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TAC: Code Administration
Total Mods for Code Administration in No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second: 25

Total Mods for report: 41

Sub Code: Building

Code Administration2013 Triennial

Page 2 of 248

22/12/2012 Page 2 of 248



Attachments

Joe Bigelow

No

7/6/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second

101

Pending Review

No1

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

CA4952  1

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo Yes

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Update Chapter 1

Rationale

To replicate previous commission policy with regard to the treatment code for Existing Building.  To reference other codes including 

FFPC and Accesibility and to carry these code changes in accordance woth the approved code change process for the 2013 Code

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact.  Currently used under 2010 Code. No new reqts. being established.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

No impact.  Currently used under 2010 Code. No new reqts. being established.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact.  Currently used under 2010 Code. No new reqts. being established.

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Carried over from previous code, field tested and proven to be effective

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Carried over from previous code, field tested and proven to be effective

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

Does not discriminate. Carried over from previous code, field tested and proven to be effective

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Carried over from previous code, field tested and proven to be effective

Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

YES

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?

OTHER

Explanation of Choice

To be consistent with FL law and to carry forward Commsiions plan for implementing the 2013 Code

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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Alternate Language

2nd Comment Period                                  10/31/2012 - 12/14/2012 
4
9
5
2
-A

3

Proponent Submitted 11/15/2012 YesAttachments Ken Cureton

Rationale

The Proposed Mod was voted NAR by the Code Administration TAC. The language of the proposed Mod has been revised as 

per TAC recommendation and submitted herein as an Alternate Language Comment. Revision(s) requested by the TAC are as 

follows: - Reformat text of Proposed Mod in underline / strike format and modify as required for consistency with the Base Code 

-Change Modular Building Reference Rule to 61-41 F.A.C.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact. Currently used under 2010 Code. No new requirements being established.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

No impact. Currently used under 2010 Code. No new requirements being established.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact. Currently used under 2010 Code. No new requirements being established.

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Carried over from previous code, field tested and proven to be effective.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Carried over from previous code, field tested and proven to be effective.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

Carried over from previous code, field tested and proven to be effective.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Carried over from previous code, field tested and proven to be effective.

YES

NO

OTHER

NO

Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?  

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a 

need to strengthen the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation 

code and why the proposed amendment applies to the state?

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid 

resubmission to the Florida Building Code amendment process?

To be consistent with FL law and to carry forward Commissions plan for implementing the 2013 Code

Explanation of Choice

1st Comment Period History                        08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012

C
A

4
9
5
2
-G

1
  

Proponent  Ken Cureton Submitted 9/21/2012 NoAttachments

Section 101.2 – provides for cross reference to the code for existing building consistent with the previous format of the FBC.  

Section 101.4.4 – remove provisions for property maintenance that are outside the scope of the FBC as per 553.73(a) FS.

Section 101.4.5 - provides for correlation with the FFPC as per 553.73(1)(c) FS.

Section 101.4.8 – provides for provisions specific to MB “Special Occupancy”.

Section 101.4.7 – provides correlation with the Accessibility Code as per 553.73(1)(b) FS.

Comment:
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Attachments

Joe Bigelow

No

7/6/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second

102.2

Pending Review

No1

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

CA4988  2

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo Yes

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Update section 102.2. Building to implement FBC approved plan for 2013 code

Rationale

To clarify the scope of the FBC in accordance with the FS and to also implement the FBC process for the 2013 FBC

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact Currently used under the 2010 FBC No new requirements being established

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

No impact Currently used under the 2010 FBC No new requirements being established

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact Currently used under the 2010 FBC No new requirements being established

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Carried over from previous field tested code.  Proven to be effective

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Carried over from previous field tested code.  Proven to be effective

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

Carried over from previous field tested code.  Proven to be effective

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Carried over from previous field tested code.  Proven to be effective

Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

YES

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?

OTHER

Explanation of Choice

To be consistent with the Florida statute and to implement the Commission plan to update the 2013 Code

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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Alternate Language

2nd Comment Period                                  10/31/2012 - 12/14/2012 
4
9
8
8
-A

2

Proponent Submitted 11/15/2012 YesAttachments Ken Cureton

Rationale

The Proposed Mod was voted NAR by the Code Administration TAC. The language of the proposed Mod has been revised as 

per TAC recommendation and submitted herein as an Alternate Language Comment. Revision(s) requested by the TAC are as 

follows: - Reformat text of Proposed Mod in underline / strike format and modify as required for consistency with the Base Code 

102.2 – clarifies the scope of the FBC and provides for specific exemptions as per 553.73(10) FS. 102.2.1 – provides for 

553.80(1)(c) FS. 102.2.2 – provides for provisions specific to moved buildings as per 553.73(15)(a)&(b) FS. 102.2.5 – provides 

for local board authority to exempt certain level of work from the FBC as per 553.80(3)(a) FS.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact. Currently used under 2010 Code. No new requirements being established.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

No impact. Currently used under 2010 Code. No new requirements being established.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact. Currently used under 2010 Code. No new requirements being established.

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Carried over from previous code, field tested and proven to be effective.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Carried over from previous code, field tested and proven to be effective.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

Carried over from previous code, field tested and proven to be effective.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Carried over from previous code, field tested and proven to be effective.

YES

NO

OTHER

NO

Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?  

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a 

need to strengthen the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation 

code and why the proposed amendment applies to the state?

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid 

resubmission to the Florida Building Code amendment process?

To be consistent with FL law and to carry forward Commissions plan for implementing the 2013 Code

Explanation of Choice

1st Comment Period History                        08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012

C
A

4
9
8
8
-G

1
  

Proponent  Ken Cureton Submitted 9/21/2012 NoAttachments

102.2 – clarifies the scope of the FBC and provides for specific exemptions as per 553.73(10) FS.

102.2.1 – provides for 553.80(1)(c) FS.

102.2.2 – provides for provisions specific to moved buildings as per 553.73(15)(a)&amp;(b) FS.

102.2.5 – provides for local board authority to exempt certain level of work from the FBC as per 553.80(3)(a) FS.

Comment:
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Attachments

Joe Bigelow

No

7/6/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second

102.6

Pending Review

No1

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

CA4994  3

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo Yes

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

update section 102.6 -Implement previous commision policy

Rationale

To replicate previous commission policy withregard to the treatment of the existing building code nd t reference other codes including 

FFPC and accessibility

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact.  currently used under 2010 code.  No new reqts. being established

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

No impact.  currently used under 2010 code.  No new reqts. being established

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact.  currently used under 2010 code.  No new reqts. being established

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Carried over from previous.  Field tested and proven to be effective.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Carried over from previous.  Field tested and proven to be effective.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

Carried over from previous.  Field tested and proven to be effective.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Carried over from previous.  Field tested and proven to be effective.

Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

YES

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?

OTHER

Explanation of Choice

Carry forward in accordance with the plan for changing the 2013 code

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO

Code Administration2013 Triennial
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Alternate Language

2nd Comment Period                                  10/31/2012 - 12/14/2012 
4
9
9
4
-A

3

Proponent Submitted 11/15/2012 YesAttachments Ken Cureton

Rationale

The Proposed Mod was voted NAR by the Code Administration TAC. The language of the proposed Mod has been revised as 

per TAC recommendation and submitted herein as an Alternate Language Comment. Revision(s) requested by the TAC are as 

follows: - Reformat text of Proposed Mod in underline / strike format and modify as required for consistency with the Base Code 

102.6 – provides correlation with the FFPC as per 553.73(c) FS.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact. Currently used under 2010 Code. No new requirements being established.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

No impact. Currently used under 2010 Code. No new requirements being established.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact. Currently used under 2010 Code. No new requirements being established.

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Carried over from previous code, field tested and proven to be effective.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Carried over from previous code, field tested and proven to be effective.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

Carried over from previous code, field tested and proven to be effective.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Carried over from previous code, field tested and proven to be effective.

YES

NO

OTHER

NO

Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?  

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a 

need to strengthen the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation 

code and why the proposed amendment applies to the state?

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid 

resubmission to the Florida Building Code amendment process?

To be consistent with FL law and to carry forward Commissions plan for implementing the 2013 Code

Explanation of Choice

1st Comment Period History                        08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012

C
A

4
9
9
4
-G

1
  

Proponent  Ken Cureton Submitted 9/21/2012 NoAttachments

102.6 – provides correlation with the FFPC as per 553.73(c) FS.

Comment:

Code Administration2013 Triennial
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Attachments

Joe Bigelow

No

7/6/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second

102.8

Pending Review

No1

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

CA4997  4

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo Yes

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Update 102.8

Rationale

In accordance with FS and to implement the COmmission plan for the 2013 code process

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact.  Currently used under 2010 code.  No new reqts. being established.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

No impact.  Currently used under 2010 code.  No new reqts. being established.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact.  Currently used under 2010 code.  No new reqts. being established.

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Carried over from previous.  Field tested and proven to be effective.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Carried over from previous.  Field tested and proven to be effective.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

Carried over from previous.  Field tested and proven to be effective.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Carried over from previous.  Field tested and proven to be effective.

Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

YES

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?

OTHER

Explanation of Choice

Carried over from FS and to implement the Commission process for the 2013 FBC

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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Alternate Language

2nd Comment Period                                  10/31/2012 - 12/14/2012 
4
9
9
7
-A

1

Proponent Submitted 11/15/2012 YesAttachments Ken Cureton

Rationale

The Proposed Mod was voted NAR by the Code Administration TAC. The language of the proposed Mod has been revised as 

per TAC recommendation and submitted herein as an Alternate Language Comment. Revision(s) requested by the TAC are as 

follows: - Reformat text of Proposed Mod in underline / strike format and modify as required for consistency with the Base Code 

102.8 – adds provisions for existing mechanical equipment as per 553.73(15) FS.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact. Currently used under 2010 Code. No new requirements being established.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

No impact. Currently used under 2010 Code. No new requirements being established.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact. Currently used under 2010 Code. No new requirements being established.

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Carried over from previous code, field tested and proven to be effective.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Carried over from previous code, field tested and proven to be effective.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

Carried over from previous code, field tested and proven to be effective.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Carried over from previous code, field tested and proven to be effective.

YES

NO

OTHER

NO

Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?  

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a 

need to strengthen the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation 

code and why the proposed amendment applies to the state?

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid 

resubmission to the Florida Building Code amendment process?

To be consistent with FL law and to carry forward Commissions plan for implementing the 2013 Code

Explanation of Choice

1st Comment Period History                        08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012

C
A

4
9
9
7
-G

1
  

Proponent  Ken Cureton Submitted 9/21/2012 NoAttachments

102.8 – adds provisions for existing mechanical equipment as per 553.73(15) FS.

Comment:
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Attachments

Joe Bigelow

No

7/6/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second

104

Pending Review

No1

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

CA4998  5

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo Yes

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Update section 104. To improve provisions of the foundation code

Rationale

To remove provisions of the foundation code that are outside the scope of the Commission authority and to improve certain provisions 

in concert with the FFPC and practical means of addressing permits consistent with the Commissions approved process for changing 

the 2013 code

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact Currently used in 2010 code.  No new requirements being established.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

No impact Currently used in 2010 code.  No new requirements being established.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact Currently used in 2010 code.  No new requirements being established.

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Carried over from previous.  Field tested and proven to be effective

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Carried over from previous.  Field tested and proven to be effective

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

Carried over from previous.  Field tested and proven to be effective

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Carried over from previous.  Field tested and proven to be effective

Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

YES

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?

OTHER

Explanation of Choice

consistent with Commissions approved plan for changing the 2013 code

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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Alternate Language

2nd Comment Period                                  10/31/2012 - 12/14/2012 
4
9
9
8
-A

2

Proponent Submitted 11/15/2012 YesAttachments Ken Cureton

Rationale

The Proposed Mod was voted NAR by the Code Administration TAC. The language of the proposed Mod has been revised as 

per TAC recommendation and submitted herein as an Alternate Language Comment. Revision(s) requested by the TAC are as 

follows: - Reformat text of Proposed Mod in underline / strike format and modify as required for consistency with the Base Code 

- Remove the added language for 104.11 - Not needed

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact. Currently used under 2010 Code. No new requirements being established.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

No impact. Currently used under 2010 Code. No new requirements being established.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact. Currently used under 2010 Code. No new requirements being established.

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Carried over from previous code, field tested and proven to be effective.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Carried over from previous code, field tested and proven to be effective.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

Carried over from previous code, field tested and proven to be effective.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Carried over from previous code, field tested and proven to be effective.

YES

NO

OTHER

NO

Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?  

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a 

need to strengthen the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation 

code and why the proposed amendment applies to the state?

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid 

resubmission to the Florida Building Code amendment process?

To be consistent with FL law and to carry forward Commissions plan for implementing the 2013 Code

Explanation of Choice

Alternate Language

1st Comment Period History                      08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012

4
9
9
8
-A

1

Proponent Submitted 9/20/2012 YesAttachments Ken Cureton

Rationale

The proposed Alternate Language attached herein does not change the scope of the original proposed Code Modification, but 

adds the struck-through language of the base code that applies to the section that is the subject of the Proposed Modification.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Alternate Language is for Clarification to the Original Proposed Mod only.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

Alternate Language is for Clarification to the Original Proposed Mod only.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

Alternate Language is for Clarification to the Original Proposed Mod only.

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Alternate Language is for Clarification to the Original Proposed Mod only.
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Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Alternate Language is for Clarification to the Original Proposed Mod only.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

Alternate Language is for Clarification to the Original Proposed Mod only.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Alternate Language is for Clarification to the Original Proposed Mod only.

