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TAC: Energy
Total Mods for Energy in Approved as Modified: 10

Total Mods for report: 79
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Attachments

Amanda Hickman

No

8/1/2012

Approved as Modified

C101.4.3

Pending Review

No1

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN5959  1

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

5957

Summary of Modification

Adds exception to list for Additions, alterations, renovations or repairs to an existing building.

Rationale

Surface applied window film to existing fenestration has been added to the list because it can enhance the performance of existing 

single pane fenestration products for protection from injuries and property damage due to broken glass, reduces solar heat gain and 

energy use, and ultraviolet transmittance and glare.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Beneficial. Provides clarity to code users.

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

Beneficial. Provides clarity to code users.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None. Provides clarity to code users.

Requirements

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

Yes. Provides clarity.

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

Yes. Provides clarity.

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

It does not. Provides clarity.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

It does not. Provides clarity.

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

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

1

Proponent Submitted 8/13/2012 YesAttachments Amanda Hickman

Rationale

Removes the words "single pane" from the proposed language in the original modification. The exception should apply to all 

fenestration assemblies not just single pane. Surface applied window film to existing fenestration has been added to the list 

because it can enhance the performance of existing single pane fenestration products for protection from injuries and property 

damage due to broken glass, reduces solar heat gain and energy use, and ultraviolet transmittance and glare.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

none. Inline with original modification.

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

none. Inline with original modification.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

none. Inline with original modification.

Requirements

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

yes. inline with origianl modification.

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

yes. inline with origianl modification.

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

does not. Inline with origianl modification.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

does not. Inline with origianl modification.

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

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

E
N

5
9
5
9
-G

1
  

Proponent  BOAF CDC Submitted 9/15/2012 NoAttachments

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

Ann Stanton

No

7/10/2012

Approved as Modified

C101.4.7

Pending Review

No1

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN5065  2

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Add Buildiing systems language for replacement equipment to code from 2010 FBC.

Rationale

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

Energy Conservation Code (IECC) base code with Florida specific requirements in order to maintain the efficiencies of the Florida 

Energy Efficiency Code for Building Construction adopted and amended pursuant to s. 553.901, FS, and in accordance with the 

Commission’s approved code change process.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None. Proposed language is in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

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

None. Proposed language is in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None. Proposed language is in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Requirements

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

Yes. Proposed language is in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

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

Yes. Proposed language is in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

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

No. Proposed language is in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

No. Proposed language is 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

Florida-specific criteria are brought forward from the 2010 FBC for replacment equipment.

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
6
5
-A

3

Proponent Submitted 9/23/2012 YesAttachments Eric Lacey

Rationale

Proposals EN5806, EN5065, and EN5031 incorporate language from Florida Statutes, but eliminate critical terms. If adopted, 

these proposals would lead to conflict with the statute and more confusion in the regulation of building alterations.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

This alternative should clarify the code and ensure that quality building materials are used in both new and existing 

buildings.

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

There should be no negative cost impact on building owners.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

There should be no negative impact on industry.

Requirements

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

This alternative language ensures consistency with Florida Statutes and clarity for code enforcers. It will help ensure energy 

and peak electricity savings in new and existing buildings undergoing alterations.

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

This alternative maintains the efficiencies of the 2012 IECC.

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

No.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

No.

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

Alternate Language

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

5
0
6
5
-A

2

Proponent Submitted 8/27/2012 YesAttachments Amy Schmidt

Rationale

The way it is written it would not allow more efficient systems to be used when desired.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

none

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

none

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

none

Requirements

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

yes

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

yes, allows for more efficienct products to be chosen

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

provides more options

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

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

Ann Stanton

No

7/10/2012

Approved as Modified

C101.4.8

Pending Review

No1

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN5066  3

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Add Florida-specific code exemptions to the 2013 code.

Rationale

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

Energy Conservation Code (IECC) base code with Florida specific requirements in order to maintain the efficiencies of the Florida 

Energy Efficiency Code for Building Construction adopted and amended pursuant to s. 553.901, FS, and in accordance with the 

Commission’s approved code change process.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None. Proposed language is in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

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

None. Proposed language is in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None. Proposed language is in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Requirements

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

Yes. Proposed language is in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

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

Yes. Proposed language is in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

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

No. Proposed language is in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

No. Proposed language is 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?

OTHER

Explanation of Choice

Some exempt buildings are covered by the IECC; however, not all are and they are not in a consistent section on 

exempt buildings.

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

Proposed language is in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

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

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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Alternate Language

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

2

Proponent Submitted 9/4/2012 YesAttachments Ann Stanton

Rationale

The Energy TAC and Commission added C101.4.8.4 #5 back into the Code during the 2012 Glitch Fix cycle. It has been in the 

code for years and addresses a Florida-specific concern, humidity control.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None.

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

None.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None.

Requirements

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

Yes.

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

Yes.

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

No.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

No.

YES

NO

OTHER

NO

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

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

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

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

code and why the proposed amendment applies to the state?

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

resubmission to the Florida Building Code amendment process?

This mod is Florida-specific and has been in the FBC-Energy for years.

Explanation of Choice
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Attachments

Amanda Hickman

No

8/1/2012

Approved as Modified

R101.4.3

Pending Review

No1

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN5957  4

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Adds exception to list for Additions, alterations, renovations or repairs to an existing building.

Rationale

Surface applied window film to existing fenestration has been added to the list because it can enhance the performance of existing 

single pane fenestration products for protection from injuries and property damage due to broken glass, reduces solar heat gain and 

energy use, and ultraviolet transmittance and glare.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Beneficial. Provides clarity to code users.

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

Beneficial. Provides clarity to code users.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None. Provides clarity to code users.

Requirements

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

Yes. Provides clarity.

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

Yes. Provides clarity.

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

It does not. Provides clarity.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

It does not. Provides clarity.

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

1st Comment Period History                      08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012
5
9
5
7
-A

1

Proponent Submitted 8/13/2012 YesAttachments Amanda Hickman

Rationale

Removes the words "single pane" from the proposed language in the original modification. The exception should apply to all 

fenestration assemblies not just single pane.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

none. Inline with original modification.

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

none. Inline with original modification.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

none. Inline with original modification.

Requirements

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

yes. inline with origianl modification.

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

yes. inline with origianl modification.

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

does not. Inline with origianl modification.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

does not. Inline with origianl modification.

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

Ann Stanton

No

7/9/2012

Approved as Modified

R101.4.7

Pending Review

No1

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN5031  5

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Include provisions for new Building systems installed in existing buildings per Ch. 553.903, FS.

Rationale

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

Energy Conservation Code (IECC) base code with Florida specific requirements in order to maintain the efficiencies of the Florida 

Energy Efficiency Code for Building Construction adopted and amended pursuant to s. 553.901, FS, and in accordance with the 

Commission’s approved code change process.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None. Proposed language is currently in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

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

None. Proposed language is currently in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None. Proposed language is currently in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Requirements

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

Yes. Proposed language is currently in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

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

Yes. Proposed language is currently in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

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

No. Proposed language is currently in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

No. Proposed language is currently 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

Proposed language was in the 2010 FBC.  It was processed in accordance with an approved plan from the Florida 

Building Commission for the purpose of maintaining Florida efficiencies.

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
3
1
-A

3

Proponent Submitted 9/23/2012 YesAttachments Eric Lacey

Rationale

Proposals EN5806, EN5065, and EN5031 incorporate language from Florida Statutes, but eliminate critical terms. If adopted, 

these proposals would lead to conflict with the statute and more confusion in the regulation of building alterations.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

This alternative language will maintain consistency with Florida Statutes and will clarify the code.

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

There should be no negative impact on building and property owners.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

There should be no impact on industry.

Requirements

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

This alternative to EN5031 maintains consistency with Florida Statutes and the 2012 IECC. It also clarifies the code and 

ensures that quality building products are used in both new and existing buildings undergoing renovations.

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

This alternative maintains the efficiencies of the 2012 IECC and consistency with Florida Statutes.

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

No.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

No.

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

Alternate Language

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

5
0
3
1
-A

2

Proponent Submitted 8/27/2012 YesAttachments Amy Schmidt

Rationale

Allows those who choose to use more efficient equipment to do so and opens up duct sealing exception to other "code 

approved equivalent" products as the primary section R101.4.7.1.1 does.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

none

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

none

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

none

Requirements

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

yes

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

yes

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

does not restrict products as does the original language

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

no, it does not

YES

YES

YES

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

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

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

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

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

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

resubmission to the Florida Building Code amendment process?

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

E
N

5
0
3
1
-G

1
  

Proponent  BOAF CDC Submitted 9/15/2012 NoAttachments

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.

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)

This section has some basis in F.S., but needs to be written consistent with the statute language.

Sections 101.4.7.1 through 101.4.7.2 is based on language derived from F.S. 553.912.  However, the statute does not require 

the building department to collect any documentation nor for the contractor to affix any documentation to the air handler in order 

to comply with the statute.

Comment:

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

E
N

5
0
3
1
-G

2
  

Proponent  Joseph Eysie Submitted 9/23/2012 NoAttachments

The Florida Natural Gas Association (FNGA) supports Mod EN5031, requiring minimum efficiency requirements for new products 

being installed in existing buildings.

Comment:

Energy2013 Triennial

Page 31 of 345

22/12/2012 Page 31 of 345



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
3
1
_
T

e
xt

O
fM

o
d
ifi

ca
tio

n
_
1
.p

n
g

E
N

5
0
3
1
  
T

e
x

t 
M

o
d

if
ic

a
ti

o
n

Energy2013 Triennial

Page 32 of 345

22/12/2012 Page 32 of 345



P
a

g
e

: 
2

h
tt
p
:/
/w

w
w

.f
lo

ri
d
a
b
u
ild

in
g
.o

rg
/U

p
lo

a
d
/M

o
d
ifi

ca
tio

n
s/

R
e
n
d
e
re

d
/M

o
d
_
5
0
3
1
_
T

e
xt

O
fM

o
d
ifi

ca
tio

n
_
2
.p

n
g

E
N

5
0
3
1
  
T

e
x

t 
M

o
d

if
ic

a
ti

o
n

Energy2013 Triennial

Page 33 of 345

22/12/2012 Page 33 of 345



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
3
1
_
A

2
_
T

e
xt

O
fM

o
d
ifi

ca
tio

n
_
1
.p

n
g

E
N

5
0
3
1
 -

A
2
 T

e
x

t 
M

o
d

if
ic

a
ti

o
n

Energy2013 Triennial

Page 34 of 345

22/12/2012 Page 34 of 345



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
3
1
_
A

3
_
T

e
xt

O
fM

o
d
ifi

ca
tio

n
_
1
.p

n
g

E
N

5
0
3
1
 -

A
3
 T

e
x

t 
M

o
d

if
ic

a
ti

o
n

Energy2013 Triennial

Page 35 of 345

22/12/2012 Page 35 of 345



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
3
1
_
A

3
_
R

a
tio

n
a
le

_
E

N
5
0
3
1
 R

E
C

A
 C

o
m

m
e
n
t_

1
.p

n
g

E
N

5
0
3
1
 -

A
3
 R

a
ti

o
n

a
le

Energy2013 Triennial

Page 36 of 345

22/12/2012 Page 36 of 345



Attachments

Ann Stanton

No

7/9/2012

Approved as Modified

R103.1.1

Pending Review

No1

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN5033  6

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Provides for Florida-specific code compliance certification.

