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Attachments

Joe Bigelow

No

7/6/2012

Approved as Modified

102.5

Pending Review

No1

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

CA4992  1

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Update 102.5 as per Commision plan

Rationale

To implement the approved Commision plan for the 2013 FBC

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact.  Carried over from previous code.  Field tested and approved to be effective.

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

No impact.  Carried over from previous code.  Field tested and approved to be effective.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact.  Carried over from previous code.  Field tested and approved to be effective.

Requirements

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

Currently used under 2010 Code No new requirements being established

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

Currently used under 2010 Code No new requirements being established

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

Currently used under 2010 Code No new requirements being established

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Currently used under 2010 Code No new requirements being established

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 changes forward in accordance with the approved plan for 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

1st Comment Period History                      08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012
4
9
9
2
-A

2

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

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?

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

C
A

4
9
9
2
-G

1
  

Proponent  Ken Cureton Submitted 9/21/2012 NoAttachments

102.5 – this section is in conflict with Ch. 120 FS.

Comment:
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Attachments

Joe Bigelow

No

7/6/2012

Approved as Modified

103

Pending Review

No1

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

CA4991  2

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Update section 103 for items outside scope of Commission authority

Rationale

To remove provision of the foundation code that is outside the scope of the Commission authority

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

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

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

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

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact Currently used in 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 code changes in accordance with the approved Commission code change process for 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

1st Comment Period History                      08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012
4
9
9
1
-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

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?

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

C
A

4
9
9
1
-G

1
  

Proponent  Ken Cureton Submitted 9/21/2012 NoAttachments

103 – The Commission has no authority to establish criteria for enforcement agencies.  Administratively, the Commission’s 

authority is limited in scope to certificate of occupancy, inspection, plans review and permitting.

Comment:
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Attachments

Joe Bigelow

No

7/11/2012

Approved as Modified

105.10

Pending Review

No1

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

CA5078  3

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

To be consistent with FL law and to implement the Commission plan for updating the 2010 code

Rationale

To be consistent with the FL statute 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 the 2010 code, no new rqts being established

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

currently used under the 2010 code, no new rqts being established

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

currently used under the 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 law 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

Code Administration2013 Triennial
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Attachments

Joe Bigelow

No

7/11/2012

Approved as Modified

105.11

Pending Review

No1

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

CA5079  4

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

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

Rationale

To be consistent with the FL statute 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

Code Administration2013 Triennial
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Attachments

Joe Bigelow

No

7/6/2012

Approved as Modified

105.5

Pending Review

No1

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

CA5002  5

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Reserve 105.5

Rationale

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

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact.  In previous code edition.  No new reqts being established

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

No impact.  In previous code edition.  No new reqts being established

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact.  In previous code edition.  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

in accordance with Commission plan to update 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

Code Administration2013 Triennial
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Alternate Language

1st Comment Period History                      08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012
5
0
0
2
-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

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?

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

C
A

5
0
0
2
-G

1
  

Proponent  Ken Cureton Submitted 9/21/2012 NoAttachments

The subject of section 105.5 is covered under mod 5001.

Comment:

Code Administration2013 Triennial
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Attachments

Joe Bigelow

No

7/9/2012

Approved as Modified

105.9

Pending Review

No1

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

CA5022  6

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

fix numbering and to be consistent with fl law and to implement the Commission plan for the 2013 code

Rationale

To be consistent with the FL statute 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 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 be consistent with fl law 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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Attachments

Joe Bigelow

No

7/11/2012

Approved as Modified

109.5

Pending Review

No1

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

CA5091  7

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

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

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 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 be consistent with Florida Law 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

1st Comment Period History                      08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012
5
0
9
1
-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

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?

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

C
A

5
0
9
1
-G

1
  

Proponent  Ken Cureton Submitted 9/21/2012 NoAttachments

The Commission has no authority to establish “related fees”.

