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I. Introduction 
 

Senate Resolution 263 of 2008 calls on the Legislative Budget and Finance 
Committee to conduct a study of the funds collected from the fees imposed by the 
Pennsylvania Construction Code Act.   
 

Objectives 
 

SR 263 is quite specific, so the reader is referred to the resolution (Appendix 
A) for the study objectives. 

 
Methodology 

 
 We obtained the data for this report from the Governor’s Center for Local 
Government Services within the Pennsylvania Department of Community and Eco-
nomic Development; the Pennsylvania State Association of Township Supervisors, 
which is under contract with DCED to operate the Pennsylvania Construction 
Codes Academy; and the Pennsylvania Housing Research/Resource Center within 
The Pennsylvania State University, which has entered into a Memorandum of Un-
derstanding to provide training and other activities to meet the needs of the con-
struction industry.  We did not independently audit the financial data presented in 
this report.  
 

Acknowledgements 
 
 LB&FC staff acknowledges and appreciates the cooperation and assistance 
provided by the Governor’ Center for Local Government Services, the Pennsylvania 
State Association of Township Supervisors, and the Pennsylvania Housing Resource 
Center.   
 
 

Important Note  
 

This report was developed by Legislative Budget and Finance Committee staff.  
The release of this report should not be construed as indicating that the Committee’s 
members endorse all the report’s findings and recommendations.   

Any questions or comments regarding the contents of this report should be di-
rected to Philip R. Durgin, Executive Director, Legislative Budget and Finance 
Committee, P.O. Box 8737, Harrisburg, Pennsylvania  17105-8737. 
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II. Findings 
 
 

Act 45 of 1999 created a $2 fee to be assessed by municipalities and third-
party agencies on each construction or building permit issued.   Act 157 of 2006 in-
creased this fee from $2 to $4.  The original $2 fee was deposited into the Municipal 
Code Official Training Account.  Act 157, which took effect in January 2007, re-
quires the additional $2 fee to be deposited into the Construction Contractor Train-
ing Account. 
 

The information requested in Senate Resolution 263 is presented below. 
 

A.  The amount of money raised throughout the Commonwealth by the $4 fee under 
section 703 (a) of the Pennsylvania Construction Code Act and the amount depo-
sited into the Municipal Code Official Training Account and the Construction Con-
tractor Training Account. 

 
As shown on Table 1, the total amount collected as of May 31, 2008, was 

$2,466,136; $1,901,001 (77 percent) of which has been deposited into the Municipal 
Code Official Training Account and $565,135 (23 percent) of which has been depo-
sited into the Construction Contractor Training Account. 

 
Table 1 

 

Municipal Code Official Training Fee Report 
 

Fiscal Year 
 

Collections $2 for MCOT 
(PSATS/PCCA) 

$2 for CCTA 
(PHRC) 

Totals 

2004-2005 ........  $   294,492.19 $   294,492.10 n/a $   294,492.19 
2005-2006 ........     531,636.59    531,636.19 n/a    531,636.19 
2006-2007 ........     607,670.00    549,006.50   58,663.50    607,670.00 
2007-2008a ...... 1,032,337.00    525,866.00 506,471.00 1,032,337.00 
  Totals ..............  $2,466,135.78 $1,901,001.28 $565,134.50 $2,466,135.78 
    $  42,385.09b  
   $522,749.41  
     
 

Fiscal Year 
 

Collections 
 

Actual Disbursements 
 

Totals 
  PCCA/PSATS PHRC  
2004-2005 ........  $   294,492.19 $             0.00 n/a $             0.00 
2005-2006 ........     531,636.59    267,659.56 n/a    267,659.56 
2006-2007 ........     607,670.00    476,423.18 n/a    476,423.18 
2007-2008 ........  1,032,337.00    284,171.59 522,749.41    806,921.00 
  Totals ..............  $2,466,135.78 $1,028,254.33 $522,749.41 $1,551,003.74 
     