Rationale

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

Energy Conservation Code (IECC) base code with Florida specific requirements in order to maintain the efficiencies of the Florida 

Energy Efficiency Code for Building Construction adopted and amended pursuant to s. 553.901, FS, and in accordance with the 

Commission’s approved code change process.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None. Proposed language is in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

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

None. Proposed language is in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None. Proposed language is in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Requirements

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

Yes. Proposed language is in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

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

Yes. Proposed language is in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

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

No. Proposed language is in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

No. Proposed language is 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

Explanation of Choice

Proposed language was in the 2010 FBC.  It was processed in accordance with an approved plan from the Florida 

Building Commission for the purpose of maintaining Florida efficiencies.

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

Proposed language was in the 2010 FBC.  It was processed in accordance with an approved plan from the Florida 

Building Commission for the purpose of maintaining Florida efficiencies.

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
3
3
-A

1

Proponent Submitted 9/23/2012 YesAttachments Oscar Calleja

Rationale

Clarified language to show individual capacity of HVAC equipment under the exception is: less than or equal to a nominal 15 

ton system. Previous language showed = 15 tons.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Clarifies who can submit Energy Calculations and Heat Load Calculations.

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

Neutral

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

Neutral

Requirements

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

Yes

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

Improves the code

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

Does not discriminate

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not defrade the effectiveness of the code.

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

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

E
N

5
0
3
3
-G

1
  

Proponent  BOAF CDC Submitted 9/15/2012 NoAttachments

Unnecessary, This is design criteria language already covered in part by F.S. 471 and 481.

The code compliance section (R103.1.1.2) is statute required.  It does not need to be brought into the code for enforcement.

Comment:
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Attachments

Ann Stanton

No

7/30/2012

Approved as Modified

C407.4

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN5740  7

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Make documentation of software Florida-specific.

Rationale

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

Energy Conservation Code (IECC) base code with Florida specific requirements in order to maintain the efficiencies of the Florida 

Energy Efficiency Code for Building Construction adopted and amended pursuant to s. 553.901,FS, and in accordance with the 

Commission’s approved code change process.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None. Proposed language is currently in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

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

None. Proposed language is currently in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None. Proposed language is currently in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Requirements

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

Yes. Proposed language is currently in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

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

Yes. Proposed language is currently in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

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

No. Proposed language is currently in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

No. Proposed language is currently 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

Proposed language was in the 2010 FBC.  It was processed in accordance with an approved plan from the Florida 

Building Commission for the purpose of maintaining Florida efficiencies.

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

E
N

5
7
4
0
-G

1
  

Proponent  BOAF CDC Submitted 9/15/2012 NoAttachments

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

Michael Nau

Yes

7/6/2012

Approved as Modified

R402.1.1 &amp; 402.1.3

Pending Review

Yes4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN4987  8

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

This proposal establishes a U-factor for Climate Zone 1 and makes allowances for impact product in Florida in the 2013 Code.

Rationale

This keeps climate zone 1 consistent with the U-factors in current 2010 Florida Building Code. It also allows recognition of impact 

products throughout the state, a life safety issue that Florida currently recognizes and IECC neglected to include in the 2012 Code.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

This proposal simplifies enforcement, as it keeps climate zone 1 consistent with current 2010 Florida Building Code. It also allows 

recognition of impact products throughout the state, a practice that is also consistent with current code.

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

No change from existing 2010 Code, no negative impact. This proposal allows a broader range of products than the current 2012 

IECC.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

This proposal keeps the values in line with current 2010 Florida Building Code. Industry is already up to date.

Requirements

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

Yes

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

Yes, this provides a broader range of energy efficient products suited for the State of Florida.

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

This proposal provides a more neutral ground for all common fenenstration materials.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

No, methodology is consistant with current 2010 code with some added stringency.

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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Alternate Language

1st Comment Period History                      08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012
4
9
8
7
-A

3

Proponent Submitted 9/23/2012 YesAttachments Eric Lacey

Rationale

This exception is unnecessary because there are products that meet both the efficiency and impact rating requirements of the 

2012 IECC, and there are other paths to compliance that provide flexibility to products that do not meet these standards.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

This alternative to EN4987 will make enforcement more uniform and will ensure that the correct windows are installed 

statewide.

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

This alternative will clarify to building owners and operators exactly what the window efficiency requirements are.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

This alternative to EN4987 will add clarity to the code.

Requirements

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

This alternative to EN4987 will improve the health, safety, and welfare of the general public by adding clarity to the code.

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

This alternative maintains the efficiencies of the 2012 IECC.

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

No.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

No.

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

Alternate Language

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

4
9
8
7
-A

1

Proponent Submitted 8/21/2012 YesAttachments Michael Nau

Rationale

This alternate language excludes the removal of Table 401.1.3. This keeps climate zone 1 consistant with U-factors in current 

2010 Florida Building Code. It also allows recognition of impact products throughout the state, a life safety issue that Florida 

currently recognizes and IECC neglected to include in the 2012 Code.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

This proposal simplifies enforcement, as it keeps climate zone 1 consistant with current 2010 Florida Buiklding Code. It also 

allows recognition of impact products throughout the state, a practice that is also consistant with current code.

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

No change from existing 2010 code, no negative impact. This proposal allows a broader range of products than the current 

2012 IECC.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

This proposal keeps the values in line with current 2010 Florida Building Code. Industry is already up to date.

Requirements

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

Yes

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

Yes, this provides a broader range of energy efficient products suited for the State of Florida.

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

This proposal provides a more nuetral ground for all common fenestration materials.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

No, methodology is consistant with current 2010 code with some added stringency.

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?

Energy2013 Triennial

Page 49 of 345

22/12/2012 Page 49 of 345



YES

NO

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

resubmission to the Florida Building Code amendment process?
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Attachments

Ann Stanton

No

7/27/2012

Approved as Modified

R402.2.12

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN5697  9

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

5051

Summary of Modification

Add Florida-specific criteria for installing air handlers in attics.

Rationale

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

Energy Conservation Code (IECC) base code with Florida specific requirements in order to maintain the efficiencies of the Florida 

Energy Efficiency Code for Building Construction adopted and amended pursuant to s. 553.901,FS, and in accordance with the 

Commission’s approved code change process.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None. Proposed language is currently in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

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

None. Proposed language is currently in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None. Proposed language is currently in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Requirements

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

Yes. Proposed language is currently in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

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

Yes. Proposed language is currently in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

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

No. Proposed language is currently in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

No. Proposed language is currently 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

Proposed language was in the 2010 FBC.  It was processed in accordance with an approved plan from the Florida 

Building Commission for the purpose of maintaining Florida efficiencies.

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

E
N

5
6
9
7
-G

1
  

Proponent  BOAF CDC Submitted 9/15/2012 NoAttachments

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

Ann Stanton

No

7/10/2012

Approved as Modified

R403.4.3

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN5053  10

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Add Florida-specific water heater efficiencies to the 2013 FBC.

Rationale

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

Energy Conservation Code (IECC) base code with Florida specific requirements in order to maintain the efficiencies of the Florida 

Energy Efficiency Code for Building Construction adopted and amended pursuant to s. 553.901, FS, and in accordance with the 

Commission’s approved code change process.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None. Proposed language is in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

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

None. Proposed language is in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None. Proposed language is in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Requirements

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

Yes. Proposed language is in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

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

Yes. Proposed language is in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

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

No. Proposed language is in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

No. Proposed language is 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 IECC relies on federal law to deal with water heater efficiencies; historically, Florida has specified such 

requirements. At the least, the following Florida-specifics need to be maintained:  R403.4.3.2.2.2 Combination service 

water heating systems,  R403.4.3.2.3 Solar water heating systems, and R403.4.4 Heat traps.  Combination systems are 

commonly used in Florida, solar systems are regulated by Florida law, and heat traps are required by Florida law.

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
5
3
-A

1

Proponent Submitted 9/21/2012 YesAttachments Ann Stanton

Rationale

The proposed language would remove a lot of unnecessary detail while still ensuring that water heater efficiencies are 

maintained. Such detail is included in the test standards for the equipment as included in Table C404.2. Installation of heat 

traps is required by Florida law, as is testing of solar systems.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None. Simplifies the code.

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

None. Simplifies the code.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None. Simplifies the code.

Requirements

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

Yes. Simplifies the code.

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

Yes. Simplifies the code.

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

No. Simplifies the code.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

No. Simplifies the code.

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

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

E
N

5
0
5
3
-G

1
  

Proponent  BOAF CDC Submitted 9/15/2012 NoAttachments

Unnecessary, 

These changes do not make any difference to the energy efficiency of a building.  Section R403.4.3.1.2 is for shutting off power, 

but does not say when or why.  This requirement is already provided for servicing in the electrical code.

Water heater efficiencies are based on National Standards already covered by the IECC.

No reason to modify the base code.

Comment:
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Attachments

Ann Stanton

No

8/2/2012

Approved as Submitted

Form R400D

Pending Review

No9

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN6010  11

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Need to update energy code form for residential prescriptive code compliance.

Rationale

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

Energy Conservation Code (IECC) base code with Florida specific requirements in order to maintain the efficiencies of the Florida 

Energy Efficiency Code for Building Construction adopted and amended pursuant to s. 553.901,FS, and in accordance with the 

Commission’s approved code change process.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None. Proposed language is currently in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

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

None. Proposed language is currently in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None. Proposed language is currently in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Requirements

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

Yes. Proposed language is currently in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

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

Yes. Proposed language is currently in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

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

No. Proposed language is currently in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

No. Proposed language is currently 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

Proposed language was in the 2010 FBC.  It was processed in accordance with an approved plan from the Florida 

Building Commission for the purpose of maintaining Florida efficiencies.

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

E
N

6
0
1
0
-G

1
  

Proponent  BOAF CDC Submitted 9/15/2012 NoAttachments

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

Ann Stanton

No

7/10/2012

Approved as Submitted

C101.4.10

Pending Review

No1

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN5067  12

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Add Florida-specific Limited or special use buildings category to the code from the 2010 FBC.

Rationale

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

Energy Conservation Code (IECC) base code with Florida specific requirements in order to maintain the efficiencies of the Florida 

Energy Efficiency Code for Building Construction adopted and amended pursuant to s. 553.901, FS, and in accordance with the 

Commission’s approved code change process.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None. Proposed language is in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

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

None. Proposed language is in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None. Proposed language is in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Requirements

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

Yes. Proposed language is in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

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

Yes. Proposed language is in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

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

No. Proposed language is in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

No. Proposed language is 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

Florida-specific criteria provides an out for buildings that have special circumstances that make it difficult to comply with 

the 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

E
N

5
0
6
7
-G

1
  

Proponent  BOAF CDC Submitted 9/15/2012 NoAttachments

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

Ann Stanton

No

7/27/2012

Approved as Submitted

C101.4.9

Pending Review

No1

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN5691  13

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Add Florida-specific criteria for shell buildings.