Comment:
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Attachments

Joe Bigelow

No

7/11/2012

Approved as Modified

109.6

Pending Review

No1

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

CA5092  8

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo 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 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 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 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 FLorida law 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

1st Comment Period History                      08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012
5
0
9
2
-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

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

7/12/2012

Approved as Modified

110.3.4

Pending Review

No1

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

CA5096  9

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

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

Rationale

To be consistent with Florida 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 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

To be consistent with Florida statutes and to implement the Commission plan to updat ehe 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

1st Comment Period History                      08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012
5
0
9
6
-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

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?

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

C
A

5
0
9
6
-G

1
  

Proponent  Ken Cureton Submitted 9/21/2012 NoAttachments

The Commission has no authority to establish criteria for acceptable inspection agencies.

Comment:

Code Administration2013 Triennial

Page 40 of 140

22/12/2012 Page 40 of 140



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
0
9
6
_
T

e
xt

O
fM

o
d
ifi

ca
tio

n
_
1
.p

n
g

C
A

5
0
9
6
  
T

e
x

t 
M

o
d

if
ic

a
ti

o
n

Code Administration2013 Triennial

Page 41 of 140

22/12/2012 Page 41 of 140



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
0
9
6
_
A

1
_
T

e
xt

O
fM

o
d
ifi

ca
tio

n
_
1
.p

n
g

C
A

5
0
9
6
 -

A
1
 T

e
x

t 
M

o
d

if
ic

a
ti

o
n

Code Administration2013 Triennial

Page 42 of 140

22/12/2012 Page 42 of 140



Attachments

Joe Bigelow

No

7/12/2012

Approved as Modified

113

Pending Review

No1

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

CA5100  10

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo 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 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

1st Comment Period History                      08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012
5
1
0
0
-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

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?

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

C
A

5
1
0
0
-G

1
  

Proponent  Ken Cureton Submitted 9/21/2012 NoAttachments

The Commission has no authority to establish provisions for establishing “Board of Appeals”.

Comment:
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Attachments

Joe Bigelow

No

7/12/2012

Approved as Modified

114

Pending Review

No1

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

CA5101  11

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo 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 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

1st Comment Period History                      08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012
5
1
0
1
-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

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?

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

C
A

5
1
0
1
-G

1
  

Proponent  Ken Cureton Submitted 9/21/2012 NoAttachments

The Commission has no authority to establish provisions for code violations.  Also, see 53.80(7) FS.

Comment:
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Attachments

Joe Bigelow

No

7/12/2012

Approved as Modified

116

Pending Review

No1

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

CA5103  12

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo 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 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

1st Comment Period History                      08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012
5
1
0
3
-A

2

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

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?

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

C
A

5
1
0
3
-G

1
  

Proponent  Ken Cureton Submitted 9/21/2012 NoAttachments

The Commission has no authority to establish provisions for “Unsafe Structures and Equipment”.

Comment:
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TAC: Code Administration
Total Mods for Code Administration in Approved as Submitted: 14

Total Mods for report: 38

Sub Code: Building
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Attachments

Joe Bigelow

No

7/6/2012

Approved as Submitted

102.1.1

Pending Review

No1

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

CA4986  13

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

amend section 102.1.1 in accordance with FS

Rationale

To clarify the scope of the Florida Building Code in accordance with the Florida Statutes and to also implement the Florida Building 

Commission approved process for the 2013 Florida Buillding Code.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None.  Currently used under 2010 code.  No new req. being established

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

None.  Currently used under 2010 code.  No new req. being established

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None.  Currently used under 2010 code.  No new req. 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

Does not degrade, 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

Per Florida Law and to implement the Florida Building Commission plan 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

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

C
A

4
9
8
6
-G

1
  

Proponent  Ken Cureton Submitted 9/21/2012 NoAttachments

Clarifies the scope of the FBC as per 553.73(13) FS.

Comment:
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Attachments

Joe Bigelow

No

7/11/2012

Approved as Submitted

105.12

Pending Review

No1

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

CA5080  14

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo 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 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 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

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

C
A

5
0
8
0
-G

1
  

Proponent  Ken Cureton Submitted 9/21/2012 NoAttachments

Section 105.12 provides for provisions with regard to work starting before permit issuance as authorized by 553.79(6) FS.