_______________ 
aFY 2007-08 totals are through 5/31/08. 
b7.5 percent DCED administration fee per MOU. 

Source:  DCED Fiscal Office. 
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B. The use of the revenue raised by the fee and channeled to the Municipal Code Offi-
cial Training Account, including: 

 
(i) whether the funds have been spent on training programs, and, if so, how much; 

 
Of the $1,901,001 that has been deposited into the MCOT account, 

$1,028,254 (54 percent) has been disbursed to the Pennsylvania State Association of 
Township Supervisors (PSATS) to operate the Pennsylvania Construction Codes 
Academy (PCCA).1  The remaining $872,747 remains in the DCED-administered 
MCOT account.2  Disbursements from the MCOT account, by year, are shown in 
Table 1. 
 

The MCOT funds are combined with other monies (e.g., registration fees, Act 
222 funding, and Shared Municipal Service Grants) to support the PCCA.  Total 
PCAA funds received and disbursed between July 1, 2003, and June 30, 2008, as 
reported by PSATS, are shown in Tables 2 and 3. 
 

Table 2 
 

Funds Received by PSATS/PCAA 
 

MCOT Allocation ............................................ $1,175,000 33.1% 
Appropriationa ....................................... 607,340 17 .1 
Act 222 ........................................................... 150,000 4.2 
Shared Municipal Service Grant .................... 20,000 0.6 
Registration Fees ........................................... 1,599,531 45.0 

Total Receipts ................................................ $3,551,871 100.0% 
_______________ 
aFrom the Department of Commerce and Economic Development’s General Government Operations ap-
propriation. 
 
Source:  Developed by LB&FC staff from PSATS reports. 

 

                                                 
1With the introduction of the Uniform Construction Code in 1999, the Pennsylvania Construction Codes Acade-
my was created by the Governor’s Center for Local Government Services to address training and certification 
requirements for construction code officials statewide.  The Pennsylvania State Association of Township Super-
visors operates the PCCA, with the support of several other sponsoring agencies. 
2 Interest on this account goes to the General Fund, not the MCOT account. 
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Table 3 
 

Funds Disbursed by PSATS/ PCAA 
 

Faculty .......................................................... $1,174,366 36.1% 
Faculty Travel ............................................... 249,556 0.8 
Facility ........................................................... 520,956 16.0 
Production ..................................................... 373,406 11.5 
Administration (Direct) .................................. 711,504 21.9 
Fees (17% Allowance for Overhead) ............ 483,641 14.9 
Less: Expenses for Shared Services ............     -40,000 -1.2 

Total Disbursements ..................................... $3,248,827 100.0% 
 
Source:  Developed by LB&FC staff from PSATS reports. 

 
(ii) whether the funds have been spent to help officials purchase necessary mate-

rials for the training programs, and, if so, how much;  
 

To make this calculation, we assumed that the MCOT funds disbursed to 
PSATS/ PCCA were used to support the training program at the same percentages 
as shown in Table 3.  Using this methodology, $135,125 (11.5 percent) of the 
$1,175,000 PSATS reports having received from the MCOT allocation would have 
been used to offset the cost of producing and distributing training materials (includ-
ing website development and maintenance; developing and printing educational 
handouts, course catalogs, and training brochures; and mailing costs) for program 
participants.  Because the PCCA does not track the percentage of participants who 
are municipal officials, it was not possible to estimate the extent to which these 
funds helped municipal code officials (as opposed to, for example, building contrac-
tors) with their training material costs.     