YES

NO

YES

NO

Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?  

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a 

need to strengthen the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation 

code and why the proposed amendment applies to the state?

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid 

resubmission to the Florida Building Code amendment process?
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Attachments

Joe Bigelow

No

7/6/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second

105.1.1

Pending Review

No1

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

CA4999  6

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo Yes

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Making code consistent with statutes

Rationale

Making code consistent with FL law and to implement Commissions plans for updating the 2013 FBC

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Currently used under the 2010 code.  No new reqts being established.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

Currently used under the 2010 code.  No new reqts being established.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

Currently used under the 2010 code.  No new reqts being established.

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Carried over from previous. Field tested and proven to be effective

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Carried over from previous. Field tested and proven to be effective

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

Carried over from previous. Field tested and proven to be effective

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Carried over from previous. Field tested and proven to be effective

Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

YES

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?

OTHER

Explanation of Choice

concsistent with Commissions approved plan to change the 2013 Code

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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Alternate Language

2nd Comment Period                                  10/31/2012 - 12/14/2012 
4
9
9
9
-A

2

Proponent Submitted 12/14/2012 YesAttachments Ken Cureton

Rationale

Mod 4999 received a "NAR" vote to allow staff to correct reference to NEC amperage, provide correlation with chapter 471 FS 

and remove refernce to "contractor".

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Currently under the 2010 code. No new requirements are being established.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

Currently under the 2010 code. No new requirements are being established.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

Currently under the 2010 code. No new requirements are being established.

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Carried over from previous. Field tested and proven to be effective.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Carried over from previous. Field tested and proven to be effective.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

Carried over from previous. Field tested and proven to be effective.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Carried over from previous. Field tested and proven to be effective.

YES

NO

OTHER

NO

Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?  

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a 

need to strengthen the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation 

code and why the proposed amendment applies to the state?

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid 

resubmission to the Florida Building Code amendment process?

Consistent with the Commission&#39;s approved plan to change the 2013 Code.

Explanation of Choice

Alternate Language

2nd Comment Period                                  10/31/2012 - 12/14/2012 

4
9
9
9
-A

1

Proponent Submitted 12/13/2012 YesAttachments BOAF CDC

Rationale

The change to 105.3.1.2 provides consistency with Florida Statute 471

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Increased efficiency by not having to refer to statute to find the provision, no cost difference as this is already required

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

Increased efficiency by not having to refer to statute to find the provision, no cost difference as this is already required

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

Increased efficiency by not having to refer to statute to find the provision, no cost difference as this is already required

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Increased efficiency by not having to refer to statute to find the provision, no cost difference as this is already required

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Increased efficiency by not having to refer to statute to find the provision, no cost difference as this is already required

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities
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Increased efficiency by not having to refer to statute to find the provision, no cost difference as this is already required

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Increased efficiency by not having to refer to statute to find the provision, no cost difference as this is already required

Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?  No

1st Comment Period History                        08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012

C
A

4
9
9
9
-G

1
  

Proponent  Ken Cureton Submitted 9/21/2012 NoAttachments

The proposed sections provide for provisions with respect to permitting as authorized by 553.79, 713.135, and 440 FS.

Comment:

Code Administration2013 Triennial

Page 36 of 248

22/12/2012 Page 36 of 248



P
a

g
e

: 
1

h
tt
p
:/
/w

w
w

.f
lo

ri
d
a
b
u
ild

in
g
.o

rg
/U

p
lo

a
d
/M

o
d
ifi

ca
tio

n
s/

R
e
n
d
e
re

d
/M

o
d
_
4
9
9
9
_
T

e
xt

O
fM

o
d
ifi

ca
tio

n
_
1
.p

n
g

C
A

4
9
9
9
  
T

e
x

t 
M

o
d

if
ic

a
ti

o
n

Code Administration2013 Triennial

Page 37 of 248

22/12/2012 Page 37 of 248



P
a

g
e

: 
2

h
tt
p
:/
/w

w
w

.f
lo

ri
d
a
b
u
ild

in
g
.o

rg
/U

p
lo

a
d
/M

o
d
ifi

ca
tio

n
s/

R
e
n
d
e
re

d
/M

o
d
_
4
9
9
9
_
T

e
xt

O
fM

o
d
ifi

ca
tio

n
_
2
.p

n
g

C
A

4
9
9
9
  
T

e
x

t 
M

o
d

if
ic

a
ti

o
n

Code Administration2013 Triennial

Page 38 of 248

22/12/2012 Page 38 of 248



P
a

g
e

: 
3

h
tt
p
:/
/w

w
w

.f
lo

ri
d
a
b
u
ild

in
g
.o

rg
/U

p
lo

a
d
/M

o
d
ifi

ca
tio

n
s/

R
e
n
d
e
re

d
/M

o
d
_
4
9
9
9
_
T

e
xt

O
fM

o
d
ifi

ca
tio

n
_
3
.p

n
g

C
A

4
9
9
9
  
T

e
x

t 
M

o
d

if
ic

a
ti

o
n

Code Administration2013 Triennial

Page 39 of 248

22/12/2012 Page 39 of 248



P
a

g
e

: 
4

h
tt
p
:/
/w

w
w

.f
lo

ri
d
a
b
u
ild

in
g
.o

rg
/U

p
lo

a
d
/M

o
d
ifi

ca
tio

n
s/

R
e
n
d
e
re

d
/M

o
d
_
4
9
9
9
_
T

e
xt

O
fM

o
d
ifi

ca
tio

n
_
4
.p

n
g

C
A

4
9
9
9
  
T

e
x

t 
M

o
d

if
ic

a
ti

o
n

Code Administration2013 Triennial

Page 40 of 248

22/12/2012 Page 40 of 248



P
a

g
e

: 
1

h
tt
p
:/
/w

w
w

.f
lo

ri
d
a
b
u
ild

in
g
.o

rg
/U

p
lo

a
d
/M

o
d
ifi

ca
tio

n
s/

R
e
n
d
e
re

d
/M

o
d
_
4
9
9
9
_
A

1
_
T

e
xt

O
fM

o
d
ifi

ca
tio

n
_
1
.p

n
g

C
A

4
9
9
9
 -

A
1
 T

e
x

t 
M

o
d

if
ic

a
ti

o
n

Code Administration2013 Triennial

Page 41 of 248

22/12/2012 Page 41 of 248

joe.bigelow
Highlight



P
a

g
e

: 
2

h
tt
p
:/
/w

w
w

.f
lo

ri
d
a
b
u
ild

in
g
.o

rg
/U

p
lo

a
d
/M

o
d
ifi

ca
tio

n
s/

R
e
n
d
e
re

d
/M

o
d
_
4
9
9
9
_
A

1
_
T

e
xt

O
fM

o
d
ifi

ca
tio

n
_
2
.p

n
g

C
A

4
9
9
9
 -

A
1
 T

e
x

t 
M

o
d

if
ic

a
ti

o
n

Code Administration2013 Triennial

Page 42 of 248

22/12/2012 Page 42 of 248

joe.bigelow
Highlight



P
a

g
e

: 
3

h
tt
p
:/
/w

w
w

.f
lo

ri
d
a
b
u
ild

in
g
.o

rg
/U

p
lo

a
d
/M

o
d
ifi

ca
tio

n
s/

R
e
n
d
e
re

d
/M

o
d
_
4
9
9
9
_
A

1
_
T

e
xt

O
fM

o
d
ifi

ca
tio

n
_
3
.p

n
g

C
A

4
9
9
9
 -

A
1
 T

e
x

t 
M

o
d

if
ic

a
ti

o
n

Code Administration2013 Triennial

Page 43 of 248

22/12/2012 Page 43 of 248

joe.bigelow
Highlight



P
a

g
e

: 
4

h
tt
p
:/
/w

w
w

.f
lo

ri
d
a
b
u
ild

in
g
.o

rg
/U

p
lo

a
d
/M

o
d
ifi

ca
tio

n
s/

R
e
n
d
e
re

d
/M

o
d
_
4
9
9
9
_
A

1
_
T

e
xt

O
fM

o
d
ifi

ca
tio

n
_
4
.p

n
g

C
A

4
9
9
9
 -

A
1
 T

e
x

t 
M

o
d

if
ic

a
ti

o
n

Code Administration2013 Triennial

Page 44 of 248

22/12/2012 Page 44 of 248

joe.bigelow
Highlight



P
a

g
e

: 
1

h
tt
p
:/
/w

w
w

.f
lo

ri
d
a
b
u
ild

in
g
.o

rg
/U

p
lo

a
d
/M

o
d
ifi

ca
tio

n
s/

R
e
n
d
e
re

d
/M

o
d
_
4
9
9
9
_
A

2
_
T

e
xt

O
fM

o
d
ifi

ca
tio

n
_
1
.p

n
g

C
A

4
9
9
9
 -

A
2
 T

e
x

t 
M

o
d

if
ic

a
ti

o
n

Code Administration2013 Triennial

Page 45 of 248

22/12/2012 Page 45 of 248

joe.bigelow
Highlight



P
a

g
e

: 
2

h
tt
p
:/
/w

w
w

.f
lo

ri
d
a
b
u
ild

in
g
.o

rg
/U

p
lo

a
d
/M

o
d
ifi

ca
tio

n
s/

R
e
n
d
e
re

d
/M

o
d
_
4
9
9
9
_
A

2
_
T

e
xt

O
fM

o
d
ifi

ca
tio

n
_
2
.p

n
g

C
A

4
9
9
9
 -

A
2
 T

e
x

t 
M

o
d

if
ic

a
ti

o
n

Code Administration2013 Triennial

Page 46 of 248

22/12/2012 Page 46 of 248

joe.bigelow
Highlight



P
a

g
e

: 
3

h
tt
p
:/
/w

w
w

.f
lo

ri
d
a
b
u
ild

in
g
.o

rg
/U

p
lo

a
d
/M

o
d
ifi

ca
tio

n
s/

R
e
n
d
e
re

d
/M

o
d
_
4
9
9
9
_
A

2
_
T

e
xt

O
fM

o
d
ifi

ca
tio

n
_
3
.p

n
g

C
A

4
9
9
9
 -

A
2
 T

e
x

t 
M

o
d

if
ic

a
ti

o
n

Code Administration2013 Triennial

Page 47 of 248

22/12/2012 Page 47 of 248

joe.bigelow
Highlight



P
a

g
e

: 
4

h
tt
p
:/
/w

w
w

.f
lo

ri
d
a
b
u
ild

in
g
.o

rg
/U

p
lo

a
d
/M

o
d
ifi

ca
tio

n
s/

R
e
n
d
e
re

d
/M

o
d
_
4
9
9
9
_
A

2
_
T

e
xt

O
fM

o
d
ifi

ca
tio

n
_
4
.p

n
g

C
A

4
9
9
9
 -

A
2
 T

e
x

t 
M

o
d

if
ic

a
ti

o
n

Code Administration2013 Triennial

Page 48 of 248

22/12/2012 Page 48 of 248

joe.bigelow
Highlight



Attachments

Joe Bigelow

No

7/11/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second

105.14

Pending Review

No1

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

CA5082  7

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo Yes

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

To be consistent with the FL statute and to implement the Commission plan to update the 2013 code

Rationale

to be consistent with the FL statute and to implement the Commission plan to update the 2013 Code

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Currently used under 2010 code, no new rqts. being established

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

Currently used under 2010 code, no new rqts. being established

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

Currently used under 2010 code, no new rqts. being established

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Carried over from previous, field tested and proven to be effective

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Carried over from previous, field tested and proven to be effective

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

Carried over from previous, field tested and proven to be effective

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Carried over from previous, field tested and proven to be effective

Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

YES

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?

OTHER

Explanation of Choice

To be consistent with the FL statutes and to implement the Commission plan to update the 2013 Code

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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Alternate Language

2nd Comment Period                                  10/31/2012 - 12/14/2012 
5
0
8
2
-A

2

Proponent Submitted 11/15/2012 YesAttachments Ken Cureton

Rationale

The Proposed Mod was voted NAR by the Code Administration TAC. The language of the proposed Mod has been revised as 

per TAC recommendation and submitted herein as an Alternate Language Comment. Revision(s) requested by the TAC are as 

follows: - Reformat text of Proposed Mod in underline / strike format and modify as required for consistency with the Base Code 

-Add exception regardinging flood plain requirements Section 105.14 provides for provisions with regard to permit issued on 

bases of an affidavit as authorized by 553.79 FS.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact. Currently used under 2010 Code. No new requirements being established.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

No impact. Currently used under 2010 Code. No new requirements being established.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact. Currently used under 2010 Code. No new requirements being established.

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Carried over from previous code, field tested and proven to be effective.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Carried over from previous code, field tested and proven to be effective.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

Carried over from previous code, field tested and proven to be effective.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Carried over from previous code, field tested and proven to be effective.

YES

NO

OTHER

NO

Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?  

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a 

need to strengthen the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation 

code and why the proposed amendment applies to the state?

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid 

resubmission to the Florida Building Code amendment process?

To be consistent with FL law and to carry forward Commissions plan for implementing the 2013 Code

Explanation of Choice

1st Comment Period History                        08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012

C
A

5
0
8
2
-G

1
  

Proponent  Ken Cureton Submitted 9/21/2012 NoAttachments

Section 105.14 provides for provisions with regard to permit issued on bases of an affidavit as authorized by 553.79 FS.