Comment:
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Attachments

Joseph Belcher

Yes

7/24/2012

Approved as Submitted

105.1

Pending Review

Yes1

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

CA5634  15

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

None

Summary of Modification

Adds installation of hurricane protection to items required to have building permit.

Rationale

The hurricane protection industry estimates annual sales in unapproved and mostly bogus “hurricane protection devices” at $30M to 

$40M at the minimum. These products have not been tested or investigated by anyone and meet no standards. The sellers of these 

products target Florida citizens and give Florida residents a false sense of security. Requiring permits and inspections for all hurricane 

protection products would dramatically increase the protection provided to the residents of Florida. This requirment is in the FBCB 

2010.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code as the provision is in the FBCB 2010. In addition, many jurisdictions 

required permits for the installation of hurricane protection before the code was modified to specifically require such permits.

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

Will not result in any cost when compared to the FBC 2010. When considered with the base code, there may be a cost for the 

permit for projects that are adding protection to existing structures. There should be no added cost for adding hurricane 

protection to the permit for new construction.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

Will not result in any cost when compared to the FBC 2010. When considered with the base code, there may be a cost for the 

permit for projects that are adding protection to existing structures. There should be no added cost for adding hurricane 

protection to the permit for new construction.

Requirements

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

Will result in greater regulation of hurricane protection products and systems. Permitting would ascertain the products have the 

required to have state or local product approval. The public would benefit because sub-standard and unapproved products 

should become less prevalent.

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

Approval of the change would strengthen and improve the code by closing a loop hole allowing abuse of the public in the form of 

sub-standard “hurricane protection” products.

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

The proposed amendment seeks to treat all hurricane protection products equally and does not discriminate.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Improves the effectiveness of the code by closing a loop hole allowing abuse of the trust of Florida citizens.

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
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Attachments

bob vincent

No

7/31/2012

Approved as Submitted

105

Pending Review

No1

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

CA5753  16

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Assure that Chapter 471, FS, for compliance with professional engineering design of public pools is met. And assure that Dept. of 

Health County Health Departments are notified when Building Officials issue permits and completion certificates for public pools.

Rationale

Chapter 514 requires the design of public swimming pools and bathing places by a professional engineer to assure the safety of 

bathers.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None known

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

Currently required under Chapters 514, FS, and 471, FS

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No change from current practice

Requirements

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

Both health and safety are impacted by professional design of these venues

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

Currently paracticed, and is not clearly required in the code for this type of facility

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

Does not dicriminate

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade effectiveness

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

Joe Bigelow

No

7/11/2012

Approved as Submitted

107.3.4.3

Pending Review

No1

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

CA5086  17

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

To be consistent with Fl law and to implement hte 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 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 be consistent with FL law and to implement the current plan for the Commission 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

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

C
A

5
0
8
6
-G

1
  

Proponent  Ken Cureton Submitted 9/21/2012 NoAttachments

The proposed modification adds text from 553.79(14) FS.

Comment:

Code Administration2013 Triennial

Page 69 of 140

22/12/2012 Page 69 of 140



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
0
8
6
_
T

e
xt

O
fM

o
d
ifi

ca
tio

n
_
1
.p

n
g

C
A

5
0
8
6
  
T

e
x

t 
M

o
d

if
ic

a
ti

o
n

Code Administration2013 Triennial

Page 70 of 140

22/12/2012 Page 70 of 140



Attachments

Joe Bigelow

No

7/11/2012

Approved as Submitted

107.3

Pending Review

No1

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

CA5085  18

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

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

Rationale

To be consistent with 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 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 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 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

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

C
A

5
0
8
5
-G

1
  

Proponent  Ken Cureton Submitted 9/21/2012 NoAttachments

The proposed modification adds text from 553.79(2) FS.

Comment:
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Attachments

Joseph Belcher

Yes

7/24/2012

Approved as Submitted

110.3.11

Pending Review

Yes1

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

CA5637  19

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

None.

Summary of Modification

Carry forward requirement to inspect installations of impact resistant coverings or systems.