 
(iii) whether the funds have been spent to help officials pay the tuition charged to at-

tend the training programs, and, if so, how much; and  
 

In its fall 2005 course offerings, the PCCA noted it had reduced the rate 
charged for courses as a result of the $2 per permit training fee.  We obtained a list 
of the PCCA spring 2005 course fees and found that the fees had been reduced sig-
nificantly.  As shown below, these reductions have continued through until at least 
fall 2008.  In general, half-day courses were reduced from $95 to $50, one-day 
courses from $195 to $95; two-day courses from $295 to $195, and three-day courses 
form $395 to $295.  For example:  
 

 Spring 2005 Fall 2005 Fall 2008 

Building Code Official-Examination Only .......... $100 $ 75 $ 75 
Accessibility Essentials ..................................... 295 195 195 
Commercial Building Inspector .......................... 395 295 295 
Residential Electrical ......................................... 295 195 195 
Property Maintenance Code .............................. 150 95 125 
Understanding the UCC Appeals Process ........ 95 50 50 
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Another way to answer the question is that between July 1, 2003, and June 
30, 2008, MCOT funds have comprised about 33 percent of the total funds used to 
support the PCCA.  Had these funds not been available to help offset the cost of fa-
culty, faculty travel, and other indirect and indirect administrative costs, tuition 
charges would have had to been increased to cover these costs.  However, because 
the PCCA charges the same tuition for all participants and does not track the per-
centage of participants who are municipal code officials (as opposed to, for example, 
building contractors), it was not possible to estimate the extent to which MCOT 
funds were used to help municipal officials in particular with their tuition charges. 
 

(iv) whether the funds have been spent on administration, and, if so, how much.  
 

The Department of Community and Economic Development reported that 
neither it nor any other Commonwealth agency uses any of the MCOT funds for 
administrative purposes.  DCED administrative expenses, as they relate to the 
MCOT, come from its General Fund General Government Operations appropriation.  
DCED also develops and administers the Building Code Official training program 
and certification exam, but MCOT funds are not used for these purposes. 
   
 As shown in Table 3, since July 2003, the PCCA has spent $711,504, or 21.9 
percent of all disbursements, on administration (staff time and travel) and an addi-
tional $483,641, or 14.9 percent of disbursements, on overhead costs, for a total of 
36.8 percent.  To estimate the amount of MCOT funds spent on administration, we 
applied these same percentages (21.9 percent on administration and 14.9 percent on 
overhead) to the total MCOT receipts as reported by PSATS of $1,175,000 which re-
sults in $257,325 in MCOT funds being used for PCCA administrative costs and an 
additional $175,075 in MCOT funds being used for PCCA overhead costs. 
 
C. The use of revenue raised by the fee and channeled to the Construction Contractor 

Training Account, including:  
 

(i) whether the funds have been spent on training programs, and, if so, how much;  
 
 Of the $565,135 that has been collected for the CCTA since January 2007, 
$522,749 has been disbursed to support projects of the Pennsylvania Housing Re-
search Center.  The remaining amount ($42,385) has been retained by the Depart-
ment of Community and Economic Development as an administrative fee (see Table 
1).   
 
 Unlike the Pennsylvania Construction Codes Academy, which is reimbursed 
for expenses incurred, the Pennsylvania Housing Research Center receives its share 
of the $2 CCTA fee quarterly without needing to submit invoices or receipts.  Con-
trol over the funds is exerted though the Industry Advisory Council, two seats of 
which are reserved for representatives of DCED.  The Council must approve the 
PHRC’s annual work plan for projects that will be undertaken over the next year.  



6 
 

The PHRC is also required to provide DCED with the annual work plan as well as 
an annual report summarizing the activities for that year with respect to the CCTA 
fees. 
 
 The CCTA funds are combined with funding from various other public and 
private sources including, include the U.S. Department of Energy, the U.S. Depart-
ment of Agriculture, DOW Chemical Company, the Harkin Endowment, and in-kind 
support by The Pennsylvania State University.  
 
 Table 4 below shows the Act 157 deposits and expenses from inception of the 
fee through June 30, 2008, as reported by the PHRC.   
 

Table 4 
 

Act 157 Account 
(Through June 30, 2008) 

 
 Expenses Deposits Balance 

December 2007 .........................................   $248,984.50  $248,984.50 
Expenses 1/1/2008 through 6/30/2008 .....  $75,561.69  $173,422.81 
May 2008 ...................................................   $390,548.00  $563,970.81 

 
Source:  Pennsylvania Housing Research Center 
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 Table 5 shows the category of expenses of the $75,562 of Act 157 monies 
spent to date. 
 