Rationale

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

Energy Conservation Code (IECC) base code with Florida specific requirements in order to maintain the efficiencies of the Florida 

Energy Efficiency Code for Building Construction adopted and amended pursuant to s. 553.901,FS, and in accordance with the 

Commission’s approved code change process.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None. Proposed language is currently in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

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

None. Proposed language is currently in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None. Proposed language is currently in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Requirements

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

Yes. Proposed language is currently in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

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

Yes. Proposed language is currently in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

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

No. Proposed language is currently in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

No. Proposed language is currently 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

Proposed language was in the 2010 FBC.  It was processed in accordance with an approved plan from the Florida 

Building Commission for the purpose of maintaining Florida efficiencies.

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

E
N

5
6
9
1
-G

1
  

Proponent  BOAF CDC Submitted 9/15/2012 NoAttachments

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.

This code change is unnecessary as the provisions contained in the proposed amendment are adequately addressed in the 

applicable international code. Per FS 553.73 (7) (g)

Comment:
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Attachments

Ann Stanton

No

7/10/2012

Approved as Submitted

C101.5.1

Pending Review

No1

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN5071  14

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Add Florida-specific compliance maters requirements to the 2013 code.

Rationale

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

Energy Conservation Code (IECC) base code with Florida specific requirements in order to maintain the efficiencies of the Florida 

Energy Efficiency Code for Building Construction adopted and amended pursuant to s. 553.901, FS, and in accordance with the 

Commission’s approved code change process.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None. Proposed language is in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

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

None. Proposed language is in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None. Proposed language is in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Requirements

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

Yes. Proposed language is in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

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

Yes. Proposed language is in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

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

No. Proposed language is in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

No. Proposed language is 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

In order to maintain code compliance consistency statewide, responsibility for approving code compliance methodology 

belongs with the Florida Building Commission.

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

E
N

5
0
7
1
-G

1
  

Proponent  BOAF CDC Submitted 9/15/2012 NoAttachments

This code change is unnecessary as the provisions contained in the proposed amendment are adequately addressed in the 

applicable international 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

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)

Comment:
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Attachments

Ann Stanton

No

7/10/2012

Approved as Submitted

C103.1.1

Pending Review

No1

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN5069  15

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Add Florida-specific commercial & residential highrise building certification criteria to the 2013 FBC.

Rationale

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

Energy Conservation Code (IECC) base code with Florida specific requirements in order to maintain the efficiencies of the Florida 

Energy Efficiency Code for Building Construction adopted and amended pursuant to s. 553.901, FS, and in accordance with the 

Commission’s approved code change process.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None. Proposed language is in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

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

None. Proposed language is in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None. Proposed language is in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Requirements

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

Yes. Proposed language is in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

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

Yes. Proposed language is in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

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

No. Proposed language is in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

No. Proposed language is 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

Florida-specific certification criteria have been in effect for years and are proposed in accordance with the provisions of 

Chapters 481.229, FS, 471.003, F.S. and 489, F.S.

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

E
N

5
0
6
9
-G

1
  

Proponent  BOAF CDC Submitted 9/15/2012 NoAttachments

Unnecessary, This is a design limitation derived from Florida Statute.  It is not a “Building Code” issue.  Building Departments 

currently enforce the design requirements of F.S. 471 and 481 without having those incorporated into the base code.

Comment:
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Attachments

Ann Stanton

No

7/27/2012

Approved as Submitted

C107-109

Pending Review

No1

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN5695  16

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

5069

Summary of Modification

Reserve FL-specific administrative provisions.

Rationale

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

Energy Conservation Code (IECC) base code with Florida specific requirements in order to maintain the efficiencies of the Florida 

Energy Efficiency Code for Building Construction adopted and amended pursuant to s. 553.901,FS, and in accordance with the 

Commission’s approved code change process.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None. Proposed language is currently in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

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

None. Proposed language is currently in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None. Proposed language is currently in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Requirements

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

Yes. Proposed language is currently in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

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

Yes. Proposed language is currently in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

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

No. Proposed language is currently in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

No. Proposed language is currently 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

Proposed language was in the 2010 FBC.  It was processed in accordance with an approved plan from the Florida 

Building Commission for the purpose of maintaining Florida efficiencies.

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

E
N

5
6
9
5
-G

1
  

Proponent  BOAF CDC Submitted 9/15/2012 NoAttachments

This code requirement should not be removed per the Commission’ 2013 FBC update process. “IBC requirements not applicable 

to Florida (i.e.; snow and seismic requirements) remain in the Code for purposes of formatting consistency with the Foundation 

Codes.” 

 

Commission Actions: on January 30, 2012. 

Motion—The Commission voted unanimously 17 – 0 in favor, to adopt the package of recommendations proposed by the 2013 

Code Update Process Ad Hoc Committee as presented.

Comment:
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Attachments

Ann Stanton

No

7/10/2012

Approved as Submitted

C110

Pending Review

No1

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN5073  17

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Add reporting requirements from the 2010 energy code.

Rationale

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

Energy Conservation Code (IECC) base code with Florida specific requirements in order to maintain the efficiencies of the Florida 

Energy Efficiency Code for Building Construction adopted and amended pursuant to s. 553.901, FS, and in accordance with the 

Commission’s approved code change process.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None. Proposed language is in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

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

None. Proposed language is in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None. Proposed language is in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Requirements

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

Yes. Proposed language is in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

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

Yes. Proposed language is in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

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

No. Proposed language is in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

No. Proposed language is 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

This Florida-specific requirement from the 2010 code provides for data tracking and reporting on construction trends in 

Florida.

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

Ann Stanton

No

7/9/2012

Approved as Submitted

R101.4.8

Pending Review

No1

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN5032  18

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Provides Florida-specific code exemptions per S. 553.905, FS, etc.

Rationale

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

Energy Conservation Code (IECC) base code with Florida specific requirements in order to maintain the efficiencies of the Florida 

Energy Efficiency Code for Building Construction adopted and amended pursuant to s. 553.901, FS, and in accordance with the 

Commission’s approved code change process.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None. Proposed language is currently in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

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

None. Proposed language is currently in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None. Proposed language is currently in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Requirements

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

Yes. Proposed language is currently in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

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

Yes. Proposed language is currently in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

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

No. Proposed language is currently in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

No. Proposed language is currently 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?

OTHER

Explanation of Choice

Some of the exemptions are in the IECC. They are referenced from the proposal.

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

Proposed language was in the 2010 FBC.  It was processed in accordance with an approved plan from the Florida 

Building Commission for the purpose of maintaining Florida efficiencies.

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

Ann Stanton

No

7/27/2012

Approved as Submitted

R101.5.1

Pending Review

No1

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN5693  19

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Add Florida-specific code compliance forms for residential buildings.

Rationale

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

Energy Conservation Code (IECC) base code with Florida specific requirements in order to maintain the efficiencies of the Florida 

Energy Efficiency Code for Building Construction adopted and amended pursuant to s. 553.901,FS, and in accordance with the 

Commission’s approved code change process.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None. Proposed language is currently in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

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

None. Proposed language is currently in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None. Proposed language is currently in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Requirements

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

Yes. Proposed language is currently in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

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

Yes. Proposed language is currently in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

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

No. Proposed language is currently in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

No. Proposed language is currently 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

Proposed language was in the 2010 FBC.  It was processed in accordance with an approved plan from the Florida 

Building Commission for the purpose of maintaining Florida efficiencies.

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

E
N

5
6
9
3
-G

1
  

Proponent  BOAF CDC Submitted 9/15/2012 NoAttachments

This code change is unnecessary as the provisions contained in the proposed amendment are adequately addressed in the 

applicable international code. Per FS 553.73 (7) (g)

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 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

Ann Stanton

No

7/27/2012

Approved as Submitted

R107-109

Pending Review

No1

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN5696  20

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

5695

Summary of Modification

Reserve FL-specific administrative provisions.

Rationale

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

Energy Conservation Code (IECC) base code with Florida specific requirements in order to maintain the efficiencies of the Florida 

Energy Efficiency Code for Building Construction adopted and amended pursuant to s. 553.901,FS, and in accordance with the 

Commission’s approved code change process.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None. Proposed language is currently in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

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

None. Proposed language is currently in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None. Proposed language is currently in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Requirements

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

Yes. Proposed language is currently in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

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

Yes. Proposed language is currently in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

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

No. Proposed language is currently in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

No. Proposed language is currently 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

Proposed language was in the 2010 FBC.  It was processed in accordance with an approved plan from the Florida 

Building Commission for the purpose of maintaining Florida efficiencies.

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

E
N

5
6
9
6
-G

1
  

Proponent  BOAF CDC Submitted 9/15/2012 NoAttachments

This code requirement should not be removed per the Commission’ 2013 FBC update process. “IBC requirements not applicable 

to Florida (i.e.; snow and seismic requirements) remain in the Code for purposes of formatting consistency with the Foundation 

Codes.” 

 

Commission Actions: on January 30, 2012. 

Motion—The Commission voted unanimously 17 – 0 in favor, to adopt the package of recommendations proposed by the 2013 

Code Update Process Ad Hoc Committee as presented. 

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.

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)

Comment:
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Attachments

Ann Stanton

No

7/10/2012

Approved as Submitted

R110

Pending Review

No1

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN5058  21

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Add energy code reporting forms from 2010 code.

Rationale

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

Energy Conservation Code (IECC) base code with Florida specific requirements in order to maintain the efficiencies of the Florida 

Energy Efficiency Code for Building Construction adopted and amended pursuant to s. 553.901, FS, and in accordance with the 

Commission’s approved code change process.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None. Proposed language is in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

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

None. Proposed language is in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None. Proposed language is in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Requirements

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

Yes. Proposed language is in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

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

Yes. Proposed language is in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

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

No. Proposed language is in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

No. Proposed language is 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

This Florida-specific requirement provides for data tracking and reporting on construction trends for both residential and 

commercial building construction in Florida.

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

Ann Stanton

No

7/10/2012

Approved as Submitted

C304

Pending Review

No3

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN5077  22

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Add Florida-specific materials testing and thermal properties criteria from the 2010 FBC.

Rationale

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

Energy Conservation Code (IECC) base code with Florida specific requirements in order to maintain the efficiencies of the Florida 

Energy Efficiency Code for Building Construction adopted and amended pursuant to s. 553.901, FS, and in accordance with the 

Commission’s approved code change process.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None. Proposed language is in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

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

None. Proposed language is in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None. Proposed language is in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Requirements

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

Yes. Proposed language is in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

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

Yes. Proposed language is in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

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

No. Proposed language is in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

No. Proposed language is 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 IECC does not provide criteria for determining U-factors, C-factors, F-factors or heat capacities as does the Florida 

energy code; the goal is a common testing and calculation set of criteria that will level the  playing field among product 

manufacturers and provide guidance to designers as is included in ASHRAE 90.1.