Rationale

The hurricane protection industry estimates annual sales in unapproved and mostly bogus “hurricane protection devices” at $30M to 

$40M at the minimum. These products have not been tested or investigated by anyone and meet no standards. The sellers of these 

products target Florida citizens and give Florida residents a false sense of security. Requiring permits and inspections for all hurricane 

protection products will dramatically increase the protection provided to the residents of Florida.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code as the provision is in the FBCB 2010. In addition, many jurisdictions 

required permits and inspection for the installation of hurricane protection before the code was modified to specifically require 

such permits.

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

Will not result in any cost because requirement is contained in the FBC 2010. When considered with the base code, there may 

be a slight cost for the inspection for projects adding protection to existing structures. There is no added cost for inspection of 

hurricane protection for new construction.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

Will not result in any cost because requirement is contained in the FBC 2010. When considered with the base code, there may 

be a slight cost for the inspection for projects adding protection to existing structures. There is no added cost for inspection of 

hurricane protection for new construction.

Requirements

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

Will result in greater regulation of hurricane protection products and systems. Inspections will ascertain the products have the 

required product approval and are installed properly. The public will benefit from systems that are properly installed.

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

Approval of the change would strengthen and improve the code by closing a loop hole allowing abuse of the public in the form of 

sub-standard “hurricane protection” products and improper installation.

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

The proposed amendment seeks to treat all hurricane protection products equally and does not discriminate.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Improves the effectiveness of the code by closing a loop hole allowing abuse of the trust of Florida citizens.

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
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Attachments

Ken Cureton

No

8/1/2012

Approved as Submitted

202

Pending Review

No2

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

CA5938  20

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

None

Summary of Modification

Modify SECTION 202 (Admin. TAC)

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 maintain 

compliance with Florida Statutes.

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  maintain compliance with Florida Statutes.

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

C
A

5
9
3
8
-G

1
  

Proponent  BOAF CDC Submitted 9/23/2012 NoAttachments

The definition of Value is unnecessary. 

The amendment does not demonstrate by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exhibits a need to 

strengthen the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variations addressed by the foundation code. Per FS 553.73 (7) (g) 

No Statute or data was supplied.

The proposed amendment was does not appear to have been submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to 

avoid resubmission to the Florida Building Code amendment process.

Comment:
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Attachments

Ken Cureton

No

7/16/2012

Approved as Submitted

Sections 409 and 410

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

CA5143  21

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

None

Summary of Modification

Modify SECTIONS 409 and 410

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 provide 

correlations with other Sub-Codes and / or other chapters of the Florida Building Code – Existing 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  provide correlations with other Sub-Codes and / or other chapters of the Florida Building Code – Existing 

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

C
A

5
1
4
3
-G

1
  

Proponent  Ken Cureton Submitted 9/21/2012 NoAttachments

The proposal provides for correlation between sub-codes.

Comment:

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

C
A

5
1
4
3
-G

2
  

Proponent  BOAF CDC Submitted 9/23/2012 NoAttachments

1. Section 409 No data or justification was provided.

The amendment does not demonstrate by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exhibits a need to 

strengthen the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variations addressed by the foundation code. Per FS 553.73 (7) (g)

The proposed amendment was does not appear to have been submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to 

avoid resubmission to the Florida Building Code amendment process.

2. Section 410 No data or justification was provided.

The amendment does not demonstrate by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exhibits a need to 

strengthen the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variations addressed by the foundation code. Per FS 553.73 (7) (g)

The proposed amendment was does not appear to have been submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to 

avoid resubmission to the Florida Building Code amendment process.

Comment:
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Attachments

Ken Cureton

No

7/16/2012

Approved as Submitted

1301 and 1302

Pending Review

No13

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

CA5159  22

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

None

Summary of Modification

Modify SECTION 1301.2 Add SECTION 1302.0

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

C
A

5
1
5
9
-G

1
  

Proponent  BOAF CDC Submitted 9/17/2012 NoAttachments

Because a code provision was in the 2010 FBC does not make it Florida specific.

The amendment does not demonstrate by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exhibits a need to 

strengthen the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variations addressed by the foundation code. Per FS 553.73 (7) (g)

The proposed amendment was does not appear to have been submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to 

avoid resubmission to the Florida Building Code amendment process.