Table 5 
 

PHRC Expenses January 1, 2008, Through June 30, 2008 
 

 
Category 

Act 157 
Account 

Leveraged 
Funding 

Total  
Expenses 

Other PHRC 
Projects 

Total  
Expenses 

Total Salaries ....................................  $52,541.06 $129,696.54 $182,237.60 $15,335.00  $197,572.60 
Fringe Benefits  ................................  9,040.68  27,312.08 36,352.76 1,007.96  37,360.72 
Supplies and Materials  ....................  72.20 7,233.89  7,306.09 (16,329.32)  (9,023.23) 
Communications Services  ...............  360.00 1,369.32 1,729.32 5,281.96  7,011.28 
Travel  ...............................................  6,484.14  57,960.10 64,444.24 44,028.28  108,472.52 
Publications  .....................................  201.61 138.37 339.98 273.00  612.98 
Maintenance  ....................................  0.00  241.00 241.00 0.00  241.00 
Consulting & Prof Svc  ......................  500.00 56,247.25 56,747.25 0.00  56,747.25 
Copies and Photographic Services ..   77.00 12,113.38 12,190.38 1,098.84  13,289.22 
Scholarships  ....................................  0.00  0.00 0.00 1,280.75  1,280.75 
Graduate Student Supporta ..............  5,935.00  1,987.00 7,922.00 0.00  7,922.00 
Equipment <$5000  ..........................  0.00  2,994.61 2,994.61 179.97  3,174.58 
Equipment >$5000  ..........................  0.00  (6,841.04) (6,841.04) 0.00  (6,841.04) 
Computer Equipment <$5000  .........  0.00  3,349.06 3,349.06 692.19  4,041.25 
Purchased Services  .........................  0.00  26.00 26.00 429.00  455.00 
Miscellaneous  ..................................  350.00 6,623.00 6,973.00 7,594.60  14,567.60 
Indirect Costs (Overhead)  ...............           0.00   34,002.76   34,002.76  2,648.69    36,651.45 

  Total ................................................  $75,561.69 $334,453.32 $410,015.01 $63,520.92  $473,535.93 
_______________ 
a This student worked on developing the Residential Deck Training Program as well as the Wall Bracing Standards for 
Pennsylvania. 
Source:  Pennsylvania Housing Research Center 
 

 
 The PHRC reported that 22 percent of the total salaries and a similar propor-
tion of the fringe benefits are not directly attributed to training activities3.  All oth-
er of the Act 157 expenditures were directly related to training.  Accordingly, 
$62,017 of the Act 157 monies reported in Table 5 would have been spent on train-
ing programs. 
 
 The PHRC reported that it had not known when the first disbursement of Act 
157 funds would occur, and was unsure in January 2008 when the next disburse-
ment would occur.  Therefore, the PHRC’s plan for the period of January 2008 

                                                 
3The PHRC notes that its charge under Act 157 encompasses more than just training.  Additional activities, 
which must be approved by the PHRC’s Industry Advisory Council, include outreach activities, publications, as 
well as applied and research activities. 
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through June 2008 considered only the funds on hand and did not include any funds 
that may be received during this period. 
 
 The PHRC’s Project Plan July 2008-June 2009 anticipates expenditures of 
$473,536 from the Act 157 account, leaving an anticipated balance as of June 30, 
2009, of $90,435.   
 

(ii) whether the funds have been spent to help trainees purchase the necessary ma-
terials for the training programs, and, if so, how much; 

 
As shown in Table 5, the PHRC reports that $77 of the $75,562 in CCTA 

funds has been spent to help trainees purchase necessary materials for the training 
program.  The PHRC notes that although it incurred over $12,000 of expenses on 
educational materials (handouts and trainings, builder’s briefs, reports, etc.), all but 
$77 were from other funding sources. 
 