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

E
N

5
0
7
7
-G

1
  

Proponent  BOAF CDC Submitted 9/15/2012 NoAttachments

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:

Energy2013 Triennial

Page 130 of 345

22/12/2012 Page 130 of 345



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
7
7
_
T

e
xt

O
fM

o
d
ifi

ca
tio

n
_
1
.p

n
g

E
N

5
0
7
7
  
T

e
x

t 
M

o
d

if
ic

a
ti

o
n

Energy2013 Triennial

Page 131 of 345

22/12/2012 Page 131 of 345



P
a

g
e

: 
2

h
tt
p
:/
/w

w
w

.f
lo

ri
d
a
b
u
ild

in
g
.o

rg
/U

p
lo

a
d
/M

o
d
ifi

ca
tio

n
s/

R
e
n
d
e
re

d
/M

o
d
_
5
0
7
7
_
T

e
xt

O
fM

o
d
ifi

ca
tio

n
_
2
.p

n
g

E
N

5
0
7
7
  
T

e
x

t 
M

o
d

if
ic

a
ti

o
n

Energy2013 Triennial

Page 132 of 345

22/12/2012 Page 132 of 345



Attachments

Kenneth Cureton

No

7/5/2012

Approved as Submitted

C402.4.9 Building cavities

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN4938  23

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

None

Summary of Modification

Add section C402.4.9 Building cavities

Rationale

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

Energy Conservation Code (IECC) base code with Florida specific requirements in order to maintain the efficiencies of the Florida 

Energy Efficiency Code for Building Construction adopted and amended pursuant to s. 553.901.

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

Proposed language is currently adopted by the 2010 Florida Building Code.

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

Proposed language is currently adopted by the 2010 Florida Building Code.

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

Proposed language is currently adopted by the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Proposed language is currently adopted by 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 the current Florida energy efficiency 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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Attachments

Ken Cureton

No

7/6/2012

Approved as Submitted

C403.2.1

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN4964  24

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

None

Summary of Modification

MODIFY section C403.2.1 as follows:

Rationale

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

Energy Conservation Code (IECC) base code with Florida specific requirements in order to maintain the efficiencies of the Florida 

Energy Efficiency Code for Building Construction adopted and amended pursuant to s. 553.901 and in accordance with the 

Commission’s approved code change process.

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 the current Florida energy efficiency 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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Attachments

Ken Cureton

No

7/6/2012

Approved as Submitted

C403.2.4.3.4

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN4968  25

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

None

Summary of Modification

Add Section C403.2.4.3.4 Humidistatic Control

Rationale

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

Energy Conservation Code (IECC) base code with Florida specific requirements in order to maintain the efficiencies of the Florida 

Energy Efficiency Code for Building Construction adopted and amended pursuant to s. 553.901 and in accordance with the 

Commission’s approved code change process.

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 the current Florida energy efficiency 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

Energy2013 Triennial

Page 137 of 345

22/12/2012 Page 137 of 345



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

E
N

4
9
6
8
-G

1
  

Proponent  BOAF CDC Submitted 9/15/2012 NoAttachments

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.

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)

Comment:
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Attachments

Ken Cureton

No

7/6/2012

Approved as Submitted

C403.2.7

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN4969  26

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

None

Summary of Modification

MODIFY section C403.2.7 Duct and plenum insulation and sealing as follows

Rationale

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

Energy Conservation Code (IECC) base code with Florida specific requirements in order to maintain the efficiencies of the Florida 

Energy Efficiency Code for Building Construction adopted and amended pursuant to s. 553.901 and in accordance with the 

Commission’s approved code change process.

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 the current Florida energy efficiency 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

E
N

4
9
6
9
-G

1
  

Proponent  BOAF CDC Submitted 9/15/2012 NoAttachments

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 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

7/6/2012

Approved as Submitted

C403.4.8

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN4970  27

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

None

Summary of Modification

ADD section C403.4.8 - Condensing coils installed in cool air stream of another air-conditioning unit as follows

Rationale

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

Energy Conservation Code (IECC) base code with Florida specific requirements in order to maintain the efficiencies of the Florida 

Energy Efficiency Code for Building Construction adopted and amended pursuant to s. 553.901 and in accordance with the 

Commission’s approved code change process.

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 the current Florida energy efficiency 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

E
N

4
9
7
0
-G

1
  

Proponent  BOAF CDC Submitted 9/15/2012 NoAttachments

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 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

Ann Stanton

No

7/10/2012

Approved as Submitted

C404.7

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN5060  28

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Add Florida-specifc language that requires pool heaters to meet minimum efficiencies as in the 2010 FBC.

Rationale

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

Energy Conservation Code (IECC) base code with Florida specific requirements in order to maintain the efficiencies of the Florida 

Energy Efficiency Code for Building Construction adopted and amended pursuant to s. 553.901, FS, and in accordance with the 

Commission’s approved code change process.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None. Proposed language is in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

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

None. Proposed language is in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None. Proposed language is in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Requirements

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

Yes. Proposed language is in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

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

Yes. Proposed language is in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

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

No. Proposed language is in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

No. Proposed language is 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?

OTHER

Explanation of Choice

Although generally covered, no reference is made to efficiencies in Table C404.2.

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 IECC has not updated to the new federal requirements for swimming pool heaters effective 4/16/13. Also, the 2010 

Florida code requires that a copy of a test report be provided for heat pump pool heaters.

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

E
N

5
0
6
0
-G

1
  

Proponent  BOAF CDC Submitted 9/15/2012 NoAttachments

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)

Comment:
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Attachments

Ken Cureton

No

7/6/2012

Approved as Submitted

C404.8

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN4971  29

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

None

Summary of Modification

ADD section C404.8 Water flow rate controls as follows

Rationale

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

Energy Conservation Code (IECC) base code with Florida specific requirements in order to maintain the efficiencies of the Florida 

Energy Efficiency Code for Building Construction adopted and amended pursuant to s. 553.901 and in accordance with the 

Commission’s approved code change process.

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 the current Florida energy efficiency 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

E
N

4
9
7
1
-G

1
  

Proponent  BOAF CDC Submitted 9/15/2012 NoAttachments

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

7/6/2012

Approved as Submitted

C405.7

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN4989  30

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

None

Summary of Modification

MODIFY section C405.7 Electrical power as follows

Rationale

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

Energy Conservation Code (IECC) base code with Florida specific requirements in order to maintain the efficiencies of the Florida 

Energy Efficiency Code for Building Construction adopted and amended pursuant to s. 553.901 and in accordance with the 

Commission’s approved code change process.

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 the current Florida energy efficiency 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

E
N

4
9
8
9
-G

1
  

Proponent  BOAF CDC Submitted 9/15/2012 NoAttachments

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 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

Ann Stanton

No

7/17/2012

Approved as Submitted

C407.2.1

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN5215  31

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

The performance method of the IECC has no code minimum for insulation in the roof. The Florida-specific from the 2010 FBC-Energy 

Conservation is proposed.

Rationale

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

Energy Conservation Code (IECC) base code with Florida specific requirements in order to maintain the efficiencies of the Florida 

Energy Efficiency Code for Building Construction adopted and amended pursuant to s. 553.901,FS, and in accordance with the 

Commission’s approved code change process.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None. This provision is in the 2010 Florida Building Code, Energy Conservation.

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

None. This provision is in the 2010 Florida Building Code, Energy Conservation.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None. This provision is in the 2010 Florida Building Code, Energy Conservation.

Requirements

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

Yes. This provision is in the 2010 Florida Building Code, Energy Conservation.

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

Yes. This provision is in the 2010 Florida Building Code, Energy Conservation.

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

No. This provision is in the 2010 Florida Building Code, Energy Conservation.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

No. This provision is in the 2010 Florida Building Code, Energy Conservation.

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

Proposed language was in the 2010 FBC.  It was processed in accordance with an approved plan from the Florida 

Building Commission for the purpose of maintaining Florida efficiencies.

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

E
N

5
2
1
5
-G

1
  

Proponent  BOAF CDC Submitted 9/15/2012 NoAttachments

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)

This code change is unnecessary as the provisions contained in the proposed amendment are adequately addressed in the 

applicable international 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

Muthusamy Swami

No

7/31/2012

Approved as Submitted

C407.3

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN5837  32

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Modifies C407.3 Performance-based compliance to make energy cost used in the calculation uniform.

Rationale

To make compliance comparable across users

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None

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

None

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None

Requirements

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

Yes. Provides a basis for complying with the code on a uniformn basis for the public.

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

Improves the code by keeping the cost basis same and not allowing differential cost acorss users

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

The uniformity in energy cost is same across users and so does not discriminate.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

It does not degrade the code. On the contrary it makes the stringency uniform across users

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?

NO

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

Florida Building Code amendment process?

YES

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

E
N

5
8
3
7
-G

1
  

Proponent  BOAF CDC Submitted 9/15/2012 NoAttachments

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)

This code change is unnecessary as the provisions contained in the proposed amendment are adequately addressed in the 

applicable international 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

Muthusamy Swami

No

7/31/2012

Approved as Submitted

C407.5.1(1)

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN5845  33

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

TABLE C407.5.1(1)—continued SPECIFICATIONS FOR THE STANDARD REFERENCE AND PROPOSED DESIGNS to make 

calculation process uniform

Rationale

To make compliance comparable across users

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None

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

None

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None

Requirements

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

Yes. Provides a basis for complying with the code on a uniformn basis for the public.

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

Improves the code by keeping the calcualtion basis same

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

There is uniformity across users and so does not discriminate.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

It does not degrade the code. On the contrary it makes the stringency uniform across users

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?

NO

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

Florida Building Code amendment process?

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

E
N

5
8
4
5
-G

1
  

Proponent  BOAF CDC Submitted 9/15/2012 NoAttachments

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

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)

This code change is unnecessary as the provisions contained in the proposed amendment are adequately addressed in the 

applicable international code. Per FS 553.73 (7) (g)

Comment:
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Attachments

Muthusamy Swami

No

7/31/2012

Approved as Submitted

C407.5.2.4

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN5849  34

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Adds section C407.5.2.4 to deal with vegetative roofs and ERV creditd

Rationale

Provides additional options for compliance to save energy.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None

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

None

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None

Requirements

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

Yes. Provides a basis for added energy savings

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

Improves the code by allowing additional energy saving options

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

There is uniformity across users and so does not discriminate.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

It does not degrade the code. On the contrary, it allows additional savings

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?

NO

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

Florida Building Code amendment process?

YES

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

E
N

5
8
4
9
-G

1
  

Proponent  BOAF CDC Submitted 9/15/2012 NoAttachments

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

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)

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

E
N

5
8
4
9
-G

2
  

Proponent  Joseph Eysie Submitted 9/23/2012 NoAttachments

The Florida Natural Gas Association (FNGA) supports Mod EN5849 and feels the Mod could serve as a mechanism to 

encourage the installation of the Enthalpy Recovery Systems in Commercial Buildings.

Comment:
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Attachments

Muthusamy Swami

No

7/31/2012

Approved as Submitted

C407.5.3.2

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN5860  35

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Adds new Section C407.5.3 that modifies section 11.3.2 from the referenced standard ASHRAE 90.1

Rationale

To make compliance comparable across users and provide benefit for efficient fans

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None

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

None

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None

Requirements

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

Yes. Provides a basis for complying with the code on a uniformn basis for the public and provides credit for efficient equipment

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

Improves the code by encouraging efficient products

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

Does not specify any particular equipment type or product.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

It does not degrade the code. On the contrary it encourages efficient products

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?

NO

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

Florida Building Code amendment process?