Comment:
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Attachments

Joe Bigelow

No

7/11/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second

105.15

Pending Review

No1

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

CA5083  8

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageYes No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

TO be consistent with FL law and implement the COmmission plan to update the 2013 code

Rationale

TO be consistent with FL law and to implement the Commission plan to update the 2013 code

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Currently used under 2010 code, no new rqts. being established

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

Currently used under 2010 code, no new rqts. being established

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

Currently used under 2010 code, no new rqts. being established

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Carried over from the previous, field tested and proven to be effective.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Carried over from the previous, field tested and proven to be effective.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

Carried over from the previous, field tested and proven to be effective.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Carried over from the previous, field tested and proven to be effective.

Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

YES

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?

OTHER

Explanation of Choice

To be consistent with the FL statutes and to implement the Commission plan to update the 2013 Code

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO

2nd Comment Period                                    10/31/2012 - 12/14/2012

C
A

5
0
8
3
-G

2
  

Proponent  Ken Cureton Submitted 11/15/2012 NoAttachments

The Proposed Mod was voted NAR by the Code Administration TAC due to possibility it is a duplicate. Staff confirmed that it is 

not a duplicate.

Section 105.15 provides for provisions for opening protection as per 553.844 FS “wind mitigation”.

Comment:
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1st Comment Period History                        08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012

C
A

5
0
8
3
-G

1
  

Proponent  Ken Cureton Submitted 9/21/2012 NoAttachments

Section 105.15 provides for provisions for opening protection as per 553.844 FS “wind mitigation”.

Comment:
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Attachments

Joe Bigelow

No

7/18/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second

105.2

Pending Review

No1

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

CA5250  9

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageYes No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

To be consistent with Florida Statutes and to implement the Commission plan to update the 2013 Code

Rationale

To be consistent with FL statutes and to implement the Commission plan to update the 2013 Code

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Currently used under the 2010 Code, no new requirements being established

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

Currently used under the 2010 Code, no new requirements being established

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

Currently used under the 2010 Code, no new requirements being established

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Carried over from the previous, field tested and proven to be effective

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Carried over from the previous, field tested and proven to be effective

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

Carried over from the previous, field tested and proven to be effective

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Carried over from the previous, field tested and proven to be effective

Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

YES

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?

OTHER

Explanation of Choice

To be consistent with the Florida Statutes and to implement the Commission plan to update the 2013 Code

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO

2nd Comment Period                                    10/31/2012 - 12/14/2012

C
A

5
2
5
0
-G

2
  

Proponent  Ken Cureton Submitted 11/15/2012 NoAttachments

The Proposed Mod was voted NAR by the Code Administration TAC due to no Florida specific need. TAC requested that the 

language remain in the code. 

The Mod is necessary to clarify &quot;work exempt from permit&quot; as per 553.73(10) F.S.

Clarifies “work exempt from permit” as per 553.73(10) FS.

Comment:
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1st Comment Period History                        08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012

C
A

5
2
5
0
-G

1
  

Proponent  Ken Cureton Submitted 9/21/2012 NoAttachments

Clarifies “work exempt from permit” as per 553.73(10) FS.

Comment:
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Attachments

Joe Bigelow

No

7/6/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second

105.6

Pending Review

No1

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

CA5006  10

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageYes No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Add provisions for denial or revocation as per Florida Statutes

Rationale

To be consistent with teh Fl statute and implement the Commission plan for updating the 2013 code

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None, Currently used under 2010 code.  No new rqts being established.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

None, Currently used under 2010 code.  No new rqts being established.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None, Currently used under 2010 code.  No new rqts being established.

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Carried over from previous field ,  tested and proven to be effective

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Carried over from previous field ,  tested and proven to be effective

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

Carried over from previous field ,  tested and proven to be effective

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Carried over from previous field ,  tested and proven to be effective

Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

YES

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?

OTHER

Explanation of Choice

to be consistent with the fl statute and to implement the Commission plan for updating the 2013 code

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO

2nd Comment Period                                    10/31/2012 - 12/14/2012

C
A

5
0
0
6
-G

2
  

Proponent  Ken Cureton Submitted 11/15/2012 NoAttachments

The Proposed Mod was voted NAR by the Code Administration TAC. Mod is to provide language regarding plans examination.

Staff has determined that language provided is consistent with HB 704.

Section 105.6 provides for provision consistent with HB 704 and specific to denial or revocation of permit.

Comment:
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1st Comment Period History                        08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012

C
A

5
0
0
6
-G

1
  

Proponent  Ken Cureton Submitted 9/21/2012 NoAttachments

Section 105.6 provides for provision consistent with HB 704 and specific to denial or revocation of permit.

Comment:
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Attachments

Joe Bigelow

No

7/9/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second

105.8

Pending Review

No1

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

CA5021  11

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo Yes

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Update 105.8 to be consistent with FL law and commission plan for 2013 Code

Rationale

To be consistent with FL law and to implement the Commission plan for updating the 2013 Code

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Currently used under 2010 code, no new rqts being established

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

Currently used under 2010 code, no new rqts being established

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

Currently used under 2010 code, no new rqts being established

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Carried over from previous, field tested and proven to be effective.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Carried over from previous, field tested and proven to be effective.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

Carried over from previous, field tested and proven to be effective.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Carried over from previous, field tested and proven to be effective.

Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

YES

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?

OTHER

Explanation of Choice

To be consistent with the fl statute and to implement the commission plan for updating the 2013 code

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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Alternate Language

2nd Comment Period                                  10/31/2012 - 12/14/2012 
5
0
2
1
-A

1

Proponent Submitted 11/15/2012 YesAttachments Ken Cureton

Rationale

The Proposed Mod was voted NAR by the Code Administration TAC. The language of the proposed Mod has been revised as 

per TAC recommendation and submitted herein as an Alternate Language Comment. Revision(s) requested by the TAC are as 

follows: - Reformat text of Proposed Mod in underline / strike format and modify as required for consistency with F.S. 713.135 

Section 105.8 provides for provision specific to Notice of Commencement as per 713.135 FS.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact. Currently used under 2010 Code. No new requirements being established.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

No impact. Currently used under 2010 Code. No new requirements being established.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact. Currently used under 2010 Code. No new requirements being established.

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Carried over from previous code, field tested and proven to be effective.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Carried over from previous code, field tested and proven to be effective.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

Carried over from previous code, field tested and proven to be effective.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Carried over from previous code, field tested and proven to be effective.

YES

NO

OTHER

NO

Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?  

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a 

need to strengthen the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation 

code and why the proposed amendment applies to the state?

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid 

resubmission to the Florida Building Code amendment process?

To be consistent with FL law and to carry forward Commissions plan for implementing the 2013 Code

Explanation of Choice

1st Comment Period History                        08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012

C
A

5
0
2
1
-G

1
  

Proponent  Ken Cureton Submitted 9/21/2012 NoAttachments

Section 105.8 provides for provision specific to Notice of Commencement as per 713.135 FS.

Comment:
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Attachments

Joe Bigelow

No

7/11/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second

107.3.5

Pending Review

No1

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

CA5087  12

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageYes No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Update section 107.3.5 in accordance with workgroup and Commission initiative

Rationale

To implement the workgroup and Commission initiative

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Currently used under the 201 Code, no new reqts. being established

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

Currently used under the 201 Code, no new reqts. being established

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

Currently used under the 201 Code, no new reqts. being established

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Carried over from the previous code.  Field tested and proven to be effective.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Carried over from the previous code.  Field tested and proven to be effective.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

Carried over from the previous code.  Field tested and proven to be effective.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Carried over from the previous code.  Field tested and proven to be effective.

Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

YES

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?

OTHER

Explanation of Choice

To be consisten with the workgroup and Commission initiative

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO

2nd Comment Period                                    10/31/2012 - 12/14/2012

C
A

5
0
8
7
-G

2
  

Proponent  Ken Cureton Submitted 11/15/2012 NoAttachments

The Proposed Mod was voted NAR by the Code Administration TAC due to errors in content and format.

Staff has determind that formatting and placement of the proposed section in the Base Code is correct and fits within the format 

of the IBC chapter 1.

 

The proposed modification implements 553.73(4)(a) FS.

Comment:
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2nd Comment Period                                    10/31/2012 - 12/14/2012

C
A

5
0
8
7
-G

3
  

Proponent  Joseph Belcher Submitted 12/13/2012 NoAttachments

I recommend approval of Mod 5087. The NAR vote was based on formatting issues stating “Base code language left out should 

be shown as struck out.” (Source Tracking Chart – Final) This is a new section which does not exist in the base code and there is 

no language to strike. Continuing to provide the list of minimum plan review criteria as established by a Commission Workgroup 

is invaluable to all users of the code including design, construction, and enforcement interests.

Comment:

1st Comment Period History                        08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012

C
A

5
0
8
7
-G

1
  

Proponent  Ken Cureton Submitted 9/21/2012 NoAttachments

The proposed modification implements 553.73(4)(a) FS.

Comment:
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Attachments

Jim Heise

No

7/30/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second

107.3.5

Pending Review

No1

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

CA5766  13

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageYes No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Commission directive based on workgroup recommendation

Rationale

Detail through wall penetrations for both residential and commercial fenestration

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

no fiscal impact to code enforcement

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

no impact to building or property owner

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

Design professional or Architect will have to show fenestration penetrayions on documents

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

provides additional details describing fenestration rough openings and drainage

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

strengthens the code by providing rough opening dimensions to plans reviewer, contractor and fenestration installer

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

No adverse impact.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

improves code enforcement

Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

YES

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?

YES

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO

2nd Comment Period                                    10/31/2012 - 12/14/2012

C
A

5
7
6
6
-G

1
  

Proponent  James Schock Submitted 11/5/2012 NoAttachments

These were provisions established by the water intrustion workgroup and should remain

Comment:
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Attachments

Joe Bigelow

No

7/11/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second

107.6

Pending Review

No1

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

CA5088  14

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageYes No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

To be consistent with FLorida Statute

Rationale

To be consistent with Florida Statute and to implement the Commission plan to update the 2013 Code

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Currently used under 2010 code, no new reqts. being established

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

Currently used under 2010 code, no new reqts. being established

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

Currently used under 2010 code, no new reqts. being established

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Carried over from previous, field tested and proven to be effective.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Carried over from previous, field tested and proven to be effective.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

Carried over from previous, field tested and proven to be effective.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Carried over from previous, field tested and proven to be effective.

Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

YES

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?

OTHER

Explanation of Choice

TO be consistent with the Florida Statute and to implement the Commission plan to update the 2013 code

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO

2nd Comment Period                                    10/31/2012 - 12/14/2012

C
A

5
0
8
8
-G

2
  

Proponent  Joe Bigelow Submitted 12/6/2012 NoAttachments

This code was approved with no affirmative recommendation to have staff check with legal counsel for the allowance of the 

&quot;sworn affidavit&quot;  Staff checked with legal counsel and there were no legal concerns warranted.  For that we 

recommend that this code change be approved.

Comment:
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1st Comment Period History                        08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012

C
A

5
0
8
8
-G

1
  

Proponent  Ken Cureton Submitted 9/21/2012 NoAttachments

The proposed modification implements 553.73(4)(a) FS.

Comment:
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Attachments

Joe Bigelow

No

7/11/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second

110.3

Pending Review

No1

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

CA5093  15

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo Yes

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

To preserve the work of the Commission to improve the inspection process of building construction and to be consistent with Florida 

Law regarding threshold buildings

Rationale

To preserve the work of the Commission to improve the inspection process of building construction and to be consistent with Fl Law 

regarding threshold buildings

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Currently used under 2010 code, no new requirements being established

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

Currently used under 2010 code, no new requirements being established

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

Currently used under 2010 code, no new requirements being established

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Carried over from previous, field tested and proven to be effective

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Carried over from previous, field tested and proven to be effective

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

Carried over from previous, field tested and proven to be effective

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Carried over from previous, field tested and proven to be effective

Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

YES

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?

OTHER

Explanation of Choice

To preserve the work of the Commission to improve the inspection process of building construction and to be consistent 

with Fl Law re: threshold buildings

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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Alternate Language

2nd Comment Period                                  10/31/2012 - 12/14/2012 
5
0
9
3
-A

3

Proponent Submitted 12/6/2012 YesAttachments Joe Bigelow

Rationale

This proposal is not stand alone , use the original mod plus the alternate. To preserve the work of the Commission to improve 

the inspection process of building construction and to be consistent with Fl Law regarding threshold buildings

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Currently used under 2010 code, no new requirements being established

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

Currently used under 2010 code, no new requirements being established

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

Currently used under 2010 code, no new requirements being established

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Carried over from previous, field tested and proven to be effective

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Carried over from previous, field tested and proven to be effective

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

Carried over from previous, field tested and proven to be effective

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Carried over from previous, field tested and proven to be effective

YES

NO

OTHER

NO

Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?  

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a 

need to strengthen the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation 

code and why the proposed amendment applies to the state?

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid 

resubmission to the Florida Building Code amendment process?

To preserve the work of the Commission to improve the inspection process of building construction and to be consistent with Fl Law re: 

threshold buildings

Explanation of Choice

Alternate Language

2nd Comment Period                                  10/31/2012 - 12/14/2012 

5
0
9
3
-A

2

Proponent Submitted 11/15/2012 YesAttachments Ken Cureton

Rationale

The Proposed Mod was voted NAR by the Code Administration TAC. The language of the proposed Mod has been revised as 

per TAC recommendation and submitted herein as an Alternate Language Comment. Revision(s) requested by the TAC are as 

follows: - Reformat text of Proposed Mod in underline / strike format and modify as required for consistency with the Base Code 

- Correct correlation and F.S. reference Staff has provided alternate language as required The requirements for inspections are 

covered by the Commission’s established inspection criteria as per 553.73(4)(a) FS.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact. Currently used under 2010 Code. No new requirements being established.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

No impact. Currently used under 2010 Code. No new requirements being established.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact. Currently used under 2010 Code. No new requirements being established.