(iii) whether the funds have been spent to help trainees pay the tuition charged to at-
tend the training programs, and, if so, how much; and  

 
 The PHRC reports that had the CCTA funds not been available to help offset 
the cost of faculty, faculty travel, and other program expenses, tuition charges 
would have had to been increased to cover these costs.  PHRC estimates the tuition 
charges would have had to been increased by approximately $62,017 ($75,562 less 
22 percent of the above-mentioned portion of salaries and benefits). 
 

(iv) whether the funds have been spent on administration, and, if so, how much. 
 

As noted above, the Department of Community and Economic Development 
retains 7.5 percent of CCTA fees ($42,385 as of June 30, 2008) as an administrative 
fee.  PHRC reports that The Pennsylvania State University does not charge PHRC 
for overhead or indirect costs, and that all Act 157 expenditures cited in Table 5 
above were directly related to programmatic activities as directed by the Industry 
Advisory Council. 
  
E. The number of classes offered throughout this Commonwealth, where they are of-

fered, their frequency and the number of officials and trainees who have attended.  
 
 Classes offered through PCCA.  In total, between July 2003 and June 
2008, the PCCA offered 513 workshops that were attended by a total of 9,497 atten-
dees.  A listing of the classes offered through the Pennsylvania Construction Codes 
Academy, where they were offered, their frequency, and number of officials and 
trainees who registered and attended is provided in Appendix B.   
  
 DCED notes that a significant portion of the current funds that exist with- 
in the Municipal Code Official Training Account will be utilized to increase the 
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number of commercial certification courses offered during the upcoming fiscal year 
in anticipation of the end of the registration or “grandfathering” period for commer-
cial code officials in April of 2009.  Additionally, the strategic plan for PCCA out-
lines the development of a multi-curriculum training academy that would provide 
an extended educational program to address the statutory requirements for continu-
ing education credits dedicated to current code officials desiring to maintain their 
certifications.  This effort will support the legislative requirement of the Governor’s 
Center for Local Government Services and PCCA to provide training and technical 
support regarding UCC matters.  
 
 Classes offered through PHRC.  Between January 1, 2008, and June 30, 
2008, the PHRC offered 21 training classes that were attended by a total of 545 at-
tendees.  A listing of the classes offered through the Pennsylvania Housing Re-
source Center for the period January 1-June 30, 2008, where they were offered, 
their frequency, and number of officials attended is provided in Appendix C.   
 
 In addition to these classes, the PHRC also sponsored or participated in: 
 

• Pennsylvania Housing and Land Development Conference.  This, the 16th 
annual Pennsylvania Housing Conference, was held in Lancaster.  The 
first day of this two-day conference focused on technical issues around the 
design and construction of houses and was attended by 197 builders, re-
modelers CTC teachers, building code officials and design professionals.  
The second day focused on land development issues and was attended by 
133 developers, builders, land development engineers, soil scientists, 
landscape architects, and state and local regulators. 
 

• Webinars.  The PHRC hosted two webinar programs (Inspecting Residen-
tial Duct Systems).  Because the purpose of these programs was primarily 
to evaluate the technology and software requirements for webinars, par-
ticipation was limited to about 25 attendees for each program. 
 

• Speaker Service.  The PHRC offers a speakers service at no charge to local 
builders associations and other interested groups.  Between October 2007 
and June 2008, the PHRD has made eight such presentations to groups 
ranging from 10 to 75 attendees. 
 

• Conference  Presentations.  The PHRC made presentations at five confe-
rences during the first six months of 2008, with attendance ranging from 
4 to 300 attendees. 
 

• WWW site.  The PHRC maintains a web site (www.engr.psu.edu/phrc) to 
help disseminate information. 
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• Committee Participation.  The PHRC participates in 5 Pennsylvania-
based and six national and international focus committees. 

 
F. A calculation of the amount of money collected throughout this Commonwealth since 

the fee was instituted and the training accounts were created, including an analysis 
of the increases or decreases of the amount being collected. 