YES

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

E
N

5
8
6
0
-G

1
  

Proponent  BOAF CDC Submitted 9/15/2012 NoAttachments

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

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)

This code change is unnecessary as the provisions contained in the proposed amendment are adequately addressed in the 

applicable international code. Per FS 553.73 (7) (g)

Comment:
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Attachments

Muthusamy Swami

No

7/31/2012

Approved as Submitted

C407.5.3

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN5853  36

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Adds table Table C407.5.3.1 HVAC Systems to modify referenced ASHRAE standard 90.1

Rationale

To make compliance comparable across users

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None

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

None

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None

Requirements

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

Yes. Provides a basis for complying with the code on a uniformn basis for the public.

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

Improves the code by keeping the calculation basis same.

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

There is uniformity across users and so does not discriminate.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

It does not degrade the code. On the contrary it makes the stringency uniform across users

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?

NO

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

Florida Building Code amendment process?

YES

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

E
N

5
8
5
3
-G

1
  

Proponent  BOAF CDC Submitted 9/15/2012 NoAttachments

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

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)

This code change is unnecessary as the provisions contained in the proposed amendment are adequately addressed in the 

applicable international code. Per FS 553.73 (7) (g)

Comment:

Energy2013 Triennial

Page 180 of 345

22/12/2012 Page 180 of 345



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
8
5
3
_
T

e
xt

O
fM

o
d
ifi

ca
tio

n
_
1
.p

n
g

E
N

5
8
5
3
  
T

e
x

t 
M

o
d

if
ic

a
ti

o
n

Energy2013 Triennial

Page 181 of 345

22/12/2012 Page 181 of 345



Attachments

Ann Stanton

No

7/30/2012

Approved as Submitted

C407.6.1

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN5778  37

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

5740, 5067

Summary of Modification

Make "specific approvals" Florida specific.

Rationale

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

Energy Conservation Code (IECC) base code with Florida specific requirements in order to maintain the efficiencies of the Florida 

Energy Efficiency Code for Building Construction adopted and amended pursuant to s. 553.901,FS, and in accordance with the 

Commission’s approved code change process.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None. Proposed language is currently in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

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

None. Proposed language is currently in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None. Proposed language is currently in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Requirements

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

Yes. Proposed language is currently in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

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

Yes. Proposed language is currently in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

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

No. Proposed language is currently in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

No. Proposed language is currently 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

Proposed language was in the 2010 FBC.  It was processed in accordance with an approved plan from the Florida 

Building Commission for the purpose of maintaining Florida efficiencies.

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

E
N

5
7
7
8
-G

1
  

Proponent  BOAF CDC Submitted 9/15/2012 NoAttachments

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 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.

This code change is unnecessary as the provisions contained in the proposed amendment are adequately addressed in the 

applicable international code. Per FS 553.73 (7) (g)

Comment:
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Attachments

Ken Cureton

No

7/6/2012

Approved as Submitted

C408.2.2

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN4990  38

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

None

Summary of Modification

MODIFY section C408.2.2 Air distribution system testing, adjusting and balancing as follows

Rationale

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

Energy Conservation Code (IECC) base code with Florida specific requirements in order to maintain the efficiencies of the Florida 

Energy Efficiency Code for Building Construction adopted and amended pursuant to s. 553.901 and in accordance with the 

Commission’s approved code change process.

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 the current Florida energy efficiency 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

E
N

4
9
9
0
-G

1
  

Proponent  BOAF CDC Submitted 9/15/2012 NoAttachments

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.

This code change is unnecessary as the provisions contained in the proposed amendment are adequately addressed in the 

applicable international code. Per FS 553.73 (7) (g)

Comment:
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Attachments

Ann Stanton

No

7/10/2012

Approved as Submitted

R401.3

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN5050  39

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Replace IECC requirement for certificate with Florida requirement for EPL Disiplay Card as required by Florida law.

Rationale

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

Energy Conservation Code (IECC) base code with Florida specific requirements in order to maintain the efficiencies of the Florida 

Energy Efficiency Code for Building Construction adopted and amended pursuant to s. 553.901, FS, and in accordance with the 

Commission’s approved code change process.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None. Proposed language is in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

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

None. Proposed language is in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None. Proposed language is in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Requirements

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

Yes. Proposed language is in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

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

Yes. Proposed language is in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

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

No. Proposed language is in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

No. Proposed language is 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

Proposed language is in the 2010 Florida Building Code and is required by Florida law.

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

E
N

5
0
5
0
-G

1
  

Proponent  BOAF CDC Submitted 9/15/2012 NoAttachments

Unnecessary.  Adding the statute language to the code is not needed as building departments are required to comply with 

statute as well as code.

Comment:
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Attachments

Jeff Sonne / FSEC

No

7/23/2012

Approved as Submitted

R402.5 and R405.5.3

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN5605  40

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

EN5047

Summary of Modification

THIS MODIFICATION APPLIES STRICTLY TO THE PERFORMANCE METHOD. This modification removes irrelevant climate-zone 

U-factor requirements from the performance method and moves performance compliance maximum fenestration SHGC requirement 

to Section R405.5.3 and provides overhang depth alternative.

Rationale

Prescriptive compliance already has separate window U-factor and SHGC requirements stipulated in Table R402.1.1, so section 

R402.5 only applies to performance compliance; this mod moves the requirement to Section 405 (performance) for clarity. 

Removing the irrelevant climate-zone U-factor requirement makes the section appropriate for Florida performance compliance 

specifically.

Porches provide shade for windows.  Relaxing the SHGC requirement for performance compliance only for dwellings with large 

overhangs will help lower costs and typically increase visible light in these dwellings, preserving Florida vernacular architecture while 

still upholding energy performance.  

Similar language is already in the 2010 Florida Building Code (in Section 402.5 instead of Section 405).

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None; similar language is in the 2010 Florida Building Code (in Section 402.5 instead of Section 405).

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

None; similar language is in the 2010 Florida Building Code (in Section 402.5 instead of Section 405).

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None; similar language is in the 2010 Florida Building Code (in Section 402.5 instead of Section 405).

Requirements

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

Clarifies code and alternative provides builders of Florida vernacular architecture more choices of how to achieve code 

compliance.  Similar language is in the 2010 Florida Building Code (in Section 402.5 instead of Section 405).

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

Clarifies code and alternative provides builders of Florida vernacular architecture more choices of how to achieve code 

compliance.  Similar language is in the 2010 Florida Building Code (in Section 402.5 instead of Section 405).

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

Neutral; alternative increases options in applicable cases.  Similar language is in the 2010 Florida Building Code (in Section 

402.5 instead of Section 405).

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Performance code must still be met.  Similar language is in the 2010 Florida Building Code (in Section 402.5 instead of Section 

405).

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?

OTHER

Explanation of Choice

Clarifies code and makes section specific to Florida.

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

Changes make section Florida specific and reduce confusion by eliminating non-Florida climate zones. Modification 

allows credit for Florida vernacular architecture shading methods.

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

E
N

5
6
0
5
-G

1
  

Proponent  BOAF CDC Submitted 9/15/2012 NoAttachments

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.

This code requirement should not be removed per the Commission’ 2013 FBC update process. “IBC requirements not applicable 

to Florida (i.e.; snow and seismic requirements) remain in the Code for purposes of formatting consistency with the Foundation 

Codes.”

Comment:
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Attachments

Cheryl Harris

No

7/31/2012

Approved as Submitted

R403.6.1.2 &amp; R403.6.1.3

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN5844  41

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

To maintain Florida Specific Code related to heating equipment capacity

Rationale

To provide clarification on sizing heating equipment for Florida buildings.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Neutral

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

More cost effective

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

More cost effective

Requirements

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

Yes

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

Improves

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

Does not discriminate

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade the effectiveness 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

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

E
N

5
8
4
4
-G

1
  

Proponent  BOAF CDC Submitted 9/15/2012 NoAttachments

This code change is unnecessary as the provisions contained in the proposed amendment are adequately addressed in the 

applicable international code. Per FS 553.73 (7) (g)   See R403.6 Equipment Sizing (Mandatory)

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)

Comment:
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Attachments

Ann Stanton

No

7/10/2012

Approved as Submitted

R403.6.1

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN5057  42

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Add Florida-specific equipment sizing criteria from the 2010 code.

Rationale

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

Energy Conservation Code (IECC) base code with Florida specific requirements in order to maintain the efficiencies of the Florida 

Energy Efficiency Code for Building Construction adopted and amended pursuant to s. 553.901, FS, and in accordance with the 

Commission’s approved code change process.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None. Proposed language is in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

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

None. Proposed language is in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None. Proposed language is in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Requirements

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

Yes. Proposed language is in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

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

Yes. Proposed language is in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

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

No. Proposed language is in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

No. Proposed language is 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

Florida has had significantly expanded requirements for equipment sizing for years.

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

E
N

5
0
5
7
-G

1
  

Proponent  BOAF CDC Submitted 9/15/2012 NoAttachments

This code change is unnecessary as the provisions contained in the proposed amendment are adequately addressed in the 

applicable international code. Per FS 553.73 (7) (g) 

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

Ann Stanton

No

7/10/2012

Approved as Submitted

R405.2.1

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN5046  43

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Include Florida minimum ceiling R-value of R-19, space permitting, which has been in Florida law since 1980.

Rationale

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

Energy Conservation Code (IECC) base code with Florida specific requirements in order to maintain the efficiencies of the Florida 

Energy Efficiency Code for Building Construction adopted and amended pursuant to s. 553.901, FS, and in accordance with the 

Commission’s approved code change process.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None. Proposed language is in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

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

None. Proposed language is in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None. Proposed language is in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Requirements

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

Yes. Proposed language is in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

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

Yes. Proposed language is in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

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

No. Proposed language is in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

No. Proposed language is 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

Proposed language was in the 2010 FBC.  It was processed in accordance with an approved plan from the Florida 

Building Commission for the purpose of maintaining Florida efficiencies.

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

E
N

5
0
4
6
-G

1
  

Proponent  BOAF CDC Submitted 9/15/2012 NoAttachments

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)

Comment:
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Attachments

Jeff Sonne / FSEC

No

7/27/2012

Approved as Submitted

R405.3, Appendix B B-1

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN5699  44

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

None.

Summary of Modification

Modify section R405.3 to mirror the compliance calculation method used in the 2010 FEC and add Appendix B from 2010 FEC to 

specify the calculation methods.

Rationale

The compliance calculation procedure used by the 2010 FEC is proposed. The 2012 IECC requires the use of energy cost budgets or, 

as an exception, the use of source energy for compliance calculations. However, energy prices may vary substantially from time to 

time and from location to location making the use of energy cost problematic from a calculation perspective and subject to significant 

argument across fuel and power providers. Likewise, the use of source energy as specified by the 2012 IECC will also be subject to 

significant argument among impacted parties as Florida utilities do not necessarily line up with national source energy multipliers. The 

proposed normalized Modified Loads calculation procedure has been in effect in Florida since the 2008 code and it is highly 

recommended that Florida not change from this procedure.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None.

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

None, there is no substantive change in code stringency proposed by this modification.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None, there is no substantive change in code stringency proposed by this modification.

Requirements

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

Yes, the welfare of the general public is protected by the proposed Mod.

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

No, the same compliance and calculation procedure is used in the 2010 FEC

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

No, it does not discriminate against any material, product, method or system of construction.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

No, it maintains the same code effectiveness.