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public
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Carried over from previous code, field tested and proven to be effective.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Carried over from previous code, field tested and proven to be effective.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

Carried over from previous code, field tested and proven to be effective.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Carried over from previous code, field tested and proven to be effective.

YES

NO

OTHER

NO

Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?  

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a 

need to strengthen the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation 

code and why the proposed amendment applies to the state?

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid 

resubmission to the Florida Building Code amendment process?

To be consistent with FL law and to carry forward Commissions plan for implementing the 2013 Code

Explanation of Choice

Alternate Language

1st Comment Period History                      08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012

5
0
9
3
-A

1

Proponent Submitted 9/20/2012 YesAttachments Ken Cureton

Rationale

The proposed Alternate Language attached herein does not change the scope of the original proposed Code Modification, but 

adds the struck-through language of the base code that applies to the section that is the subject of the Proposed Modification.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Alternate Language is for Clarification to the Original Proposed Mod only.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

Alternate Language is for Clarification to the Original Proposed Mod only.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

Alternate Language is for Clarification to the Original Proposed Mod only.

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Alternate Language is for Clarification to the Original Proposed Mod only.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Alternate Language is for Clarification to the Original Proposed Mod only.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

Alternate Language is for Clarification to the Original Proposed Mod only.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Alternate Language is for Clarification to the Original Proposed Mod only.

YES

NO

YES

Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?  

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a 

need to strengthen the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation 

code and why the proposed amendment applies to the state?
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NO

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid 

resubmission to the Florida Building Code amendment process?

1st Comment Period History                        08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012

C
A

5
0
9
3
-G

1
  

Proponent  Ken Cureton Submitted 9/21/2012 NoAttachments

The requirements for inspections are covered by the Commission’s established inspection criteria as per 553.73(4)(a) FS.

Comment:
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Attachments

Joe Bigelow

No

7/18/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second

110.3

Pending Review

No1

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

CA5252  16

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageYes No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

To be consistent with FL statute and to implement the Commission plan to update the 2013 code

Rationale

To be consistent with the Florida Statutes and to implement the Commission plan to update the 2013 Code

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Currently used under the 2010 Code, no new requirements being established

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

Currently used under the 2010 Code, no new requirements being established

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

Currently used under the 2010 Code, no new requirements being established

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Carried over from the previous, field tested and proven to be effective

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Carried over from the previous, field tested and proven to be effective

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

Carried over from the previous, field tested and proven to be effective

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Carried over from the previous, field tested and proven to be effective

Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

YES

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?

OTHER

Explanation of Choice

To be consistent with the Florida Statutes and to implement the Commission plan to update the 2013 Code

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO

2nd Comment Period                                    10/31/2012 - 12/14/2012

C
A

5
2
5
2
-G

2
  

Proponent  Ken Cureton Submitted 12/14/2012 NoAttachments

Mod 5252 recieved a &quot;NAR&quot; vote to allow for legal counsel and consistency with chapter 471 Florida Statutes. The 

review resulted in no change to the original Mod, and staff requests that the TAC support the original MOD.

Comment:
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1st Comment Period History                        08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012

C
A

5
2
5
2
-G

1
  

Proponent  Ken Cureton Submitted 9/21/2012 NoAttachments

The requirements for inspections are covered by the Commission’s established inspection criteria as per 553.73(4)(a) FS.

Comment:
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Attachments

Joe Bigelow

No

7/12/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second

111.4

Pending Review

No1

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

CA5097  17

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo Yes

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

To be consistent with Florida law and to implement the Commssion plan to update the 2013 Code

Rationale

To be consisten twith Florida Statutes and to implement the Commission plan to update the 2013 Code

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Currently used in the 2010 Code, no new reqts being established

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

Currently used in the 2010 Code, no new reqts being established

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

Currently used in the 2010 Code, no new reqts being established

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Carried over from previous, field tested and proven to be effective.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Carried over from previous, field tested and proven to be effective.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

Carried over from previous, field tested and proven to be effective.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Carried over from previous, field tested and proven to be effective.

Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

YES

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?

OTHER

Explanation of Choice

To be consistent with the Florida Statutes and to implement the Commission plan to update the 2013 Code

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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Alternate Language

2nd Comment Period                                  10/31/2012 - 12/14/2012 
5
0
9
7
-A

1

Proponent Submitted 11/15/2012 YesAttachments Ken Cureton

Rationale

The Proposed Mod was voted NAR by the Code Administration TAC. The language of the proposed Mod has been revised as 

per TAC recommendation and submitted herein as an Alternate Language Comment. Revision(s) requested by the TAC are as 

follows: - Reformat text of Proposed Mod in underline / strike format and modify as required for consistency with the Base Code 

Provides for provisions specific to “Certificate of Completion” as established by the Commission in accordance with 553.73(4)

(a) FS.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact. Currently used under 2010 Code. No new requirements being established.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

No impact. Currently used under 2010 Code. No new requirements being established.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact. Currently used under 2010 Code. No new requirements being established.

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Carried over from previous code, field tested and proven to be effective.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Carried over from previous code, field tested and proven to be effective.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

Carried over from previous code, field tested and proven to be effective.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Carried over from previous code, field tested and proven to be effective.

YES

NO

OTHER

NO

Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?  

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a 

need to strengthen the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation 

code and why the proposed amendment applies to the state?

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid 

resubmission to the Florida Building Code amendment process?

To be consistent with FL law and to carry forward Commissions plan for implementing the 2013 Code

Explanation of Choice

1st Comment Period History                        08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012

C
A

5
0
9
7
-G

1
  

Proponent  Ken Cureton Submitted 9/21/2012 NoAttachments

Provides for provisions specific to “Certificate of Completion” as established by the Commission in accordance with 553.73(4)(a) 

FS.

Comment:
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Attachments

Joseph Belcher

No

7/28/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second

2002

Pending Review

Yes2

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

CA5725  18

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo Yes

Related Modifications

2002 The definition is needed for application of the provisions proposed at 2002 and elsewhere in the code.

Summary of Modification

Adds screen enclosures and AAMA 2100 Category I, II, and III sunrooms to the areas not considered habitable.

Rationale

The State of Florida has been referred to as the birthplace of the screen enclosure as we know it. The industry began in Florida and is 

slowly spreading to other states with temperate climates. The provisions have been rejected by the ICC code change committee in the 

past. The base code does not adequately address this unique structure so commonly seen in Florida. 

The exemption of screen enclosures from consideration as habitable space has been accepted in the FBC since the inception of the 

code. The addition of AAMA 2100 Categories I, II, and III to the exempted areas was added in the 2007FBC. Improper classification of 

these structures as habitable prompted the proposals.

Such structures are intended to be a relatively inexpensive means for Florida residents to add a space to their home allowing them to 

enjoy the outdoors while keeping insects, the sun, and vermin at bay. They also act to reduce the required amount of chemicals 

necessary to maintain swimming pool water. Application of the same requirements which must be met for the habitable structure, such 

as the energy code, raises the costs to the point of prohibiting such construction. These provisions have been in the FBC for a number 

of years and have proven to be effective.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code as the provisions for screen enclosures have been in the code since the 

first edition with the AAMA Categories added in the 2007 Edition.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

No impact to building and property owners as the provisions for screen enclosures have been in the code since the first edition 

with the AAMA Categories added in the 2007 Edition.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact to the industry as the provisions for screen enclosures have been in the code since the first edition with the AAMA 

Categories added in the 2007 Edition. Provisions adding AAMA Categories were added in response to improper classification as 

habitable.

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Bringing the provisions forward will allow the continued construction of structures attached to dwellings allowing Florida residents 

to enjoy the climate without insects and vermin.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

The provisions improve the code by providing guidance to the construction of a popular structure in the state.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

The proposed amendment does not discriminate and has eliminated discrimination from officials publicly stating they do not “like” 

these structures.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Improves the effectiveness of the code by allowing the continued use of screen enclosures by Florida citizens and providing 

guidance on the construcion of a popular Florida structure.

Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

YES

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?

YES

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

YES
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Alternate Language

2nd Comment Period                                  10/31/2012 - 12/14/2012 

5
7
2
5
-A

2

Proponent Submitted 12/13/2012 YesAttachments Joseph Belcher

Rationale

The underlining for the change was inadvertently omitted in the original submission. In addition, the portion of the change 

placing the same language in the definition of the FBCR for consistency between the two voulumes did not appear in the Mod 

as posted on the system. The language is existing language in both volumes of the code and does not present any new 

requirements.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

None.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None.

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Bringing the provisions forward will allow the continued construction of structures attached to dwellings allowing Florida 

residents to enjoy the climate without insects and vermin.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

The provisions improve the code by providing guidance to the construction of a popular structure in the state.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

The proposed amendment does not discriminate and has eliminated discrimination from officials publicly stating they do not 

“like” these structures.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Improves the effectiveness of the code by allowing the continued use of screen enclosures by Florida citizens.

YES

NO

YES

YES

Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?  

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a 

need to strengthen the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation 

code and why the proposed amendment applies to the state?

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid 

resubmission to the Florida Building Code amendment process?
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Attachments

Joe Bigelow

No

7/16/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second

202

Pending Review

No2

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

CA5188  19

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo Yes

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

To be consistent with the Florida Statutes and to implement the Commission plan to update the 2013 Code

Rationale

To be consistent with the Florida Statutes and to implement the Commission plan to update the 2013 Code

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Currently used under the 2010 Code, no new requirements being established

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

Currently used under the 2010 Code, no new requirements being established

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

Currently used under the 2010 Code, no new requirements being established

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Carried over from the previous, field tested and proven to be effective

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Carried over from the previous, field tested and proven to be effective

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

Carried over from the previous, field tested and proven to be effective

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Carried over from the previous, field tested and proven to be effective

Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

YES

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?

OTHER

Explanation of Choice

To be consistent with the Florida Statutes and to implement the Commission plan to update the 2013 Code

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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Alternate Language

2nd Comment Period                                  10/31/2012 - 12/14/2012 
5
1
8
8
-A

1

Proponent Submitted 11/15/2012 YesAttachments Ken Cureton

Rationale

The Proposed Mod was voted NAR by the Code Administration TAC. The language of the proposed Mod has been revised as 

per TAC recommendation and submitted herein as an Alternate Language Comment. Revision(s) requested by the TAC are as 

follows: - Reformat text of Proposed Mod in underline / strike format and modify as required for consistency with the Base Code 

The proposal provides for terms that are consistent with Florida Statutes.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact. Currently used under 2010 Code. No new requirements being established.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

No impact. Currently used under 2010 Code. No new requirements being established.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact. Currently used under 2010 Code. No new requirements being established.

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Carried over from previous code, field tested and proven to be effective.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Carried over from previous code, field tested and proven to be effective.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

Carried over from previous code, field tested and proven to be effective.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Carried over from previous code, field tested and proven to be effective.

YES

NO

OTHER

NO

Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?  

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a 

need to strengthen the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation 

code and why the proposed amendment applies to the state?

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid 

resubmission to the Florida Building Code amendment process?

To be consistent with FL law and to carry forward Commissions plan for implementing the 2013 Code

Explanation of Choice

1st Comment Period History                        08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012

C
A

5
1
8
8
-G

1
  

Proponent  Ken Cureton Submitted 9/21/2012 NoAttachments

The proposal provides for terms that are consistent with Florida Statutes.

Comment:
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Sub Code: Existing Building

Code Administration2013 Triennial

Page 116 of 248

22/12/2012 Page 116 of 248



Attachments

Ken Cureton

No

7/16/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second

102

Pending Review

No1

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

CA5141  20

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo Yes

Related Modifications

None

Summary of Modification

Modify SECTIONS 102-117 - change to "Reserved"

Rationale

To comply with s. 553.73(7)(a) Florida Statutes, the proposed modification will supplement the most current version of the International 

Existing Building Code (IEBC) base code with Florida specific requirements in accordance with the Commission’s approved code 

change process for the update to the 2013 Florida Building Code. The proposed modification is necessary in order to carry forward the 

Commission’s policy and initiatives with regard to the formatting of Chapter 1 of the Sub-Code in order to comply with the State of 

Florida mandates that limit the Commission’s authority to inspections, plans review and permitting. This modification will also provide a 

continuation of reference to Chapter 1 – ADMINISTRATION of the Florida Building Code – Building.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None. Proposed language is currently adopted by the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

None. Proposed language is currently adopted by the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None. Proposed language is currently adopted by the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Yes. The Proposed language for this Modification is currently included in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Yes. The Proposed language for this Modification is currently included in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

It does not. The Proposed language for this Modification is currently included in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

It does not. The Proposed language for this Modification is currently included in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

YES

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?

OTHER

Explanation of Choice

The proposed code change was submitted in accordance with the Commission&#39;s update process for the 2013 FBC 

in order to carry forward the Commission’s policy and initiatives with regard to the formatting of Chapter 1 of the 

Sub-Code in order to comply with the State of Florida mandates that limit the Commission’s authority to inspections, 

plans review and permitting. This modification will also provide a continuation of reference to Chapter 1 – 

ADMINISTRATION of the Florida Building Code – Building.