 
 Table 1 shows the amount collected since the $2 MCOT and the $2 CCTA fees 
were enacted.  Table 6 shows the number of building permits issued since calendar 
year 2004. 
 

Table 6 
 

Building Permits Issued 
 

 
CY 

New 
Residential 

Other 
Residential 

New 
Commercial 

Other 
Commercial 

 
Total 

2004 ...............  16,589 57,855 1,416 12,977 88,837 
2005 ...............  41,073 147,623 3,858 32,755 225,309 
2006 ...............  36,180 154,931 4,064 38,669 233,844 
2007 ...............  29,161 141,574 3,984 50,443 225,162 
 
Source:  Developed by LB&FC staff from information provided by DCED 

 
DCED reported that some municipalities have been slow to either collect or 

remit the MCOT and CCTA fees, and that there is no real enforcement mechanism 
to ensure the fees are being properly collected and remitted.   For the 2,328 “opt-in” 
municipalities (i.e., the municipalities that agree to administer and enforce the 
UCC), DCED compares the number of permits the municipality reports issuing, 
multiplies that number by $4, and compares the result to the check the municipali-
ty submits.  If the figures do not match, DCED will follow-up with the municipality 
to resolve the discrepancy.   

 
DCED also will send a letter to municipalities that do not send in any infor-

mation asking them to send in the permit reporting form, even if they did not issue 
any permits during the reporting period.  DCED reports that, although much im-
proved over the initial period, they still have difficulty receiving responses from 
about ten percent of the opt-in municipalities.  These municipalities are typically 
small, and DCED attributes most of the difficulty to internal communication issues 
with municipalities.  

 
Builders and residents in “opt-out” municipalities (where the PA Department 

of Labor and Industry enforces the UCC) are required to obtain permits from a 
third-party company.  There are 237 such opt-out municipalities.  DCED reported 
that it receives the ACT 157 permit fees from at least some of these companies.  
However, DCED does not know all the third-party companies that issue permits, so 
it is possible that some of these companies may not be collecting and/or remitting 
the $4 fee.
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III.   Appendices 
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APPENDIX A 
 
PRIOR PRINTER'S NOS. 1837, 1922               PRINTER'S NO. 1974 

 

THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY OF PENNSYLVANIA  

 

SENATE RESOLUTION  

No. 263 Session of 2008  

 
        INTRODUCED BY WAUGH, GORDNER, STOUT, COSTA, WOZNIAK, BOSCOLA, 
           REGOLA, EARLL, RHOADES AND D. WHITE, MARCH 14, 2008 

 
        AMENDED, APRIL 28, 2008 

 
                                  A RESOLUTION 
 
     1  Directing the Legislative Budget and Finance Committee to 
     2     conduct a study relating to the funds collected from the fee 
     3     from construction or building permits and to report its 
     4     findings to the General Assembly by June 30, 2008.             <-- 
 
     5     WHEREAS, It is necessary to determine the amount of money 
     6  raised by the $4 fee imposed under section 703(a) of the act of 
     7  November 10, 1999 (P.L.491, No.45), known as the Pennsylvania 
     8  Construction Code Act, and how the money has been spent; 
     9  therefore be it 
    10     RESOLVED, That the Senate direct the Legislative Budget and 
    11  Finance Committee to conduct a study of the following matters: 
    12         (1)  The amount of money raised throughout the 
    13     Commonwealth by the $4 fee under section 703(a) of the act of 
    14     November 10, 1999 (P.L.491, No.45), known as the Pennsylvania 
    15     Construction Code Act. 
    16         (2)  The amount of money deposited in the Municipal Code 
    17     Official Training Account and the amount of money deposited 
    18     in the Construction Contractor Training Account. 