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

Energy2013 Triennial

Page 203 of 345

22/12/2012 Page 203 of 345



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

E
N

5
6
9
9
-G

1
  

Proponent  BOAF CDC Submitted 9/15/2012 NoAttachments

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

E
N

5
6
9
9
-G

2
  

Proponent  Arlene Stewart Submitted 9/19/2012 NoAttachments

This language is a very substantive regulation over how the calculation is does, effectively blocking many other calculations that 

could be recognized by AHJ.  Given that the IECC has either has not heard or not approved of such restrictive language, it may 

be unnecessary to do so as it does not appear to contain information geared to Florida weather.  Utilities in other states face the 

same variations.

Comment:
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Attachments

Mark Nowak

No

7/20/2012

Approved as Submitted

R405.5.2(1)

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN5445  45

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Reintroduces mechanical equipment efficiency as a variable in the simulated performance option.

Rationale

This proposal will restore reasonable performance criteria to the energy code that existed in the foundation code prior to 2009 and that 

were adopted as a Florida-specific amendment in the 2010 Florida Energy Code.  Without these provisions that differentiate between 

mechanical equipment efficiency in the proposed design and the standard reference design, there is little incentive to use the 

simulated performance option that typically provides a better performing building over prescriptive designs in a more cost-effective 

manner.  If the owner or builder will not receive compliance credit for such measures, the current foundation code will result in a 

disincentive to use higher-performing equipment that typically far exceeds the impact of envelope improvements on energy savings.

Although this proposal by definition will deliver an equivalent building in terms of energy use, in reality it will result in higher-performing 

buildings in many cases because of the higher savings at lower cost from equipment efficiency improvements compared to envelope 

or other improvements.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None.  The same submittals will be required as currently in the code and no additional inspections will be required.

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

The proposal provides more options to meet the code in the most cost-effective manner.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None.

Requirements

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

The proposal offers at least equivalent performance to the foundation code and in many cases will improve over the foundation 

code.

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

The proposal offers at least equivalent performance to the foundation code and in many cases will improve over the foundation 

code.

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

The proposal provides greater flexibility and choice of products than the foundation code.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

The proposal provides equivalent or better performance than the foundation 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?

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

E
N

5
4
4
5
-G

1
  

Proponent  Ann Stanton Submitted 9/4/2012 YesAttachments

Support for this modification can be found in federal law. Section 327(c) of the Energy Policy and Conservation Act (see attached 

file) requires energy codes with baseline features that include &quot;covered&quot; products (including HVAC and water heating 

equipment) to be at the federal code minimums.

Comment:

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

E
N

5
4
4
5
-G

2
  

Proponent  Eric Lacey Submitted 9/23/2012 YesAttachments

This proposal should be disapproved because it re-introduces an energy efficiency loophole that is not allowed in either the 2009 

or 2012 IECC.

Comment:
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Attachments

Ann Stanton

No

7/10/2012

Approved as Submitted

R405.5.3

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN5047  46

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Adds Florida-specific calculation procedures for glazing.

Rationale

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

Energy Conservation Code (IECC) base code with Florida specific requirements in order to maintain the efficiencies of the Florida 

Energy Efficiency Code for Building Construction adopted and amended pursuant to s. 553.901, FS, and in accordance with the 

Commission’s approved code change process.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None. Proposed language is in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

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

None. Proposed language is in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None. Proposed language is in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Requirements

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

Yes. Proposed language is in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

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

Yes. Proposed language is in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

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

No. Proposed language is in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

No. Proposed language is 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

Proposed language was in the 2010 FBC.  It was processed in accordance with an approved plan from the Florida 

Building Commission for the purpose of maintaining Florida efficiencies.

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

E
N

5
0
4
7
-G

1
  

Proponent  BOAF CDC Submitted 9/15/2012 NoAttachments

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

Jeff Sonne / FSEC

No

8/1/2012

Approved as Submitted

R405.6.3

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN5943  47

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

None.

Summary of Modification

Reduce Energy Factors of proposed home instantaneous water heaters for performance compliance calculations.

Rationale

There is empirical evidence that instantaneous water heaters do not perform at their

rated efficiency when subjected to realistic hot water draw profiles. The DOE procedure

for establishing the Energy Factor prescribes six equal, hourly draws totaling 64.3

gallons during the first 5 hours of a 24-hour testing period. Occupants more commonly

make dozens of smaller draws throughout a day. Instantaneous water heaters are

subject to significant thermal loss directly following a draw. The DOE procedure does

not adequately capture the totality of thermal losses stemming from typical residential

use. Based on results of lab and field testing conducted by Davis Energy Group (and limited tests by the Florida Solar Energy Center 

using DOE/NREL draw profiles)

an adjustment factor of 0.92 to the Energy Factor for gas, oil and electric instantaneous water heaters is recommended. The Florida 

Building Commission passed a similar modification for the 2010 Florida Building Code, and in April 2012 RESNET passed a 0.92 

adjustment factor for energy ratings.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None; similar modification was approved for the 2010 Florida Building Code.

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

None; similar modification was approved for the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None; similar modification was approved for the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Requirements

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

Public is benefited by more accurate energy code calculations.  A similar modification was approved for the 2010 Florida Building 

Code.

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

Improves accuracy of energy code calculations.

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

Neutral; only improves accuracy of code calculations.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Improves code effectiveness by providing more accurate energy code calculations.

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

Florida lab tests have indicated that the reduction factor is warrented.

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

E
N

5
9
4
3
-G

1
  

Proponent  BOAF CDC Submitted 9/15/2012 NoAttachments

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

Ann Stanton

No

7/10/2012

Approved as Submitted

R405.7

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN5049  48

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Add requirements for residential energy code credit options from 2010 code.

Rationale

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

Energy Conservation Code (IECC) base code with Florida specific requirements in order to maintain the efficiencies of the Florida 

Energy Efficiency Code for Building Construction adopted and amended pursuant to s. 553.901, FS, and in accordance with the 

Commission’s approved code change process.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None. Proposed language is  in  the 2010 Florida Building Code.

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

None. Proposed language is  in  the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None. Proposed language is  in  the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Requirements

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

Yes. Proposed language is  in  the 2010 Florida Building Code.

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

Yes. Proposed language is  in  the 2010 Florida Building Code.

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

No. Proposed language is  in  the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

No. Proposed language is  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

Proposed language was in the 2010 FBC.  It was processed in accordance with an approved plan from the Florida 

Building Commission for the purpose of maintaining Florida efficiencies.

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

E
N

5
0
4
9
-G

1
  

Proponent  BOAF CDC Submitted 9/15/2012 NoAttachments

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

E
N

5
0
4
9
-G

2
  

Proponent  Eric Lacey Submitted 9/23/2012 YesAttachments

Although we do not specifically oppose the individual components and practices outlined by EN5049, the Commission must 

ensure that the assumptions behind these measures (and the resulting credits in the performance path) are “needed to 

accommodate the specific needs of this state.”  Where these options are not included in the 2012 IECC, the proponent should 

also be required to show that they do not weaken the code.

Comment:
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Attachments

Jeff Sonne / FSEC

No

7/31/2012

Approved as Submitted

R-RESNET

Pending Review

No5

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN5802  49

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

EN5677, EN5687

Summary of Modification

Add RESNET 2006 Mortgage Industry National Home Energy Rating Systems Standards as duct airtightness testing reference.

Rationale

Provides standard reference for duct leakage testing in code mods EN5677 and EN5687.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None; reference only.

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

None; reference only.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None; reference only.

Requirements

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

Helps the public by providing a duct leakage testing standard reference.

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

Helps clarify the code by providing a duct leakage testing standard reference.

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

No; reference only.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

No; reference only.

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

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

E
N

5
8
0
2
-G

1
  

Proponent  BOAF CDC Submitted 9/15/2012 NoAttachments

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

E
N

5
8
0
2
-G

2
  

Proponent  Jeff Sonne / FSEC Submitted 9/21/2012 NoAttachments

Section 803 of the RESNET 2006 Mortgage Industry National Home Energy Rating Systems Standards is referenced in two code 

mods: EN5677 and EN5687.  The RESNET Standards document can be found at: 

http://www.resnet.us/standards/RESNET_Mortgage_Industry_National_HERS_Standards.pdf (Section 803 is on page 8-11).

Comment:
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Sub Code: Existing Building
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Attachments

Ken Cureton

No

7/31/2012

Approved as Submitted

1106

Pending Review

No11

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN5871  50

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

None

Summary of Modification

Modify SECTION 1106.1

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 implement 

legislative mandates as well as the Florida Building Codes – Accessibility and Energy Conservation.

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 implement legislative mandates as well as the Florida Building Codes – Accessibility and Energy 

Conservation.

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

E
N

5
8
7
1
-G

1
  

Proponent  BOAF CDC Submitted 9/17/2012 NoAttachments

The Florida existing code supplement will have the same intro stating where the code proscribe the use of the International code 

use the corresponding Florida code.

Comment:
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TAC: Energy
Total Mods for Energy in No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second: 11

Total Mods for report: 79

Sub Code: Energy Conservation
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Attachments

Ann Stanton

No

7/10/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second

C101.4.1

Pending Review

No1

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN5059  51

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Add Florida-specific table, Applicability, Existing Buildings, from 2010 code.

Rationale

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

Energy Conservation Code (IECC) base code with Florida specific requirements in order to maintain the efficiencies of the Florida 

Energy Efficiency Code for Building Construction adopted and amended pursuant to s. 553.901, FS, and in accordance with the 

Commission’s approved code change process.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None. Proposed language is in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

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

None. Proposed language is in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None. Proposed language is in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Requirements

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

Yes. Proposed language is in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

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

Yes. Proposed language is in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

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

No. Proposed language is in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

No. Proposed language is 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

Florida-specific requirements are brought forward from the 2010 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
5
9
-A

1

Proponent Submitted 9/23/2012 YesAttachments Eric Lacey

Rationale

Proposals EN5030 and EN5059 are inconsistent with DBPR’s recently-established position on replacement fenestration, and 

they introduce language into the Florida Building Code that conflicts with Florida law and with other provisions of the Code. The 

proposed language may be read to exempt replacement windows from having to meet any efficiency requirements except in 

very rare cases, which will reduce energy efficiency and is inconsistent with Florida statutes.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

This modification to EN5059 should make enforcement more consistent.

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

This modification to EN5059 clarifies the code and makes it more uniform. There should be no negative cost impact.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

There should be no negative cost impact to industry. In fact, uniform efficiency targets for products used in new and existing 

buildings should lead to economies of scale.

Requirements

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

This modification to EN5059 ensures that quality windows are installed in new buildings and in alterations to existing 

buildings. This will help curb the need for Florida to build additional peak electrical capacity and keep energy costs low for all 

citizens.

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

This modification to EN5059 maintains the efficiencies of the 2012 IECC.

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

No.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

No.

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

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

E
N

5
0
5
9
-G

1
  

Proponent  BOAF CDC Submitted 9/15/2012 NoAttachments

The changes to this section are made to keep the changes required by F.S. 553.9061.  However, this statute has been repealed, 

and therefore the changes are no longer a Florida specific issue and we should return to the base code.  Bringing this forward at 

this point is only justified due to having been included in a previous edition of the FBC.  Previous amendments have sunset 

provisions now.

