Residential buildings in the past 50 years have 
gotten considerably larger, walls are taller and larger 
openings, wall bracing has become more important. Addi-
tionally garages have become more substantial with large 
openings, thus more building failures from high wind events. 

The Wisconsin uniform dwelling code scopes out in SPS 
321.25 (8) four acceptable wall-brace methods recognized: 
intermittent method, continuous sheathed method, portal 
frame method and alternative method (IRC or accepted 
engineered practices). Only one method shall be used and 
not intermixed.  

Shear walls and wall braced panels typically are the stal-
warts to the building. As you consider wall bracing design, 
you have to look whether the building is continuously 
sheathed with wood structural panels, whish in the UDC is 
CS-WSP. This design provides the greatest capacity for 
wind loads With this design method, you may also use the 
continuously sheathed portal frame ( CS-PF) in which case 
the wall supporting the header could be as narrow as 16 
inches based on wall size and opening size. 

A few common code violations I happen to notice in the 
field for wall brace panels, especially in the garage or 
dwelling portal frame method is: missing joint blocking for 
the required nailing pattern (2 rows 3” o.c.). Not providing 
for the panel joint to be in the middle 1/3 of the wall, which 
can weaken the integrity of the wall to resist shear. Not 
providing the required 2 –inch plate washer at the anchor 
bolts. On a side note, if the PF wall is in the garage, and a 
double sill plate is used, the anchor bolts shall be long 
enough to provide positive connection to both plates. The 
anchor bolts shall not be place close together, but far apart, 

near each wall end. The nailing pattern prescribed is imperative for 
the panel and often is not fastened per code, which again can 
compromise the shear resistance potential for that wall. Framers 
often miss this and don’t’ understand that the liberal nailing pattern 
is critical in keeping the corner joint and panel stiff to prevent 
racking. The last few non-compliances are the result of not provid-
ing the required strap at the column and header per the APA Portal 
detail; and a header over the required 18-foot length. 

Wall bracing has been in the code for over a decade, but it still 
seems to be a frequent detail that often is not done properly. If the 
wall brace method does not meet the prescriptive design, there is 
always the alternative method of structural analysis or accepted 
engineered design.   

320.10 (3) (h). This code shall not be construed 
to affect local requirements relating to land use, 
zoning, post−construction storm water manage-
ment, fire districts, side, front and rear setback 
requirements, property line requirements or 
other similar requirements. This code shall not 
affect the right of municipalities to establish safety 
regulations for the protection of the public from 
hazards at the job site. 

Any municipality may, by ordinance, require per-
mits and fees for any construction, additions, 
alterations or repairs not within the scope of this 
code. 

How are municipalities issuing (C.O.) certifi-
cate of occupancy's if there are zoning viola-
tions ( i.e. driveways, sidewalks, final stabiliza-
tion-lawns)? Do you have conditional occupan-
cy certs.; and are lenders requiring clear or 
conditional certificates of occupancies? Do you 
provide a C.O. for additions & alterations? 

Answer: SPS 320.02 (2) MUNICIPAL ORDI-
NANCES. (a) A municipality may not adopt an 
ordinance on any subject falling within the scope of 
this code including establishing restrictions on the 
occupancy of dwellings for any reason other than 
noncompliance with the provisions of this code as 
set forth in s. SPS 320.10 (4). This code does not 
apply to occupancy requirements occurring after 
the first occupancy for residential purposes follow-
ing the final inspection required under s. SPS 

Code Enforcement Comics 
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The Building Inspectors Association of Northeastern Wisconsin (BIANEW) is an 

organization of over 100 municipal Building Officials encompassing 21 counties. 

Members meet monthly to discuss code issues, learn about new building products 

and techniques, and promote building safety and uniformity of enforcement of 

state codes. A guest speaker is usually invited to speak to the group on a variety 

of topics related to the building industry. If interested you are invited to attend 

future meetings and you may also contact any of the officers listed on the home 

page for more information. BIANEW was formed in 1971 by a group of 16 mu-

nicipal inspectors who saw the educational benefits of regular monthly meetings 

with their fellow inspectors. The first meeting was held June 15th, 1971 at the 

Shawano City Hall due to its centralized location and most monthly meetings are 

still held in Shawano. The Organization is headed up by a group of 4 elected offic-

ers who are dedicated to maintaining the high professional standards set by the 

original charter members.  

round 1980, Jack decided to get into computer pro-
graming, which was starting to dominate the industry. 
After three years of night school, Jack got a degree in 
computer programing, while still working in construc-
tion. 