 
     1         (3)  The use of the revenue raised by the fee and 
     2     channeled to the Municipal Code Official Training Account, 
     3     including: 
     4             (i)  whether the funds have been spent on training 
     5         programs, and, if so, how much; 
     6             (ii)  whether the funds have been spent to help 
     7         officials purchase necessary materials for the training 
     8         programs, and, if so, how much; 
     9             (iii)  whether the funds have been spent to help 
    10         officials pay the tuition charged to attend the training 
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Appendix A (Continued) 
 
    11         programs, and, if so, how much; and 
    12             (iv)  whether the funds have been spent on 
    13         administration, and, if so, how much. 
    14         (4)  The use of revenue raised by the fee and channeled 
    15     to the Construction Contractor Training Account, including: 
    16             (i)  whether the funds have been spent on training 
    17         programs, and, if so, how much; 
    18             (ii)  whether the funds have been spent to help 
    19         trainees purchase the necessary materials for the 
    20         training programs, and, if so, how much; 
    21             (iii)  whether the funds have been spent to help 
    22         trainees pay the tuition charged to attend the training 
    23         programs, and, if so, how much; and 
    24             (iv)  whether the funds have been spent on 
    25         administration, and, if so, how much. 
    26         (5)  The number of classes offered throughout this 
    27     Commonwealth, where they are offered, their frequency and the 
    28     number of officials and trainees who have attended. 
    29         (6)  A calculation of the amount of money collected 
    30     throughout this Commonwealth since the fee was instituted and 

 
     1     the training accounts were created, including an analysis of 
     2     the increases or decreases of the amount being collected; 
     3  and be it further 
     4     RESOLVED, That the Legislative Budget and Finance Committee 
     5  report its findings to the General Assembly on or before 
     6  September 30, 2008. 
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APPENDIX C 
 

PHRC Training Programs Held January 1 – June 30, 2008 
 

Location of Program Date Attendees 

CO1 – International Code Essentials   
 Lancaster County – Park Plaza 1/15/2008 16 
 Luzerne County – Best Western East Mountain Inn 4/1/2008 27 
 Sum of Attendees: 43 

CO2 – International Residential Code Inspection Essentials   
 Lackawanna County – Inn at Nichols Village 2/5/2008 20 
 Sum of Attendees: 20 

CO3 – IRC Plumbing Essentials   
 Dingman Township 1/28/2008 25 
 Allegheny County – Holiday Inn – Monroeville 2/12/2008 20 
 Chester County – Holiday Inn – West Chester 3/11/2008 23 
 Sum of Attendees: 68 

CO4 – IRC Mechanical Essentials   
 Cumberland County 1/18/2008 18 
 Dingman Township 4/14/2008 23 
 Sum of Attendees: 41 

CO5C – Commercial Provisions of the IECC for Code Officials   
 Holiday Inn Williamsport – Lycoming County 1/16/2008 22 
 Chester Count/Holiday Inn – West Chester 3/25/2008 40 
 Sum of Attendees: 62 

CO5R – Residential Energy Essentials   
 Cumberland County 3/18/2008 12 
 Northampton County – Best Western Conference Center 5/21/2008 14 
 Sum of Attendees: 26 

CP1 – Custom Programs   
 Philadelphia – Delaware Valley Regional Planning Commission 2/22/2008 43 
 Centre County – Ramada Inn and Conference Center 3/6/2008 38 
 Lehigh Valley Planning Commission 3/19/2008 19 
 Lehigh County – Lehigh Valley Planning Commission 3/19/2008 41 
 Pittsburgh – University of Pittsburgh at Greensburg 3/28/2008 54 
 Pittston PA – Jr. Achievement Miracle Family Center for  
   Enterprise Education 

 
4/14/2008 
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 Sum of Attendees: 221 

D1 – Residential Decks – Design, Construction and Inspection   
 HBA of Metro Harrisburg – Pilot Program 4/23/2008 19 
 York County Builders Association 6/3/2008 21 
 Sum of Attendees: 40 

ND1 – NDS Woodframe Design   
 HBA of Metro Harrisburg 3/25 – 3/26/2008 24 
 Sum of Attendees: 24 

 Total Programs: 21 

 Attendees Total: 545 
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APPENDIX D 
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