The provision this is based upon has sunset with the other Florida Changes to the 2010 FBC

Comment:

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

E
N

5
0
5
9
-G

3
  

Proponent  Ann Stanton Submitted 9/21/2012 NoAttachments

In proposed Table 101.4.1 under the category &quot;New building systems&quot;, the term &quot;meeting the definition of 

Renovation&quot; does not belong there and should be removed.

Comment:
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Attachments

Ann Stanton

No

7/9/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second

R101.4.1

Pending Review

No1

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN5030  52

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Clarify Florida-specific applicability of energy code criteria for existing buildings .

Rationale

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

Energy Conservation Code (IECC) base coode with Florida specific requirements in order to maintain the efficincies of the Florida 

Energy Efficiency Code for Building Construction adopted and amended pursuant to S. 553.901, FS, and in accordance with the 

Commission&#39;s approve code change process.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None. Proposed language is currently in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

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

None. Proposed language is currently in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None. Proposed language is currently in 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 is currently 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 is currently 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 is currently in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

It does not. The proposed language is currently 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?

OTHER

Explanation of Choice

Some provisions are Florida specific and some are contained in the IECC.

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

Ch 553.903, F.S., contains applicability criteria above that in the IECC.

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
3
0
-A

1

Proponent Submitted 9/23/2012 YesAttachments Eric Lacey

Rationale

Proposals EN5030 and EN5059 are inconsistent with DBPR’s recently-established position on replacement fenestration, and 

they introduce language into the Florida Building Code that conflicts with Florida law and with other provisions of the Code. The 

proposed language may be read to exempt replacement windows from having to meet any efficiency requirements except in 

very rare cases, which will reduce energy efficiency and is inconsistent with Florida statutes.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

The proposed modification to EN5030 should clarify and simplify enforcement.

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

There should be no impact on building and property owners relative to cost.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

Industry will benefit from having uniform, clear standards for certain products used in new and existing buildings.

Requirements

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

EN5030 affects the types of products used in existing buildings. Because existing buildings make up such a disproportionate 

share of the energy savings potential, it is important to ensure clarity and uniformity in the application of the code.

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

This modification to EN5030 ensures that the code is enforced correctly.

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

This modification to EN5030 does not discriminate against products or materials.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

No.

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

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

E
N

5
0
3
0
-G

1
  

Proponent  BOAF CDC Submitted 9/15/2012 NoAttachments

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 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.

This code change is unnecessary as the provisions contained in the proposed amendment are adequately addressed in the 

applicable international code. Per FS 553.73 (7) (g)

Comment:
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Attachments

Cheryl Harris

No

7/31/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second

R101.4.7.1.1

Pending Review

No1

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN5807  53

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

To modify Florida specific code related to duct sealing

Rationale

To clarify whose responsibility it is to provide the certification form and that a standard form is not required.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Reduces responsibility for entity to develop forms

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

Neutral

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

Lowers cost of compliance

Requirements

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

Yes.

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

Improves the code

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

Does not discriminate

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade the effectiveness 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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Alternate Language

1st Comment Period History                      08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012
5
8
0
7
-A

1

Proponent Submitted 8/27/2012 YesAttachments Amy Schmidt

Rationale

Code approved equivalents are allowed in charging section and should be allowed in the exceptions. As written the exception 

is limiting products.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

none

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

none

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

none

Requirements

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

yes

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

yes

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

does not discriminate

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

does not degrade but improves the code

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

E
N

5
8
0
7
-G

1
  

Proponent  BOAF CDC Submitted 9/15/2012 NoAttachments

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.

This code change is unnecessary as the provisions contained in the proposed amendment are adequately addressed in the 

applicable international code. Per FS 553.73 (7) (g)

Comment:
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Attachments

Cheryl Harris

No

7/31/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second

R101.4.7.1.2

Pending Review

No1

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN5809  54

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

To modify the Florida Specific Code related to replacement equipment sizing

Rationale

To clarify format of report and how calculations were performed for sizing in the Florida specific cod.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Improve enforcement

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

Neutral

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

Lower costs

Requirements

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

yes

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

Improves

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

Does not discriminate

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade the effectiveness 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

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

E
N

5
8
0
9
-G

1
  

Proponent  BOAF CDC Submitted 9/15/2012 NoAttachments

Until Florida Statute 553.912 is revised, this section cannot be allowed to restrict the application to only residential units.  The 

statute is clear the legislature intended this requirement for “All air conditioners”.  Also, restricting the forms to computer 

generated would require all contractors to purchase a program for this.  There are a number of hand forms out there that would 

comply with the required calculation procedure.

Comment:

Energy2013 Triennial

Page 250 of 345

22/12/2012 Page 250 of 345



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
8
0
9
_
T

e
xt

O
fM

o
d
ifi

ca
tio

n
_
1
.p

n
g

E
N

5
8
0
9
  
T

e
x

t 
M

o
d

if
ic

a
ti

o
n

Energy2013 Triennial

Page 251 of 345

22/12/2012 Page 251 of 345



Attachments

Michael Nau

Yes

7/6/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second

R402.3.6

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN5000  55

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

This proposal establishes the current 2010 code values for replacement fenestration in the 2013 Code

Rationale

This modification clarifies the current confusion regarding replacement fenestration, confining the requirements into one section and 

table. This mod allows industry to provide products that meet the values that were already in the earlier 2010 code.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

This clarifies what is currently under contention in the 2010 Energy Code. Enforcement officials will already be familiar with the 

standard from the previous 2010 Code.

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

This is actually a clarification from the 2010 Code; there should be little impact relative to availability and cost. Industry is already 

moving to meet these values in the 2010 Code.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

Industry is already aware of this requirement and is either already up to date or working toward compliance. This brings 

replacement in line with the intent of the 2010 code.

Requirements

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

This proposal makes clear requirements for energy efficiency for replacement fenestration and ensures the public upgraded 

perfomance without unjustifiable stringency or expense.

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

Sets clear requiremnts for energy efficiency in replacement windows and doors.

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

All materials commonly used in fenestration can meet the stringency of this code.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

On the contrary, it improves it.

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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Alternate Language

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

4

Proponent Submitted 9/23/2012 YesAttachments Eric Lacey

Rationale

Replacement fenestration should meet the same U-factor and SHGC requirements as windows used in new construction. 

RECA agrees with the proponent that the 2010 Florida Building Code, Energy Conservation currently requires replacement 

windows to meet a U-factor of 0.65 and a SHGC of 0.30. These are the same requirements that apply to windows used in new 

construction. We also agree that placing the replacement fenestration requirements directly in Section 402.3.6 of the 2013 

code will bring additional clarity. However, we believe that replacement fenestration and windows used in new construction 

should both meet the improved requirements of the 2012 IECC.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

There should be no impact related to the enforcement of the code.

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

Code-compliant windows are readily available in Florida, and the cost of compliance will be more than offset by energy 

savings over the useful life of the windows.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

Uniform requirements for windows used in new and existing buildings will provide consistent efficiency targets for 

manufacturers and retailers and should lead to economies of scale.

Requirements

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

The proposal saves energy and peak electricity demand, which will benefit all citizens by helping curb the need to build new 

peak generation.

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

The modification to EN5000 restores an important requirement to the 2012 IECC.

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

A variety of products from multiple manufacturers are capable of meeting or exceeding these standards.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

No.

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

Alternate Language

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

5
0
0
0
-A

2

Proponent Submitted 9/20/2012 YesAttachments Roger LeBrun

Rationale

The change covers products that perform better than current code allows, even though the lower proposed U-factor is still 40% 

LESS efficient than the new construction requirements.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Does not change current enforcement practice.

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

Life cycle costs will be less under the proposed change.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No known impact on industry, since compliant products are widely available.

Requirements

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

Better comfort for occupants.

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

Increases energy efficiency cost effectively.

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

No effect on marketability of most currently available compliant products.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Strengthens the effectiveness of the code by saving more energy.

Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?  No
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1st Comment Period History                        08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012

E
N

5
0
0
0
-G

1
  

Proponent  BOAF CDC Submitted 9/15/2012 NoAttachments

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)

Comment:
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Attachments

Joseph Belcher

No

8/2/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second

R402.3.6

Pending Review

Yes4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN6022  56

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

None

Summary of Modification

Modification to replacement window provisions.

Rationale

See uploaded file.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact.

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

Will result in a reduction in costs to building and property owners to replace fenestration where replacement of fenestration is the 

only renovation to the structure and the replacement is not a renovation as defined by the code.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

Approval of the proposed change will reduce costs relative to compliance with the code when only partial or total replacement of 

fenestration is desired provided the replacement does not meet the code definition of renovation.

Requirements

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

The proposed amendment will positively affect the health, safety, and welfare of the general public by eliminating a glitch by 

clarifying the application of Section 402.3.6 is limited to the replacement of fenestration when such replacement meets the code 

definition of building renovation.

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

The proposed amendment will improve the code by eliminating a glitch by clarifying the application of Section 402.3.6 is limited to 

the replacement of fenestration when such replacement meets the code definition of building renovation.

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

The proposed amendment does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of 

demonstrated capabilities.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

The proposed amendment will eliminate a conflict by clarifying the application of Section 402.3.6 is limited to the replacement of 

fenestration when such replacement meets the code definition of building renovation which improves the effectiveness 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?

NO

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

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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1st Comment Period History                        08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012

E
N

6
0
2
2
-G

1
  

Proponent  BOAF CDC Submitted 9/15/2012 NoAttachments

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)

This code change is unnecessary as the provisions contained in the proposed amendment are adequately addressed in the 

applicable international 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

E
N

6
0
2
2
-G

2
  

Proponent  Eric Lacey Submitted 9/23/2012 YesAttachments

Replacement windows can have a huge impact on Florida’s energy efficiency.  These products should not be exempt from 

regulation by the Florida Building Commission.

Comment:
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Attachments

Arlene Stewart

No

7/24/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second

R402.4.1.2

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN5624  57

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Proposal cross references Florida statute on certified professionals as applicable to the IECC provision

Rationale

Florida statute provides a mechanism for training and certifying professional on whole house testing. This cross reference ensures 

continued compliance with Florida law.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

none, this statute has been in place for more than a decade.

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

None,  this statute has been in place for more than a decade.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None this statute has been in place for more than a decade.

Requirements

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

Yes. There are many unregulated house testers in the state of Florida who may or may not have adequate training and 

competency.  By cross referencing FS statute, FBC will ensure that this provision is executed by qualified professionals.

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

Yes because it ensures that professionals that conduct the tests have regulatory oversight by DPBR where they have to prove 

competency for the task required by code

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

Does not discriminate.  In fact, it supports the &quot;demonstrated capabilities&#39; concept

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

No

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

Energy2013 Triennial

Page 265 of 345

22/12/2012 Page 265 of 345



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
6
2
4
_
T

e
xt

O
fM

o
d
ifi

ca
tio

n
_
1
.p

n
g

E
N

5
6
2
4
  
T

e
x

t 
M

o
d

if
ic

a
ti

o
n

Energy2013 Triennial

Page 266 of 345

22/12/2012 Page 266 of 345



Attachments

Jeff Sonne / FSEC

No

8/2/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second

R403.2.1

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN6015  58

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

EN5662

Summary of Modification

Prescriptive compliance duct location and insulation.