Comment:

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

C
A

5
1
5
9
-G

2
  

Proponent  Ken Cureton Submitted 9/21/2012 NoAttachments

The proposal provides correlation with the FFPC.

Comment:
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Attachments

Ken Cureton

No

7/16/2012

Approved as Submitted

REFERENCED STANDARDS

Pending Review

No16

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

CA5161  23

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

None

Summary of Modification

Add REFERENCED STANDARDS as indicated

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 provide for 

reference correlation to relevant Sub-Codes.

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 provide for reference correlation to relevant Sub-Codes.

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

C
A

5
1
6
1
-G

1
  

Proponent  Ken Cureton Submitted 9/21/2012 NoAttachments

The proposal provides for code correlation.

Comment:

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

C
A

5
1
6
1
-G

2
  

Proponent  BOAF CDC Submitted 9/23/2012 NoAttachments

Because a code provision was in the 2010 FBC does not make it Florida specific.

The added reference to CSSB is incorrect because 711.3 does not speak to cedar shakes and no one put in a code change to 

add section 711 back into the code.

The amendment does not demonstrate by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exhibits a need to 

strengthen the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variations addressed by the foundation code. Per FS 553.73 (7) (g)

The proposed amendment was does not appear to have been submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to 

avoid resubmission to the Florida Building Code amendment process.

Comment:
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Sub Code: Residential
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Attachments

Ken Cureton

No

7/20/2012

Approved as Submitted

R202

Pending Review

No2

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

CA5423  24

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

None

Summary of Modification

Modify SECTION R202 (Admin)

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.

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 supplement the most current version of the International Existing Building Code (IEBC) base code with 

Florida specific requirements.

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

C
A

5
4
2
3
-G

1
  

Proponent  Ken Cureton Submitted 9/21/2012 NoAttachments

The proposal adds terms for consistency with Florida Statutes.

Comment:
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Attachments

Ken Cureton

No

7/20/2012

Approved as Submitted

APPENDIX M

Pending Review

No3313

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

CA5456  25

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

None

Summary of Modification

Modify Appendix M – Delete Appendix M 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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1st Comment Period History                        08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012

C
A

5
4
5
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

Ken Cureton

No

7/20/2012

Approved as Submitted

CHAPTER 45

Pending Review

No45

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

CA5460  26

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

None

Summary of Modification

Modify CHAPTER 45 to change designation to CHAPTER 46. Proposed Modifications required the re-numbering of existing chapters 

in order to allow for the inclusion of new chapters

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 maintain proper 

formatting of the Code that will allow for the incorporation of the additional chapters proposed in other proposed code modifications.

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 maintain proper formatting of the Code that will allow for the incorporation of the additional chapters 

proposed in other proposed code modifications.

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 103 of 140

22/12/2012 Page 103 of 140



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
6
0
_
T

e
xt

O
fM

o
d
ifi

ca
tio

n
_
1
.p

n
g

C
A

5
4
6
0
  
T

e
x

t 
M

o
d

if
ic

a
ti

o
n

Code Administration2013 Triennial

Page 104 of 140

22/12/2012 Page 104 of 140



TAC: Code Administration
Total Mods for Code Administration in No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second: 3

Total Mods for report: 38

Sub Code: Building
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Attachments

Joe Bigelow

No

7/6/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second

105.4

Pending Review

No1

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

CA5001  27

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Update 105.4 in line with Commission plan to change 2013 FBC

Rationale

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 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 for updating the 203 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

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

C
A

5
0
0
1
-G

1
  

Proponent  Ken Cureton Submitted 9/21/2012 NoAttachments

The proposed sections provide for condition of permit as authorized by 553.79 FS.

Comment:
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Attachments

Joe Bigelow

No

7/19/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second

107.7

Pending Review

No1

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

CA5323  28

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

To be consistent with FL Law and to implement the Commission

Rationale

To be consistent with 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

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

C
A

5
3
2
3
-G

1
  

Proponent  Ken Cureton Submitted 9/21/2012 NoAttachments

The proposed modification adds text from HB 704.