Another fortuitous event in Jack’s life was when he met 
his future wife, Debra while attending a wedding back in 
his hometown. She was at the same wedding, while 
back from college at Southern Illinois.  After they got 
married in 1983, they bought a house in Chicago. They 
lived there until they both decided to move back to 
Sheboygan in 1985, where Jack continued in the con-
struction business. It took a jobsite accident where a 
shattered heel brought an opportunity for employment 
at the City of Sheboygan in 1988 as a housing inspector 
for the HUD Program.  

Jack Commented, “As a housing inspector for the HUD 
program, it was a strange experience. I could do a block 
of homes in about an hour, but people didn’t have to let 
me in their homes or on their property. So, it didn’t 
seem fair in that I’d make some people have to spend 
money who were older or on fixed low incomes to 
comply, where others did not. I had a hard time with 
that”. 

In 1990, Jack took the position as a building inspector 
with the city and obtained his credentials for commer-
cial building inspector, UDC inspector and HVAC. 
Thus, began his long and illustrious career as a building 
inspector later joined by Pat Eirich in 1994, who at one 
time was a designer for a lumber company that Jack had 
worked with in construction. 

Over the years Jack served in many capacities as 
BIANEW president in 2004; WBIA president  in 2008, 
ICC Region 3 board member, WOCOA board mem-

This issue we would like to shine the spot light on City 
of Sheboygan Building Inspector, Jack Van Der Weele. 
On May 1, Jack officially retired from the City of She-
boygan after serving 32 years.  A consummate profes-
sional and a man of respect and integrity. I can person-
ally say, I have the utmost respect for Jack and I’m sure 
he will be missed at the city. When I  began my career 
as an inspector in 2004,  I soon joined BIANEW where 
Jack served as President that year. It was soon after that 
I got to know Jack, who very seldom missed a meeting 
in the following years. Jack was part of the BIASEW 
when he started at the City of Sheboygan, he then 
joined BIANEW over twenty years ago and as he men-
tioned to me, “it has been a great experience with a 
great group of people”. 

Jack was born and raised in the City’s north side and as 
a teenager, began working with his father, Howard who 
had a homebuilding business along with his partner 
Franz. Jack had mentioned, “ My dad’s partner had a son 
around my age, and sometimes we’d switch, where I 
would work with my dad’s partner and he worked with 
Dad on some projects– two crews, you could say. This 
worked out well as my dad would always be after me—
staying out too late, my hair was too long  - whatever. 
Well, the other guy’s son worked very well with my 
dad and vice-versa. We built a lot of ranch style homes 
back in the early 1970s. I learned a lot working in the 
business, and did this all through High School.” 

Jack graduated in 1974 from Sheboygan North High 
School and soon after moved to River Grove, Illinois 
where jack attended Triton, a Junior College, which at 
the time had the second largest student body. It was in 
1976, Jacked earned an associate degree in Construc-
tion Technology. Jack lived in Chicago for about ten 
years working in construction. During this time ,a 

ber, and others.  

I asked Jack what he liked and will miss about the job: “ 
I think the best part of the job, was having little office 
time, mostly being out in the field doing my job and 
talking with people. I don’t think I could have handled 
being in the office for 8 hours. I enjoyed working with 
people, seeing new projects come together—new 
designs, and enjoyed being the answer guy, helping 
people out with their projects. You get a lot of ques-
tions in this job. I believe it’s relationships that you 
create over time. You may help a contractor—he may 
be in business for twenty years, so it’s that rapport and 
relationship you create. 

I joke about this, but I can go into Menards and I can’t 
get out of there for two hours. I get people or contrac-
tors asking me questions. I may run into a homeowner 
that I worked with many years ago and now they are 
adding on to their home—they remember me—I may 
not remember them.” 

Jack has been married to Debra since 1983 and are 
going on 37 years of marriage. Jack and Debra have 
three daughters: Corey 31, Hannah 29 and Chloe 27. 

Inspector Spotlight: Jack Van Der Weele City of Sheboygan 
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