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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Alternate Language

2nd Comment Period                                  10/31/2012 - 12/14/2012 
5
1
4
1
-A

3

Proponent Submitted 12/13/2012 YesAttachments Ann Stanton

Rationale

The rationale is the same as for the original mod. Mod 5141 received an NAR vote because the language to be reserved was 

not provided. Staff requests that the TAC support this mod in continuation of the Commission's policy deferring the 

administrative requirements of the sub-codes to the Florida Building Code, Building.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

None

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Yes

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Yes

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

No

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

No

YES

NO

OTHER

NO

Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?  

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a 

need to strengthen the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation 

code and why the proposed amendment applies to the state?

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid 

resubmission to the Florida Building Code amendment process?

The Florida Building Commission has a policy of referring all administrative requirements from the sub-codes to Chapter 1 of the Florida 

Building Code, Builidng.

Explanation of Choice

Alternate Language

1st Comment Period History                      08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012

5
1
4
1
-A

1

Proponent Submitted 9/23/2012 YesAttachments BOAF CDC

Rationale

This is a compilation of the changes show in the supplement from the state, the proposed changes that meet the requirement 

of statutory or were proposed to the I-Code process. And should cover the requirements for the supplement.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None, these are the current statutory requirements, base code requirements or changes brought forward from the previous 

code.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

None, these are the current statutory requirements, base code requirements or changes brought forward from the previous 

code.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None, these are the current statutory requirements, base code requirements or changes brought forward from the previous 

code.

Requirements
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Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Yes, allows for providing the required statutory requirements and standardizes the code requirements for design.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Yes, allows for providing the required statutory requirements and standardizes the code requirements for design.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

No, the same materials that were allowed prior to the will still be allowed.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

No, helps standardize the code and allow for staying current with the base code as it is developed and updated.

Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?  No

1st Comment Period History                        08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012

C
A

5
1
4
1
-G

1
  

Proponent  Ken Cureton Submitted 9/21/2012 NoAttachments

The proposal provides for continuation to the Commission’s policy deferring the administrative requirements of the sub-codes to 

the FBC, B.

Comment:
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Attachments

Ken Cureton

No

7/16/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second

1401

Pending Review

No14

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

CA5160  21

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo Yes

Related Modifications

None

Summary of Modification

Modify SECTION 1401.2

Rationale

To comply with s. 553.73(7)(a) Florida Statutes, the proposed modification will supplement the most current version of the International 

Existing Building Code (IEBC) base code with Florida specific requirements in accordance with the Commission’s approved code 

change process for the update to the 2013 Florida Building Code. The proposed modification is necessary in order to carry forward the 

Commission’s Working Group initiatives of formatting and improving the application of the Florida Building Code – Existing Building, as 

well as correlate with other sections of the Florida Building Code.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None. Proposed language is currently adopted by the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

None. Proposed language is currently adopted by the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None. Proposed language is currently adopted by the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Yes. The Proposed language for this Modification is currently included in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Yes. The Proposed language for this Modification is currently included in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

It does not. The Proposed language for this Modification is currently included in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

It does not. The Proposed language for this Modification is currently included in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

YES

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?

OTHER

Explanation of Choice

The proposed code change was submitted in accordance with the Commission&#39;s update process for the 2013 FBC 

in order to  carry forward the Commission’s Working Group initiatives of formatting and improving the application of the 

Florida Building Code – Existing Building, as well as correlate with other sections of the Florida Building Code.

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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Alternate Language

2nd Comment Period                                  10/31/2012 - 12/14/2012 
5
1
6
0
-A

1

Proponent Submitted 11/15/2012 YesAttachments Ken Cureton

Rationale

The Proposed Mod was voted NAR by the Code Administration TAC. The language of the proposed Mod has been revised as 

per TAC recommendation and submitted herein as an Alternate Language Comment. Revision(s) requested by the TAC are as 

follows: - Reformat text of Proposed Mod in underline / strike format and modify as required for consistency with the Base Code 

The proposal removes optional language that is not consistent with the FBC’s legislative mandate for statewide uniformity.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact. Currently used under 2010 Code. No new requirements being established.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

No impact. Currently used under 2010 Code. No new requirements being established.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact. Currently used under 2010 Code. No new requirements being established.

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Carried over from previous code, field tested and proven to be effective.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Carried over from previous code, field tested and proven to be effective.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

Carried over from previous code, field tested and proven to be effective.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Carried over from previous code, field tested and proven to be effective.

YES

NO

OTHER

NO

Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?  

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a 

need to strengthen the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation 

code and why the proposed amendment applies to the state?

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid 

resubmission to the Florida Building Code amendment process?

To be consistent with FL law and to carry forward Commissions plan for implementing the 2013 Code

Explanation of Choice

1st Comment Period History                        08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012

C
A

5
1
6
0
-G

1
  

Proponent  Ken Cureton Submitted 9/21/2012 NoAttachments

The proposal removes optional language that is not consistent with the FBC’s legislative mandate for statewide uniformity.

Comment:
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Sub Code: Fuel Gas
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Attachments

Suzanne Davis

No

7/5/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second

101

Pending Review

No1

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

CA4949  22

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageYes Yes

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Chapter 1 to be consistant with the Florida Building Code.

Rationale

To continue commission policy in formatting Chapter 1 where the majority of the section refers to Chapter 1 of the FBC, Building.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact. Currently used under the 2010 FBC. No new requirement being established.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

No impact. Currently used under the 2010 FBC. No new requirement being established.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact. Currently used under the 2010 FBC. No new requirement being established.

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Carried over from previous field tested code.  Prove to be effective.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Carried over from previous field tested code.  Prove to be effective.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

Carried over from previous field tested code.  Prove to be effective.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Carried over from previous field tested code.  Prove to be effective.

Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

YES

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?

OTHER

Explanation of Choice

To continue commission policy in formatting Chapter 1 where the majority of the section refers to Chapter 1 of the FBC, 

Building.

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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Alternate Language

2nd Comment Period                                  10/31/2012 - 12/14/2012 
4
9
4
9
-A

2

Proponent Submitted 12/13/2012 YesAttachments BOAF CDC

Rationale

these are the changes proposed by the Plumbing TAC and show the AS Submitted changes and the format from the last 

edition.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Increased efficiency and clarity by identifying the only items changed from the IFGC Reduces the expense as the IFGC is 

cheaper than the FFGC and makes design easier because the Florida specific issues are identified.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

Increased efficiency and clarity by identifying the only items changed from the IFGC Reduces the expense as the IFGC is 

cheaper than the FFGC and makes design easier because the Florida specific issues are identified.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

Increased efficiency and clarity by identifying the only items changed from the IFGC Reduces the expense as the IFGC is 

cheaper than the FFGC and makes design easier because the Florida specific issues are identified.

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Yes, allows for providing the required statutory requirements and standardizes the code requirements for design.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Yes, allows for providing the required statutory requirements and standardizes the code requirements for design.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

No, the same materials that were allowed prior to the will still be allowed.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

No, helps standardize the code and allow for staying current with the base code as it is developed and updated.

Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?  No

Alternate Language

1st Comment Period History                      08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012

4
9
4
9
-A

1

Proponent Submitted 9/23/2012 YesAttachments BOAF CDC

Rationale

This is a compilation of the changes show in the supplement from the state, the proposed changes that meet the requirement 

of statutory or were proposed to the I-Code process. And should cover the requirements for the supplement.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None, these are the current statutory requirements, base code requirements or changes brought forward from the previous 

code.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

None, these are the current statutory requirements, base code requirements or changes brought forward from the previous 

code.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None, these are the current statutory requirements, base code requirements or changes brought forward from the previous 

code.

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Yes, allows for providing the required statutory requirements and standardizes the code requirements for design.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Yes, allows for providing the required statutory requirements and standardizes the code requirements for design.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

No, the same materials that were allowed prior to the will still be allowed.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

No, helps standardize the code and allow for staying current with the base code as it is developed and updated.

Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?  No
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2nd Comment Period                                    10/31/2012 - 12/14/2012

C
A

4
9
4
9
-G

2
  

Proponent  Joe Bigelow Submitted 12/6/2012 NoAttachments

Mod recieved &quot;NAR&quot; Staff respectfuly requests reconsideration and support for the original mod for consistency with 

the Commission policy deferring admin privileges to Ch.1 of the FBC, Building.

Comment:

1st Comment Period History                        08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012

C
A

4
9
4
9
-G

1
  

Proponent  Ken Cureton Submitted 9/21/2012 NoAttachments

The proposal provides for continuation to the Commission’s policy deferring the administrative requirements of the sub-codes to 

the FBC, B.

Comment:
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Sub Code: Residential

Code Administration2013 Triennial

Page 173 of 248

22/12/2012 Page 173 of 248



Attachments

Ken Cureton

No

7/20/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second

R101 through R114

Pending Review

No1

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

CA5422  23

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo Yes

Related Modifications

None

Summary of Modification

Modify SECTIONS R101.3, R102 through R114

Rationale

To comply with s. 553.73(7)(a) Florida Statutes, the proposed modification will supplement the most current version of the International 

Existing Building Code (IEBC) base code with Florida specific requirements in accordance with the Commission’s approved code 

change process for the update to the 2013 Florida Building Code. The proposed modification is necessary in order to carry forward the 

Commission’s policy and initiatives with regard to the formatting of Chapter 1 of the Sub-Code in order to comply with the State of 

Florida mandates that limit the Commission’s authority to inspections, plans review and permitting. This modification will also provide a 

continuation of reference to Chapter 1 – ADMINISTRATION of the Florida Building Code – Building.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None. Proposed language is currently adopted by the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

None. Proposed language is currently adopted by the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None. Proposed language is currently adopted by the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Yes. The Proposed language for this Modification is currently included in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Yes. The Proposed language for this Modification is currently included in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

It does not. The Proposed language for this Modification is currently included in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

It does not. The Proposed language for this Modification is currently included in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

YES

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?

OTHER

Explanation of Choice

The proposed code change was submitted in accordance with the Commission&#39;s update process for the 2013 FBC 

in order to carry forward the Commission’s policy and initiatives with regard to the formatting of Chapter 1 of the 

Sub-Code in order to comply with the State of Florida mandates that limit the Commission’s authority to inspections, 

plans review and permitting. This modification will also provide a continuation of reference to Chapter 1 – 

ADMINISTRATION of the Florida Building Code – Building.

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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Alternate Language

2nd Comment Period                                  10/31/2012 - 12/14/2012 
5
4
2
2
-A

1

Proponent Submitted 11/15/2012 YesAttachments Ken Cureton

Rationale

The Proposed Mod was voted NAR by the Code Administration TAC. The language of the proposed Mod has been revised as 

per TAC recommendation and submitted herein as an Alternate Language Comment. Revision(s) requested by the TAC are as 

follows: - Reformat text of Proposed Mod in underline / strike format and modify as required for consistency with the Base Code 

The proposal provides for continuation to the Commission’s policy deferring the administrative requirements of the sub-codes 

to the FBC, B.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact. Currently used under 2010 Code. No new requirements being established.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

No impact. Currently used under 2010 Code. No new requirements being established.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact. Currently used under 2010 Code. No new requirements being established.

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Carried over from previous code, field tested and proven to be effective.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Carried over from previous code, field tested and proven to be effective.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

Carried over from previous code, field tested and proven to be effective.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Carried over from previous code, field tested and proven to be effective.

YES

NO

OTHER

NO

Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?  

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a 

need to strengthen the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation 

code and why the proposed amendment applies to the state?

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid 

resubmission to the Florida Building Code amendment process?

To be consistent with FL law and to carry forward Commissions plan for implementing the 2013 Code

Explanation of Choice

1st Comment Period History                        08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012

C
A

5
4
2
2
-G

1
  

Proponent  Ken Cureton Submitted 9/21/2012 NoAttachments

The proposal provides for continuation to the Commission’s policy deferring the administrative requirements of the sub-codes to 

the FBC, B.