Comment:
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Attachments

Joe Bigelow

No

7/12/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second

111.5

Pending Review

No1

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

CA5098  29

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

To be consistent with the Florida 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 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 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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TAC: Code Administration
Total Mods for Code Administration in Withdrawn: 2

Total Mods for report: 38

Sub Code: Building
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Attachments

Joe Bigelow

No

7/6/2012

Withdrawn

102.7

Pending Review

No1

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

CA4996  30

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Update 102.7

Rationale

To clarify the scope of the FBC in accordance w the statutes and to also implement the Commission approved process for the 2013 

FBC

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact.  Currently under 2010 code.  No new requirements being established

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

No impact.  Currently under 2010 code.  No new requirements being established

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact.  Currently 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 the previous code.  Field tested and prven 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 prven 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 prven to be effective

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Carried over from the previous code.  Field tested and prven 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

In accordance with FS and to implement the Commission approved plan for 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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Sub Code: Residential
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Attachments

Michael Goolsby

Yes

7/24/2012

Withdrawn

R301.1

Pending Review

Yes3

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

CA5625  31

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

The provisions contained in this chapter have unique specifications for application in the HVHZ. The beginning of the chapter needs to 

refer the reader to Chapter 44 for the applicable HVHZ requirements.

Rationale

The provisions contained in this chapter have unique specifications for application in the HVHZ.  The beginning of the chapter needs to 

refer the reader to Chapter 44 for the applicable HVHZ requirements.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact.  It provides clarity and direction in the code.

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

No impact.  It provides clarity and direction in the code.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

Cost savings by providing clarity and direction in the code.

Requirements

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

None.  The MOD provides direction and clarity for applicable HVHZ requirements.

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

Strengthens the code by providing clarity and direction when working in the HVHZ.

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

The modification does not discriminate against materials, products, methods or systems of construction.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

This modification enhances the code by directing users to the proper chapter of the 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?

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
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TAC: Code Administration
Total Mods for Code Administration in No Affirmative Recommendation without a Second: 7

Total Mods for report: 38

Sub Code: Building
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Attachments

Joe Bigelow

No

7/11/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation without a Second

107.1

Pending Review

No1

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

CA5084  32

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

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

Rationale

To be consistent with FL law and to also incorporate plans review criteria as established by the Commission and to implement the 

commission planfor updating the 2013 code

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

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

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

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

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

Currently used under the 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 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

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

C
A

5
0
8
4
-G

1
  

Proponent  Ken Cureton Submitted 9/21/2012 NoAttachments

The proposed modification provides for consistency with 471 &amp; 481 FS.

Comment:
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Attachments

Joe Bigelow

No

7/11/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation without a Second

109.1

Pending Review

No1

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

CA5089  33

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

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

Rationale

To be consistent with Florida 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 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

To be consistent with Florida Law 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

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

C
A

5
0
8
9
-G

1
  

Proponent  Ken Cureton Submitted 9/21/2012 NoAttachments

The proposed modification adds text for consistency with 553.80(7) FS.

Comment:
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Attachments

Joe Bigelow

No

7/11/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation without a Second

109.4

Pending Review

No1

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

CA5090  34

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

To be consistent with Florida Law and to implement the Commission plan to update the 2013 code

Rationale

To be consistent with FLorida 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 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

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

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

C
A

5
0
9
0
-G

1
  

Proponent  Ken Cureton Submitted 9/21/2012 NoAttachments

The proposed modification adds text for consistency with 553.79(6) FS.

Comment:
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Attachments

Joe Bigelow

No

7/11/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation without a Second

110.3.10

Pending Review

No1

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

CA5095  35

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo 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 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 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 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

1st Comment Period History                      08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012
5
0
9
5
-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

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?

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

C
A

5
0
9
5
-G

1
  

Proponent  Ken Cureton Submitted 9/21/2012 NoAttachments

The requirements for final 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

7/11/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation without a Second

110.3.8

Pending Review

No1

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

CA5094  36

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

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

Rationale

To be consistent with 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 201 code no new requirements being established

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

Currently used under 201 code no new requirements being established

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

Currently used under 201 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 form 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 form previous, field tested and proven to be effective

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

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

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Carried over form 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 Florida law 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

1st Comment Period History                      08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012
5
0
9
4
-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

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?

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

C
A

5
0
9
4
-G

1
  

Proponent  Ken Cureton Submitted 9/21/2012 NoAttachments

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

FS.

Comment:
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Sub Code: Existing Building
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Attachments

Ken Cureton

No

7/31/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation without a Second

907

Pending Review

No9

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

CA5881  37

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

None

Summary of Modification

Modify SECTION 907.4.1

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 maintain 

compliance with Florida Statutes as well as State of Florida provisions for elevators.

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 maintain compliance with Florida Statutes as well as State of Florida provisions for elevators.

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

C
A

5
8
8
1
-G

1
  

Proponent  Ken Cureton Submitted 9/21/2012 NoAttachments

The proposal provides consistency with Florida Statutes.

Comment:

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

C
A

5
8
8
1
-G

2
  

Proponent  BOAF CDC Submitted 9/23/2012 NoAttachments

Because a code provision was in the 2010 FBC does not make it Florida specific.

The amendment does not demonstrate by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exhibits a need to 

strengthen the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variations addressed by the foundation code. Per FS 553.73 (7) (g)

The proposed amendment was does not appear to have been submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to 

avoid resubmission to the Florida Building Code amendment process.

Comment:

Code Administration2013 Triennial
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Sub Code: Residential
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Attachments

Janet Gerard

Yes

7/25/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation without a Second

R202

Pending Review

No2

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

CA5654  38

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

R612.6

Summary of Modification

Provides definition of Product Approval

Rationale

Provides a definition for a term used in diferent contexts. Example Section 612.6 uses Approval number and Product Approval with no 

definition. This change proposal clarifies the term.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None. Currently product approval is required, this change only offers clarification

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

None. Currently product approval is required, this change only offers clarification

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None. Currently product approval is required, this change only offers clarification

Requirements

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

Currently product approval is required, this change only offers clarification

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

Currently product approval is required, this change only offers clarification

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

No. Currently product approval is required, this change only offers clarification

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

No. Currently product approval is required, this change only offers clarification

Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?  No
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	Approved as Modified
	Code Administration
	Building
	1-Scope and Administration
	(102.5)CA4992
	(103)CA4991
	(105.10)CA5078
	(105.11)CA5079
	(105.5)CA5002
	(105.9)CA5022
	(109.5)CA5091
	(109.6)CA5092
	(110.3.4)CA5096
	(113)CA5100
	(114)CA5101
	(116)CA5103




	Approved as Submitted
	Code Administration
	Building
	1-Scope and Administration
	(102.1.1)CA4986
	(105.12)CA5080
	(105.1)CA5634
	(105)CA5753
	(107.3.4.3)CA5086
	(107.3)CA5085
	(110.3.11)CA5637


	Existing Building
	2-Definitions
	(202)CA5938

	4-Prescriptive Compliance Method
	(Sections 409 and 410)CA5143

	13-Relocated or Moved Buildings
	(1301 and 1302)CA5159

	16-Referenced Standards
	(REFERENCED STANDARDS)CA5161


	Residential
	2-Definitions
	(R202)CA5423

	3313-Home Day Care-R-3 Occupancy
	(APPENDIX M)CA5456

	45-Referenced Standards
	(CHAPTER 45)CA5460




	No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second
	Code Administration
	Building
	1-Scope and Administration
	(105.4)CA5001
	(107.7)CA5323
	(111.5)CA5098




	Withdrawn
	Code Administration
	Building
	1-Scope and Administration
	(102.7)CA4996


	Residential
	3-Building Planning
	(R301.1)CA5625




	No Affirmative Recommendation without a Second
	Code Administration
	Building
	1-Scope and Administration
	(107.1)CA5084
	(109.1)CA5089
	(109.4)CA5090
	(110.3.10)CA5095
	(110.3.8)CA5094


	Existing Building
	9-Alterations - Level 3
	(907)CA5881


	Residential
	2-Definitions
	(R202)CA5654