Comment:

Code Administration2013 Triennial

Page 175 of 248

22/12/2012 Page 175 of 248



P
a

g
e

: 
1

h
tt
p
:/
/w

w
w

.f
lo

ri
d
a
b
u
ild

in
g
.o

rg
/U

p
lo

a
d
/M

o
d
ifi

ca
tio

n
s/

R
e
n
d
e
re

d
/M

o
d
_
5
4
2
2
_
T

e
xt

O
fM

o
d
ifi

ca
tio

n
_
1
.p

n
g

C
A

5
4
2
2
  
T

e
x

t 
M

o
d

if
ic

a
ti

o
n

Code Administration2013 Triennial

Page 176 of 248

22/12/2012 Page 176 of 248



P
a

g
e

: 
2

h
tt
p
:/
/w

w
w

.f
lo

ri
d
a
b
u
ild

in
g
.o

rg
/U

p
lo

a
d
/M

o
d
ifi

ca
tio

n
s/

R
e
n
d
e
re

d
/M

o
d
_
5
4
2
2
_
T

e
xt

O
fM

o
d
ifi

ca
tio

n
_
2
.p

n
g

C
A

5
4
2
2
  
T

e
x

t 
M

o
d

if
ic

a
ti

o
n

Code Administration2013 Triennial

Page 177 of 248

22/12/2012 Page 177 of 248



P
a

g
e

: 
1

h
tt
p
:/
/w

w
w

.f
lo

ri
d
a
b
u
ild

in
g
.o

rg
/U

p
lo

a
d
/M

o
d
ifi

ca
tio

n
s/

R
e
n
d
e
re

d
/M

o
d
_
5
4
2
2
_
A

1
_
T

e
xt

O
fM

o
d
ifi

ca
tio

n
_
1
.p

n
g

C
A

5
4
2
2
 -

A
1
 T

e
x

t 
M

o
d

if
ic

a
ti

o
n

Code Administration2013 Triennial

Page 178 of 248

22/12/2012 Page 178 of 248

joe.bigelow
Highlight



P
a

g
e

: 
2

h
tt
p
:/
/w

w
w

.f
lo

ri
d
a
b
u
ild

in
g
.o

rg
/U

p
lo

a
d
/M

o
d
ifi

ca
tio

n
s/

R
e
n
d
e
re

d
/M

o
d
_
5
4
2
2
_
A

1
_
T

e
xt

O
fM

o
d
ifi

ca
tio

n
_
2
.p

n
g

C
A

5
4
2
2
 -

A
1
 T

e
x

t 
M

o
d

if
ic

a
ti

o
n

Code Administration2013 Triennial

Page 179 of 248

22/12/2012 Page 179 of 248

joe.bigelow
Highlight



P
a

g
e

: 
3

h
tt
p
:/
/w

w
w

.f
lo

ri
d
a
b
u
ild

in
g
.o

rg
/U

p
lo

a
d
/M

o
d
ifi

ca
tio

n
s/

R
e
n
d
e
re

d
/M

o
d
_
5
4
2
2
_
A

1
_
T

e
xt

O
fM

o
d
ifi

ca
tio

n
_
3
.p

n
g

C
A

5
4
2
2
 -

A
1
 T

e
x

t 
M

o
d

if
ic

a
ti

o
n

Code Administration2013 Triennial

Page 180 of 248

22/12/2012 Page 180 of 248

joe.bigelow
Highlight



P
a

g
e

: 
4

h
tt
p
:/
/w

w
w

.f
lo

ri
d
a
b
u
ild

in
g
.o

rg
/U

p
lo

a
d
/M

o
d
ifi

ca
tio

n
s/

R
e
n
d
e
re

d
/M

o
d
_
5
4
2
2
_
A

1
_
T

e
xt

O
fM

o
d
ifi

ca
tio

n
_
4
.p

n
g

C
A

5
4
2
2
 -

A
1
 T

e
x

t 
M

o
d

if
ic

a
ti

o
n

Code Administration2013 Triennial

Page 181 of 248

22/12/2012 Page 181 of 248

joe.bigelow
Highlight



P
a

g
e

: 
5

h
tt
p
:/
/w

w
w

.f
lo

ri
d
a
b
u
ild

in
g
.o

rg
/U

p
lo

a
d
/M

o
d
ifi

ca
tio

n
s/

R
e
n
d
e
re

d
/M

o
d
_
5
4
2
2
_
A

1
_
T

e
xt

O
fM

o
d
ifi

ca
tio

n
_
5
.p

n
g

C
A

5
4
2
2
 -

A
1
 T

e
x

t 
M

o
d

if
ic

a
ti

o
n

Code Administration2013 Triennial

Page 182 of 248

22/12/2012 Page 182 of 248

joe.bigelow
Highlight



P
a

g
e

: 
6

h
tt
p
:/
/w

w
w

.f
lo

ri
d
a
b
u
ild

in
g
.o

rg
/U

p
lo

a
d
/M

o
d
ifi

ca
tio

n
s/

R
e
n
d
e
re

d
/M

o
d
_
5
4
2
2
_
A

1
_
T

e
xt

O
fM

o
d
ifi

ca
tio

n
_
6
.p

n
g

C
A

5
4
2
2
 -

A
1
 T

e
x

t 
M

o
d

if
ic

a
ti

o
n

Code Administration2013 Triennial

Page 183 of 248

22/12/2012 Page 183 of 248

joe.bigelow
Highlight



P
a

g
e

: 
7

h
tt
p
:/
/w

w
w

.f
lo

ri
d
a
b
u
ild

in
g
.o

rg
/U

p
lo

a
d
/M

o
d
ifi

ca
tio

n
s/

R
e
n
d
e
re

d
/M

o
d
_
5
4
2
2
_
A

1
_
T

e
xt

O
fM

o
d
ifi

ca
tio

n
_
7
.p

n
g

C
A

5
4
2
2
 -

A
1
 T

e
x

t 
M

o
d

if
ic

a
ti

o
n

Code Administration2013 Triennial

Page 184 of 248

22/12/2012 Page 184 of 248

joe.bigelow
Highlight



P
a

g
e

: 
8

h
tt
p
:/
/w

w
w

.f
lo

ri
d
a
b
u
ild

in
g
.o

rg
/U

p
lo

a
d
/M

o
d
ifi

ca
tio

n
s/

R
e
n
d
e
re

d
/M

o
d
_
5
4
2
2
_
A

1
_
T

e
xt

O
fM

o
d
ifi

ca
tio

n
_
8
.p

n
g

C
A

5
4
2
2
 -

A
1
 T

e
x

t 
M

o
d

if
ic

a
ti

o
n

Code Administration2013 Triennial

Page 185 of 248

22/12/2012 Page 185 of 248

joe.bigelow
Highlight



P
a

g
e

: 
9

h
tt
p
:/
/w

w
w

.f
lo

ri
d
a
b
u
ild

in
g
.o

rg
/U

p
lo

a
d
/M

o
d
ifi

ca
tio

n
s/

R
e
n
d
e
re

d
/M

o
d
_
5
4
2
2
_
A

1
_
T

e
xt

O
fM

o
d
ifi

ca
tio

n
_
9
.p

n
g

C
A

5
4
2
2
 -

A
1
 T

e
x

t 
M

o
d

if
ic

a
ti

o
n

Code Administration2013 Triennial

Page 186 of 248

22/12/2012 Page 186 of 248

joe.bigelow
Highlight



P
a

g
e

: 
1

0
h
tt
p
:/
/w

w
w

.f
lo

ri
d
a
b
u
ild

in
g
.o

rg
/U

p
lo

a
d
/M

o
d
ifi

ca
tio

n
s/

R
e
n
d
e
re

d
/M

o
d
_
5
4
2
2
_
A

1
_
T

e
xt

O
fM

o
d
ifi

ca
tio

n
_
1
0
.p

n
g

C
A

5
4
2
2
 -

A
1
 T

e
x

t 
M

o
d

if
ic

a
ti

o
n

Code Administration2013 Triennial

Page 187 of 248

22/12/2012 Page 187 of 248

joe.bigelow
Highlight



P
a

g
e

: 
1

1
h
tt
p
:/
/w

w
w

.f
lo

ri
d
a
b
u
ild

in
g
.o

rg
/U

p
lo

a
d
/M

o
d
ifi

ca
tio

n
s/

R
e
n
d
e
re

d
/M

o
d
_
5
4
2
2
_
A

1
_
T

e
xt

O
fM

o
d
ifi

ca
tio

n
_
1
1
.p

n
g

C
A

5
4
2
2
 -

A
1
 T

e
x

t 
M

o
d

if
ic

a
ti

o
n

Code Administration2013 Triennial

Page 188 of 248

22/12/2012 Page 188 of 248

joe.bigelow
Highlight



P
a

g
e

: 
1

2
h
tt
p
:/
/w

w
w

.f
lo

ri
d
a
b
u
ild

in
g
.o

rg
/U

p
lo

a
d
/M

o
d
ifi

ca
tio

n
s/

R
e
n
d
e
re

d
/M

o
d
_
5
4
2
2
_
A

1
_
T

e
xt

O
fM

o
d
ifi

ca
tio

n
_
1
2
.p

n
g

C
A

5
4
2
2
 -

A
1
 T

e
x

t 
M

o
d

if
ic

a
ti

o
n

Code Administration2013 Triennial

Page 189 of 248

22/12/2012 Page 189 of 248

joe.bigelow
Highlight



P
a

g
e

: 
1

3
h
tt
p
:/
/w

w
w

.f
lo

ri
d
a
b
u
ild

in
g
.o

rg
/U

p
lo

a
d
/M

o
d
ifi

ca
tio

n
s/

R
e
n
d
e
re

d
/M

o
d
_
5
4
2
2
_
A

1
_
T

e
xt

O
fM

o
d
ifi

ca
tio

n
_
1
3
.p

n
g

C
A

5
4
2
2
 -

A
1
 T

e
x

t 
M

o
d

if
ic

a
ti

o
n

Code Administration2013 Triennial

Page 190 of 248

22/12/2012 Page 190 of 248

joe.bigelow
Highlight



P
a

g
e

: 
1

4
h
tt
p
:/
/w

w
w

.f
lo

ri
d
a
b
u
ild

in
g
.o

rg
/U

p
lo

a
d
/M

o
d
ifi

ca
tio

n
s/

R
e
n
d
e
re

d
/M

o
d
_
5
4
2
2
_
A

1
_
T

e
xt

O
fM

o
d
ifi

ca
tio

n
_
1
4
.p

n
g

C
A

5
4
2
2
 -

A
1
 T

e
x

t 
M

o
d

if
ic

a
ti

o
n

Code Administration2013 Triennial

Page 191 of 248

22/12/2012 Page 191 of 248

joe.bigelow
Highlight



P
a

g
e

: 
1

5
h
tt
p
:/
/w

w
w

.f
lo

ri
d
a
b
u
ild

in
g
.o

rg
/U

p
lo

a
d
/M

o
d
ifi

ca
tio

n
s/

R
e
n
d
e
re

d
/M

o
d
_
5
4
2
2
_
A

1
_
T

e
xt

O
fM

o
d
ifi

ca
tio

n
_
1
5
.p

n
g

C
A

5
4
2
2
 -

A
1
 T

e
x

t 
M

o
d

if
ic

a
ti

o
n

Code Administration2013 Triennial

Page 192 of 248

22/12/2012 Page 192 of 248

joe.bigelow
Highlight



Attachments

Ken Cureton

No

7/20/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second

Appendix G

Pending Review

No3307

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

CA5449  24

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageYes No

Related Modifications

None

Summary of Modification

Modify Appendix G – Delete Appendix G current language and change to “RESERVED”

Rationale

To comply with s. 553.73(7)(a) Florida Statutes, the proposed modification will supplement the most current version of the International 

Existing Building Code (IEBC) base code with Florida specific requirements in accordance with the Commission’s approved code 

change process for the update to the 2013 Florida Building Code.  The proposed modification is necessary in order to carry forward 

the Commission’s policy on the formatting of Reference Standards

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None. Proposed language is currently adopted by the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

None. Proposed language is currently adopted by the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None. Proposed language is currently adopted by the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Yes. The Proposed language for this Modification is currently included in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Yes. The Proposed language for this Modification is currently included in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

It does not. The Proposed language for this Modification is currently included in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

It does not. The Proposed language for this Modification is currently included in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

YES

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?

OTHER

Explanation of Choice

The proposed code change was submitted in accordance with the Commission&#39;s update process for the 2013 FBC 

in order to carry forward the Commission’s policy on the formatting of Reference Standards.

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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2nd Comment Period                                    10/31/2012 - 12/14/2012

C
A

5
4
4
9
-G

2
  

Proponent  Joe Bigelow Submitted 12/6/2012 NoAttachments

Mod recieved &quot;NAR&quot;  , staff requests that the original mod be supported retaining this Appendix is inconsistent with 

Florida Statute.

Comment:

1st Comment Period History                        08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012

C
A

5
4
4
9
-G

1
  

Proponent  Ken Cureton Submitted 9/21/2012 NoAttachments

The Commission has no authority to adopt an appendix as an option for local adoption.

Comment:

Code Administration2013 Triennial

Page 194 of 248

22/12/2012 Page 194 of 248



P
a

g
e

: 
1

h
tt
p
:/
/w

w
w

.f
lo

ri
d
a
b
u
ild

in
g
.o

rg
/U

p
lo

a
d
/M

o
d
ifi

ca
tio

n
s/

R
e
n
d
e
re

d
/M

o
d
_
5
4
4
9
_
T

e
xt

O
fM

o
d
ifi

ca
tio

n
_
1
.p

n
g

C
A

5
4
4
9
  
T

e
x

t 
M

o
d

if
ic

a
ti

o
n

Code Administration2013 Triennial

Page 195 of 248

22/12/2012 Page 195 of 248



Attachments

Ken Cureton

No

7/20/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second

APPENDIX O

Pending Review

No3315

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

CA5458  25

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageYes No

Related Modifications

None

Summary of Modification

Modify Appendix O – Delete Appendix O current language and change to “RESERVED”

Rationale

To comply with s. 553.73(7)(a) Florida Statutes, the proposed modification will supplement the most current version of the International 

Existing Building Code (IEBC) base code with Florida specific requirements in accordance with the Commission’s approved code 

change process for the update to the 2013 Florida Building Code.  The proposed modification is necessary in order to carry forward 

the Commission’s policy on the formatting of Reference Standards.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None. Proposed language is currently adopted by the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

None. Proposed language is currently adopted by the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None. Proposed language is currently adopted by the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Yes. The Proposed language for this Modification is currently included in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Yes. The Proposed language for this Modification is currently included in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

It does not. The Proposed language for this Modification is currently included in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

It does not. The Proposed language for this Modification is currently included in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

YES

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?

OTHER

Explanation of Choice

The proposed code change was submitted in accordance with the Commission&#39;s update process for the 2013 FBC 

in order to carry forward the Commission’s policy on the formatting of Reference Standards.

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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2nd Comment Period                                    10/31/2012 - 12/14/2012

C
A

5
4
5
8
-G

2
  

Proponent  Joe Bigelow Submitted 12/6/2012 NoAttachments

Mod recieved &quot;NAR&quot;  , staff requests that the original mod be supported retaining this Appendix is inconsistent with 

Florida Statute.

Comment:

1st Comment Period History                        08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012

C
A

5
4
5
8
-G

1
  

Proponent  Ken Cureton Submitted 9/21/2012 NoAttachments

The Commission has no authority to adopt an appendix as an option for local adoption.

Comment:
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TAC: Code Administration
Total Mods for Code Administration in No Affirmative Recommendation without a Second: 16

Total Mods for report: 41
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Attachments

Joe Bigelow

No

7/11/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation without a Second

105.13

Pending Review

No1

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

CA5081  26

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageYes No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

to be consistent with the Florida Statutes and to implement the Commission plan to update hte 2013 code

Rationale

To be consistent with the FL statute and to implement the Commission plan to update the 2013 Code

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Currently used under 2010 code.  No new Reqts. being established

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

Currently used under 2010 code.  No new Reqts. being established

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

Currently used under 2010 code.  No new Reqts. being established

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Carried over from previous, field tested and proven to be effective

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Carried over from previous, field tested and proven to be effective

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

Carried over from previous, field tested and proven to be effective

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Carried over from previous, field tested and proven to be effective

Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

YES

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?

OTHER

Explanation of Choice

To be consistent with the FL statute and to implement the Commission plan to update the 2013 Code

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO

2nd Comment Period                                    10/31/2012 - 12/14/2012

C
A

5
0
8
1
-G

2
  

Proponent  Brad Schiffer Submitted 12/12/2012 NoAttachments

The Phase Permit allows work to get started prior to all elements of plan review to be finalized which provides the ability to study 

without holding the permit hostage.

This has become a useful tool in the economic recovery of vacant commercial properties.

Comment:
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1st Comment Period History                        08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012

C
A

5
0
8
1
-G

1
  

Proponent  Ken Cureton Submitted 9/21/2012 NoAttachments

Section 105.13 provides for provisions with regard to phased permit approval as per 553.79(6) FS.

Comment:
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Attachments

Suzanne Davis

No

7/17/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation without a Second

Employee Qualifications

Pending Review

No2701

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

CA5229  27

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageYes No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

To be consistent with the Florida Statutes and to implement the Commission plan to update the 2013 Code

Rationale

To be consistent with FBC policies in regard to treatment of appendices. Policy has been to reserve the majority of the appendices in 

the I-Code.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Currently used under the 2010 Code, no new requirements being established

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

Currently used under the 2010 Code, no new requirements being established

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

Currently used under the 2010 Code, no new requirements being established

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Carried over from the previous, field tested and proven to be effective

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Carried over from the previous, field tested and proven to be effective

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

Carried over from the previous, field tested and proven to be effective

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Carried over from the previous, field tested and proven to be effective

Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

YES

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?

OTHER

Explanation of Choice

To be consistent with FBC policies in regard to treatment of appendices. Policy has been to reserve the majority of the 

appendices in the I-Code.

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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2nd Comment Period                                    10/31/2012 - 12/14/2012

C
A

5
2
2
9
-G

2
  

Proponent  Ann Stanton Submitted 12/13/2012 NoAttachments

Mod 5229 received an NAR vote. Staff requests that the TAC support the original mod due to the fact that retaining this appendix 

is not consistent with Florida Statutes.

Comment:

1st Comment Period History                        08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012

C
A

5
2
2
9
-G

1
  

Proponent  Ken Cureton Submitted 9/21/2012 NoAttachments

The Commission has no authority to adopt an appendix as an option for local adoption.

Comment:
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Attachments

Suzanne Davis

No

7/17/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation without a Second

Fire Districts

Pending Review

No2704

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

CA5230  28

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageYes No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

To be consistent with FBC policies in regard to treatment of appendices. Policy has been to reserve the majority of the appendices in 

the I-Code.

Rationale

To be consistent with FBC policies in regard to treatment of appendices. Policy has been to reserve the majority of the appendices in 

the I-Code.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Currently used under the 2010 Code, no new requirements being established

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

Currently used under the 2010 Code, no new requirements being established

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

Currently used under the 2010 Code, no new requirements being established

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Carried over from the previous, field tested and proven to be effective

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Carried over from the previous, field tested and proven to be effective

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

Carried over from the previous, field tested and proven to be effective

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Carried over from the previous, field tested and proven to be effective

Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

YES

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?

OTHER

Explanation of Choice

To be consistent with FBC policies in regard to treatment of appendices. Policy has been to reserve the majority of the 

appendices in the I-Code.

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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2nd Comment Period                                    10/31/2012 - 12/14/2012

C
A

5
2
3
0
-G

2
  

Proponent  Joe Bigelow Submitted 12/6/2012 NoAttachments

Mod recieved &quot;NAR&quot;  , staff requests that the original mod be supported retaining this Appendix is inconsistent with 

Florida Statute.

Comment:

1st Comment Period History                        08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012

C
A

5
2
3
0
-G

1
  

Proponent  Ken Cureton Submitted 9/21/2012 NoAttachments

The Commission has no authority to adopt an appendix as an option for local adoption.

Comment:
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Attachments

Suzanne Davis

No

7/17/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation without a Second

Flood-Resistant Construction

Pending Review

No2707

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

CA5233  29

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageYes No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

To be consistent with FBC policies in regard to treatment of appendices. Policy has been to reserve the majority of the appendices in 

the I-Code.

Rationale

To be consistent with FBC policies in regard to treatment of appendices. Policy has been to reserve the majority of the appendices in 

the I-Code.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Currently used under the 2010 Code, no new requirements being established

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

Currently used under the 2010 Code, no new requirements being established

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

Currently used under the 2010 Code, no new requirements being established

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Carried over from the previous, field tested and proven to be effective

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Carried over from the previous, field tested and proven to be effective

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

Carried over from the previous, field tested and proven to be effective

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Carried over from the previous, field tested and proven to be effective

Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

YES

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?

OTHER

Explanation of Choice

To be consistent with FBC policies in regard to treatment of appendices. Policy has been to reserve the majority of the 

appendices in the I-Code.

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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2nd Comment Period                                    10/31/2012 - 12/14/2012

C
A

5
2
3
3
-G

2
  

Proponent  Joe Bigelow Submitted 12/6/2012 NoAttachments

Mod recieved &quot;NAR&quot;  , staff requests that the original mod be supported retaining this Appendix is inconsistent with 

Florida Statute.

Comment:

1st Comment Period History                        08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012

C
A

5
2
3
3
-G

1
  

Proponent  Ken Cureton Submitted 9/21/2012 NoAttachments

The Commission has no authority to adopt an appendix as an option for local adoption.

Comment:
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Attachments

Suzanne Davis

No

7/17/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation without a Second

Signs

Pending Review

No2708

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

CA5234  30

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageYes No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

To be consistent with FBC policies in regard to treatment of appendices. Policy has been to reserve the majority of the appendices in 

the I-Code.

Rationale

To be consistent with FBC policies in regard to treatment of appendices. Policy has been to reserve the majority of the appendices in 

the I-Code.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Currently used under the 2010 Code, no new requirements being established

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

Currently used under the 2010 Code, no new requirements being established

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

Currently used under the 2010 Code, no new requirements being established

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Carried over from the previous, field tested and proven to be effective

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Carried over from the previous, field tested and proven to be effective

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

Carried over from the previous, field tested and proven to be effective

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Carried over from the previous, field tested and proven to be effective

Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

YES

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?

OTHER

Explanation of Choice

To be consistent with FBC policies in regard to treatment of appendices. Policy has been to reserve the majority of the 

appendices in the I-Code.

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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2nd Comment Period                                    10/31/2012 - 12/14/2012

C
A

5
2
3
4
-G

2
  

Proponent  Joe Bigelow Submitted 12/6/2012 NoAttachments

Mod recieved &quot;NAR&quot;  , staff requests that the original mod be supported retaining this Appendix is inconsistent with 

Florida Statute.

Comment:

1st Comment Period History                        08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012

C
A

5
2
3
4
-G

1
  

Proponent  Ken Cureton Submitted 9/21/2012 NoAttachments

The Commission has no authority to adopt an appendix as an option for local adoption.

Comment:
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Attachments

Suzanne Davis

No

7/17/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation without a Second

Patio Covers

Pending Review

No2709

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

CA5235  31

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageYes No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

To be consistent with FBC policies in regard to treatment of appendices. Policy has been to reserve the majority of the appendices in 

the I-Code.

Rationale

To be consistent with FBC policies in regard to treatment of appendices. Policy has been to reserve the majority of the appendices in 

the I-Code.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Currently used under the 2010 Code, no new requirements being established

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

Currently used under the 2010 Code, no new requirements being established

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

Currently used under the 2010 Code, no new requirements being established

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Carried over from the previous, field tested and proven to be effective

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Carried over from the previous, field tested and proven to be effective

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

Carried over from the previous, field tested and proven to be effective

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Carried over from the previous, field tested and proven to be effective

Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

YES

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?

OTHER

Explanation of Choice

To be consistent with FBC policies in regard to treatment of appendices. Policy has been to reserve the majority of the 

appendices in the I-Code.

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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2nd Comment Period                                    10/31/2012 - 12/14/2012

C
A

5
2
3
5
-G

2
  

Proponent  Joe Bigelow Submitted 12/6/2012 NoAttachments

Mod recieved &quot;NAR&quot;  , staff requests that the original mod be supported retaining this Appendix is inconsistent with 

Florida Statute.

Comment:

1st Comment Period History                        08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012

C
A

5
2
3
5
-G

1
  

Proponent  Ken Cureton Submitted 9/21/2012 NoAttachments

The Commission has no authority to adopt an appendix as an option for local adoption.

Comment:
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Attachments

Suzanne Davis

No

7/17/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation without a Second

Grading

Pending Review

No2710

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

CA5236  32

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageYes No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

To be consistent with FBC policies in regard to treatment of appendices. Policy has been to reserve the majority of the appendices in 

the I-Code.

Rationale

To be consistent with FBC policies in regard to treatment of appendices. Policy has been to reserve the majority of the appendices in 

the I-Code.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Currently used under the 2010 Code, no new requirements being established

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

Currently used under the 2010 Code, no new requirements being established

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

Currently used under the 2010 Code, no new requirements being established

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Carried over from the previous, field tested and proven to be effective

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Carried over from the previous, field tested and proven to be effective

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

Carried over from the previous, field tested and proven to be effective

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Carried over from the previous, field tested and proven to be effective

Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

YES

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?

OTHER

Explanation of Choice

To be consistent with FBC policies in regard to treatment of appendices. Policy has been to reserve the majority of the 

appendices in the I-Code.

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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2nd Comment Period                                    10/31/2012 - 12/14/2012

C
A

5
2
3
6
-G

2
  

Proponent  Joe Bigelow Submitted 12/6/2012 NoAttachments

Mod recieved &quot;NAR&quot;  , staff requests that the original mod be supported retaining this Appendix is inconsistent with 

Florida Statute.

Comment:

1st Comment Period History                        08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012

C
A

5
2
3
6
-G

1
  

Proponent  Ken Cureton Submitted 9/21/2012 NoAttachments

The Commission has no authority to adopt an appendix as an option for local adoption.

Comment:
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Attachments

Suzanne Davis

No

7/17/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation without a Second

Administrative Provisions

Pending Review

No2711

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

CA5237  33

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageYes No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

To be consistent with FBC policies in regard to treatment of appendices. Policy has been to reserve the majority of the appendices in 

the I-Code.

Rationale

To be consistent with FBC policies in regard to treatment of appendices. Policy has been to reserve the majority of the appendices in 

the I-Code.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Currently used under the 2010 Code, no new requirements being established

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

Currently used under the 2010 Code, no new requirements being established

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

Currently used under the 2010 Code, no new requirements being established

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Carried over from the previous, field tested and proven to be effective

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Carried over from the previous, field tested and proven to be effective

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

Carried over from the previous, field tested and proven to be effective

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Carried over from the previous, field tested and proven to be effective

Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

YES

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?

OTHER

Explanation of Choice

To be consistent with FBC policies in regard to treatment of appendices. Policy has been to reserve the majority of the 

appendices in the I-Code.

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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2nd Comment Period                                    10/31/2012 - 12/14/2012

C
A

5
2
3
7
-G

2
  

Proponent  Joe Bigelow Submitted 12/6/2012 NoAttachments

Mod recieved &quot;NAR&quot;  , staff requests that the original mod be supported retaining this Appendix is inconsistent with 

Florida Statute.

Comment:

1st Comment Period History                        08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012

C
A

5
2
3
7
-G

1
  

Proponent  Ken Cureton Submitted 9/21/2012 NoAttachments

The Commission has no authority to adopt an appendix as an option for local adoption.

Comment:
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Attachments

Ken Cureton

No

7/20/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation without a Second

APPENDIX D

Pending Review

No3304

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

CA5448  34

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageYes No

Related Modifications

None

Summary of Modification

Modify Appendix D – Delete Appendix D current language and change to “RESERVED”

Rationale

To comply with s. 553.73(7)(a) Florida Statutes, the proposed modification will supplement the most current version of the International 

Existing Building Code (IEBC) base code with Florida specific requirements in accordance with the Commission’s approved code 

change process for the update to the 2013 Florida Building Code. The proposed modification is necessary in order to carry forward the 

Commission’s policy on the formatting of Reference Standards

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None. Proposed language is currently adopted by the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

None. Proposed language is currently adopted by the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None. Proposed language is currently adopted by the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Yes. The Proposed language for this Modification is currently included in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Yes. The Proposed language for this Modification is currently included in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

It does not. The Proposed language for this Modification is currently included in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

It does not. The Proposed language for this Modification is currently included in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

YES

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?

OTHER

Explanation of Choice

The proposed code change was submitted in accordance with the Commission&#39;s update process for the 2013 FBC 

in order to carry forward the Commission’s policy on the formatting of Reference Standards.

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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2nd Comment Period                                    10/31/2012 - 12/14/2012

C
A

5
4
4
8
-G

2
  

Proponent  Joe Bigelow Submitted 12/6/2012 NoAttachments

Mod recieved &quot;NAR&quot;  , staff requests that the original mod be supported retaining this Appendix is inconsistent with 

Florida Statute.

Comment:

1st Comment Period History                        08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012

C
A

5
4
4
8
-G

1
  

Proponent  Ken Cureton Submitted 9/21/2012 NoAttachments

The Commission has no authority to adopt an appendix as an option for local adoption.

Comment:
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Attachments

Ken Cureton

No

7/20/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation without a Second

APPENDIX H

Pending Review

No3308

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

CA5450  35

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageYes No

Related Modifications

None

Summary of Modification

Modify Appendix H – Delete Appendix H current language and change to “RESERVED”

Rationale

To comply with s. 553.73(7)(a) Florida Statutes, the proposed modification will supplement the most current version of the International 

Existing Building Code (IEBC) base code with Florida specific requirements in accordance with the Commission’s approved code 

change process for the update to the 2013 Florida Building Code.  The proposed modification is necessary in order to carry forward 

the Commission’s policy on the formatting of Reference Standards

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None. Proposed language is currently adopted by the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

None. Proposed language is currently adopted by the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None. Proposed language is currently adopted by the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Yes. The Proposed language for this Modification is currently included in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Yes. The Proposed language for this Modification is currently included in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

It does not. The Proposed language for this Modification is currently included in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

It does not. The Proposed language for this Modification is currently included in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

YES

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?

OTHER

Explanation of Choice

The proposed code change was submitted in accordance with the Commission&#39;s update process for the 2013 FBC 

in order to carry forward the Commission’s policy on the formatting of Reference Standards.

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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2nd Comment Period                                    10/31/2012 - 12/14/2012

C
A

5
4
5
0
-G

2
  

Proponent  Joe Bigelow Submitted 12/6/2012 NoAttachments

Mod recieved &quot;NAR&quot;  , staff requests that the original mod be supported retaining this Appendix is inconsistent with 

Florida Statute.

Comment:

1st Comment Period History                        08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012

C
A

5
4
5
0
-G

1
  

Proponent  Ken Cureton Submitted 9/21/2012 NoAttachments

The Commission has no authority to adopt an appendix as an option for local adoption.

Comment:
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Attachments

Ken Cureton

No

7/20/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation without a Second

APPENDIX I

Pending Review

No3309

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

CA5451  36

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageYes No

Related Modifications

None

Summary of Modification

Modify Appendix I – Delete Appendix I current language and change to “RESERVED”

Rationale

To comply with s. 553.73(7)(a) Florida Statutes, the proposed modification will supplement the most current version of the International 

Existing Building Code (IEBC) base code with Florida specific requirements in accordance with the Commission’s approved code 

change process for the update to the 2013 Florida Building Code.  The proposed modification is necessary in order to carry forward 

the Commission’s policy on the formatting of Reference Standards.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None. Proposed language is currently adopted by the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

None. Proposed language is currently adopted by the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None. Proposed language is currently adopted by the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Yes. The Proposed language for this Modification is currently included in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Yes. The Proposed language for this Modification is currently included in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

It does not. The Proposed language for this Modification is currently included in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

It does not. The Proposed language for this Modification is currently included in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

YES

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?

OTHER

Explanation of Choice

The proposed code change was submitted in accordance with the Commission&#39;s update process for the 2013 FBC 

in order to carry forward the Commission’s policy on the formatting of Reference Standards.

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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2nd Comment Period                                    10/31/2012 - 12/14/2012

C
A

5
4
5
1
-G

2
  

Proponent  Joe Bigelow Submitted 12/6/2012 NoAttachments

Mod recieved &quot;NAR&quot;  , staff requests that the original mod be supported retaining this Appendix is inconsistent with 

Florida Statute.

Comment:

1st Comment Period History                        08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012

C
A

5
4
5
1
-G

1
  

Proponent  Ken Cureton Submitted 9/21/2012 NoAttachments

The Commission has no authority to adopt an appendix as an option for local adoption.

Comment:
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Attachments

Ken Cureton

No

7/20/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation without a Second

Appendix J

Pending Review

No3310

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

CA5453  37

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageYes No

Related Modifications

None

Summary of Modification

Modify Appendix J – Delete Appendix J current language and change to “RESERVED”

Rationale

To comply with s. 553.73(7)(a) Florida Statutes, the proposed modification will supplement the most current version of the International 

Existing Building Code (IEBC) base code with Florida specific requirements in accordance with the Commission’s approved code 

change process for the update to the 2013 Florida Building Code.  The proposed modification is necessary in order to carry forward 

the Commission’s policy on the formatting of Reference Standards.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None. Proposed language is currently adopted by the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

None. Proposed language is currently adopted by the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None. Proposed language is currently adopted by the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Yes. The Proposed language for this Modification is currently included in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Yes. The Proposed language for this Modification is currently included in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

It does not. The Proposed language for this Modification is currently included in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

It does not. The Proposed language for this Modification is currently included in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

YES

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?

OTHER

Explanation of Choice

The proposed code change was submitted in accordance with the Commission&#39;s update process for the 2013 FBC 

in order to carry forward the Commission’s policy on the formatting of Reference Standards.

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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2nd Comment Period                                    10/31/2012 - 12/14/2012

C
A

5
4
5
3
-G

2
  

Proponent  Joe Bigelow Submitted 12/6/2012 NoAttachments

Mod recieved &quot;NAR&quot;  , staff requests that the original mod be supported retaining this Appendix is inconsistent with 

Florida Statute.

Comment:

1st Comment Period History                        08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012

C
A

5
4
5
3
-G

1
  

Proponent  Ken Cureton Submitted 9/21/2012 NoAttachments

The Commission has no authority to adopt an appendix as an option for local adoption.

Comment:
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Attachments

Ken Cureton

No

7/20/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation without a Second

APPENDIX K

Pending Review

No3311

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

CA5454  38

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageYes No

Related Modifications

None

Summary of Modification

Modify Appendix K – Delete Appendix K current language and change to “RESERVED”

Rationale

To comply with s. 553.73(7)(a) Florida Statutes, the proposed modification will supplement the most current version of the International 

Existing Building Code (IEBC) base code with Florida specific requirements in accordance with the Commission’s approved code 

change process for the update to the 2013 Florida Building Code.  The proposed modification is necessary in order to carry forward 

the Commission’s policy on the formatting of Reference Standards.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None. Proposed language is currently adopted by the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

None. Proposed language is currently adopted by the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None. Proposed language is currently adopted by the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Yes. The Proposed language for this Modification is currently included in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Yes. The Proposed language for this Modification is currently included in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

It does not. The Proposed language for this Modification is currently included in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

It does not. The Proposed language for this Modification is currently included in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

YES

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?

OTHER

Explanation of Choice

The proposed code change was submitted in accordance with the Commission&#39;s update process for the 2013 FBC 

in order to carry forward the Commission’s policy on the formatting of Reference Standards.

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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2nd Comment Period                                    10/31/2012 - 12/14/2012

C
A

5
4
5
4
-G

2
  

Proponent  Joe Bigelow Submitted 12/6/2012 NoAttachments

Mod recieved &quot;NAR&quot;  , staff requests that the original mod be supported retaining this Appendix is inconsistent with 

Florida Statute.

Comment:

1st Comment Period History                        08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012

C
A

5
4
5
4
-G

1
  

Proponent  Ken Cureton Submitted 9/21/2012 NoAttachments

The Commission has no authority to adopt an appendix as an option for local adoption.

Comment:
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Attachments

Ken Cureton

No

7/20/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation without a Second

APPENDIX L

Pending Review

No3312

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

CA5455  39

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageYes No

Related Modifications

None

Summary of Modification

Modify Appendix L – Delete Appendix L current language and change to “RESERVED”

Rationale

To comply with s. 553.73(7)(a) Florida Statutes, the proposed modification will supplement the most current version of the International 

Existing Building Code (IEBC) base code with Florida specific requirements in accordance with the Commission’s approved code 

change process for the update to the 2013 Florida Building Code.  The proposed modification is necessary in order to carry forward 

the Commission’s policy on the formatting of Reference Standards.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None. Proposed language is currently adopted by the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

None. Proposed language is currently adopted by the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None. Proposed language is currently adopted by the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Yes. The Proposed language for this Modification is currently included in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Yes. The Proposed language for this Modification is currently included in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

It does not. The Proposed language for this Modification is currently included in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

It does not. The Proposed language for this Modification is currently included in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

YES

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?

OTHER

Explanation of Choice

The proposed code change was submitted in accordance with the Commission&#39;s update process for the 2013 FBC 

in order to carry forward the Commission’s policy on the formatting of Reference Standards.

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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2nd Comment Period                                    10/31/2012 - 12/14/2012

C
A

5
4
5
5
-G

2
  

Proponent  Joe Bigelow Submitted 12/6/2012 NoAttachments

Mod recieved &quot;NAR&quot;  , staff requests that the original mod be supported retaining this Appendix is inconsistent with 

Florida Statute.

Comment:

1st Comment Period History                        08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012

C
A

5
4
5
5
-G

1
  

Proponent  Ken Cureton Submitted 9/21/2012 NoAttachments

The Commission has no authority to adopt an appendix as an option for local adoption.

Comment:
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Attachments

Ken Cureton

No

7/20/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation without a Second

APPENDIX N

Pending Review

No3314

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

CA5457  40

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageYes No

Related Modifications

None

Summary of Modification

Modify Appendix N – Delete Appendix N current language and change to “RESERVED”

Rationale

To comply with s. 553.73(7)(a) Florida Statutes, the proposed modification will supplement the most current version of the International 

Existing Building Code (IEBC) base code with Florida specific requirements in accordance with the Commission’s approved code 

change process for the update to the 2013 Florida Building Code.  The proposed modification is necessary in order to carry forward 

the Commission’s policy on the formatting of Reference Standards.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None. Proposed language is currently adopted by the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

None. Proposed language is currently adopted by the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None. Proposed language is currently adopted by the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Yes. The Proposed language for this Modification is currently included in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Yes. The Proposed language for this Modification is currently included in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

It does not. The Proposed language for this Modification is currently included in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

It does not. The Proposed language for this Modification is currently included in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

YES

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?

OTHER

Explanation of Choice

The proposed code change was submitted in accordance with the Commission&#39;s update process for the 2013 FBC 

in order to carry forward the Commission’s policy on the formatting of Reference Standards.

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO

Code Administration2013 Triennial

Page 243 of 248

22/12/2012 Page 243 of 248



2nd Comment Period                                    10/31/2012 - 12/14/2012

C
A

5
4
5
7
-G

2
  

Proponent  Joe Bigelow Submitted 12/6/2012 NoAttachments

Mod recieved &quot;NAR&quot;  , staff requests that the original mod be supported retaining this Appendix is inconsistent with 

Florida Statute.

Comment:

1st Comment Period History                        08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012

C
A

5
4
5
7
-G

1
  

Proponent  Ken Cureton Submitted 9/21/2012 NoAttachments

The Commission has no authority to adopt an appendix as an option for local adoption.

Comment:
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Attachments

Ken Cureton

No

7/20/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation without a Second

APPENDIX P

Pending Review

No3316

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

CA5459  41

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageYes No

Related Modifications

None

Summary of Modification

Modify Appendix P – Delete Appendix P current language and change to “RESERVED”

Rationale

To comply with s. 553.73(7)(a) Florida Statutes, the proposed modification will supplement the most current version of the International 

Existing Building Code (IEBC) base code with Florida specific requirements in accordance with the Commission’s approved code 

change process for the update to the 2013 Florida Building Code.  The proposed modification is necessary in order to carry forward 

the Commission’s policy on the formatting of Reference Standards.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None. Proposed language is currently adopted by the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

None. Proposed language is currently adopted by the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None. Proposed language is currently adopted by the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Yes. The Proposed language for this Modification is currently included in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Yes. The Proposed language for this Modification is currently included in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

It does not. The Proposed language for this Modification is currently included in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

It does not. The Proposed language for this Modification is currently included in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

YES

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?

OTHER

Explanation of Choice

The proposed code change was submitted in accordance with the Commission&#39;s update process for the 2013 FBC 

in order to carry forward the Commission’s policy on the formatting of Reference Standards.

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid resubmission to the 

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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2nd Comment Period                                    10/31/2012 - 12/14/2012

C
A

5
4
5
9
-G

2
  

Proponent  Joe Bigelow Submitted 12/6/2012 NoAttachments

Mod recieved &quot;NAR&quot;  , staff requests that the original mod be supported retaining this Appendix is inconsistent with 

Florida Statute.

Comment:

1st Comment Period History                        08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012

C
A

5
4
5
9
-G

1
  

Proponent  Ken Cureton Submitted 9/21/2012 NoAttachments

The Commission has no authority to adopt an appendix as an option for local adoption.

Comment:
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