Rationale

Makes this section consistent with the duct requirements of Table 402.1.1 of the 2010 FEC and 2013 code mod EN5662 which is in 

part intended to provide the same duct requirements as Table 402.1.1.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None; consistent with Table 402.1.1 of the 2010 FEC.

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

None; consistent with Table 402.1.1 of the 2010 FEC.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None; consistent with Table 402.1.1 of the 2010 FEC.

Requirements

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

Yes; provides consistency with Table 402.1.1 of the 2010 FEC and will provide consistency for 2013 FEC if code mod EN5662 is 

approved.

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

Yes; provides consistency with Table 402.1.1 of the 2010 FEC and will provide consistency for 2013 FEC if code mod EN5662 is 

approved.

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

No; provides consistency only.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Improves code effectiveness by providing consistency between code sections.

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

Provides consistency with 2010 FEC and will provide consistency for 2013 FEC if code mod EN5662 is approved.

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

E
N

6
0
1
5
-G

1
  

Proponent  BOAF CDC Submitted 9/15/2012 NoAttachments

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.

This code change is unnecessary as the provisions contained in the proposed amendment are adequately addressed in the 

applicable international code. Per FS 553.73 (7) (g)

Comment:

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

E
N

6
0
1
5
-G

2
  

Proponent  BOAF CDC Submitted 9/15/2012 NoAttachments

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.

This code change is unnecessary as the provisions contained in the proposed amendment are adequately addressed in the 

applicable international code. Per FS 553.73 (7) (g)

Comment:
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Attachments

Arlene Stewart

No

7/24/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second

R403.2.2

Pending Review

Yes4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN5628  59

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Proposal cross references Florida statute on certified professionals as applicable to the IECC provision

Rationale

Florida statute provides a mechanism for certifying professionals on duct testing. This cross reference ensures continued compliance 

with Florida law.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

none, this BERS statute has been in place for more than a decade and the AC contractors licensing provision was added in the 

2012 legislative session.

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

None,  this BERS statute has been in place for more than a decade and the AC contractors licensing provision was added in the 

2012 legislative session.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None,  this BERS statute has been in place for more than a decade and the AC contractors licensing provision was added in the 

2012 legislative session.

Requirements

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

Yes. There are many unregulated duct testers in the state of Florida who may or may not have adequate training and 

competency.  By cross referencing these two FS statute, FBC will ensure that this provision is executed by qualified 

professionals.

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

Yes because it ensures that professionals that conduct the tests have regulatory oversight by DPBR

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

Does not discriminate.  In fact, it supports the &quot;demonstrated capabilities&#39; concept

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

No

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

E
N

5
6
2
8
-G

1
  

Proponent  BOAF CDC Submitted 9/19/2012 NoAttachments

Codes in general do not cross reference for professional credentialing provisions that are found in State Statute.  Further, while 

the BERS program may provide certification for these skill sets and trades, BERS is completely voluntarily as a residential 

program and not mandated to be completed as part of normal residential construction.  It is not the intent to have a code 

mandated sole source for compliance.  Rather, it allows the tester to be approved by the AHJ and it should remain that way.  

Original language should be preserved to allow for greater choice in the marketplace and maintain the building official’s authority 

to recognize such entities.

Comment:
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Attachments

Representing FL Swimming Pool Assoc

No

8/1/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second

R403.9

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN5814  60

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Moves swimming pool and spa criteria from 2010 code, with exception of APSP-15 reference, forward into the 2013 code.

Rationale

To comply with s. 553.73(7)(a), F.S., the proposed modification will supplement the most current version of the IECC with FL specific 

requirements in order to ensure the efficiencies of the FEEC are maintained, pursuant to s. 553.901., F.S.  Eliminating the reference to 

APSP-15, but bringing all other pool/spa energy language forward, eliminates duplication and unnecessary provisions not needed to 

comply with the intent of the legislature.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Will eliminate confusion and therefore building department man hours by not including reference to APSP-15, but keeping the 

remaining proposed language that is in the 2010 FL Building Code.

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

Will decrease cost to owners by eliminating reference to APSP-15, but keeping the remaining proposed language that is in the 

2010 FL Building Code.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

Will decrease cost to industry by eliminating reference to APSP-15, but keeping the remaining proposed language that is in the 

2010 FL Building Code.

Requirements

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

Yes, proposed language is in the 2010 FL Building Code.

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

Yes, proposed language is in the 2010 FL Building Code.

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

No, proposed language is in the 2010 FL Building Code.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

No, proposed language is in the 2010 FL 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

Proposed language was in the 2010 FBC.  It was processed in accordance with an approved plan from the FL Building 

Commission for the purpose of maintaining FL efficiencies, based on the 2008 legislative mandate to incorporate 

efficiencies for pools and spas.

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

E
N

5
8
1
4
-G

1
  

Proponent  BOAF CDC Submitted 9/15/2012 NoAttachments

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)

Comment:
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Attachments

Ann Stanton

No

7/30/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second

R405.4

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN5741  61

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Make documentation of software Florida-specific.

Rationale

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

Energy Conservation Code (IECC) base code with Florida specific requirements in order to maintain the efficiencies of the Florida 

Energy Efficiency Code for Building Construction adopted and amended pursuant to s. 553.901,FS, and in accordance with the 

Commission’s approved code change process.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None. Proposed language is currently in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

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

None. Proposed language is currently in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None. Proposed language is currently in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Requirements

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

Yes. Proposed language is currently in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

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

Yes. Proposed language is currently in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

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

No. Proposed language is currently in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

No. Proposed language is currently 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

Proposed language was in the 2010 FBC.  It was processed in accordance with an approved plan from the Florida 

Building Commission for the purpose of maintaining Florida efficiencies.

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

E
N

5
7
4
1
-G

1
  

Proponent  BOAF CDC Submitted 9/15/2012 NoAttachments

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)

Comment:
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TAC: Energy
Total Mods for Energy in Withdrawn: 2

Total Mods for report: 79

Sub Code: Energy Conservation
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Attachments

jerry paul

No

7/17/2012

Withdrawn

C403.2.3(7)

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN5125  62

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

Remove &quot;centrifugal&quot; from section C403.2.3.1 and from the footnotes in Table C403.2.3(7). Delete section C403.2.3.2.

Summary of Modification

In Table C403.2.3(7), combine the water cooled, electrically operated, positive displacement and centrifugal chiller categories into a 

single category, "Water cooled electrically operated chillers" with the higher energy efficiency requirements now achievable by all.

Rationale

The current version of the table results in preferential treatment for one type of compressor (positive displacement) by allowing lower 

energy efficiency solely for that compressor type, therefore discriminating against other compressor types (such as centrifugal 

compressors) which are required to meet a HIGHER efficiency standard.  The Code should not pick one over the other.  All 

compressor types should be treated equally pursuant to a single category.  The higher efficiency standard should apply to all 

compressor types as a matter of fair competition and consistent with Florida policy of promoting higher commercial building energy 

efficiency.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Increased energy efficiencies for commercial buildings should be expected.  Also, reduced part-load capacities willl result, 

therefore conserving electrical capacity and improving load management for utilities.  No costs are expected.

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

Reduced energy consumption resulting in savings in electric bill.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

There should be no additional impact relative to cost.

Requirements

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

Government should not pick winners and losers through code provisions that provide preferences for technology types.  Free 

market competition is a more fair and cost effective model for technology selection.

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

Higher efficiency centrifigal, oil-free compressors would no longer be at a regulatory disadvantage.  The same efficiency 

requirements would apply equally to all compressor types therefore increasing the certainty and fairness of the Code.

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

This modification removes a policy which currently discriminates against one compressor type.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

The Code would become more effective because building owners whould have freedom to choose compressor technologies 

based upon merit rather than artificially differing efficiency standards that favor a single technology.

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

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

E
N

5
1
2
5
-G

1
  

Proponent  BOAF CDC Submitted 9/15/2012 NoAttachments

This code change is unnecessary as the provisions contained in the proposed amendment are adequately addressed in the 

applicable international code. Per FS 553.73 (7) (g) 

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)

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

E
N

5
1
2
5
-G

2
  

Proponent  jerry paul Submitted 9/21/2012 NoAttachments

Comment EN5125-G1 relies on criterion from F.S. 553.73(g) that apply when “…amendments that expire pursuant to this para 

are resubmitted through the FBC code adoption process”.  The mod does not “resubmit an amendment that has expired” so the 

criterion does not apply to this mod.

The comment asserts the inapplicable criteria that “[t]he code change is unnecessary as the provisions are adequately 

addressed in the applicable icode”.  The mod itself is not addressed in the icode.  Although the code includes the referenced 

table, the mod corrects a portion that discriminates between different eqpmt types for water cooled chillers.  The section for air 

cooled chillers does not include those distinctions (therefore does not discriminate) and neither should the water cooled section.    

The comment also asserts inapplicable criteria that “[t]he amendment does not demonstrate that the FL geographical jurisdiction 

exhibits need to strengthen the code…”  FL’s climate and heating/cooling needs are indeed unique.  FL is the only state w/in the 

Tropical Climate Class Regime (Koppen Aw). FL has the largest popul and most buildings w/in the Humid Subtropical Regime 

(Koppen Cfa).  FL’s Pub Svc Commission recognizes the variations between FL and other states for heating/cooling energy 

consumption.  See http://www.psc.state.fl.us/publications/pdf/electricgas/DSM_Peer_Report_201_01_20_final.pdf

including:   “FL’s energy usage exhibits higher variation than other states due to FL’s weather, customer base, and high reliance 

on electricity for cooling &amp; heating; Elec cooling &amp; heating load contribute significantly to elec peak demand and the 

need for new power plants; FL has a unique weather profile compared to other states, with the highest cooling degree days and 

lowest heating degree days of any state in the U.S.; Given the greater variation in customer usage patterns, the benefits 

associated with reducing peak demand are particularly important in FL.”

Comment:

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

E
N

5
1
2
5
-G

3
  

Proponent  Richard Lord Submitted 9/21/2012 YesAttachments

The proposed modification to the table should be rejected.  AHRI has developed a revision that has been approved unamously 

buy the chiller section which will be presented to ASHRAE 90.1 on Oct 5.  We strongly recommend it be considered in place of 

the proposed flawed table modifications.

Comment:

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

E
N

5
1
2
5
-G

4
  

Proponent  Ralph Breisch Submitted 9/22/2012 NoAttachments

The proposed changes to code will have two MAJOR impacts.  It will force end-users to switch to less efficient air-cooled 

equipment when systems require less than 200 tons of cooling, or it will require them to pay a very significant premium to switch 

from positive displacement compressor technology to centrifugal technology.  In fact in some instances, less than 150 tons, 

centrifugal chiller technology does NOT exist that can meet the proposed standard.  I know this because I work for a major OEM 

chiller manufacturer that utilizes the Danfoss-Turbocor centrifugal compressor.

In simple terms it has been proposed that ALL positive displacement chillers be eliminated by setting efficiency goals so high 

that they cannot be met.  This means that the efficiency levels achievable by positive displacement technology available today 

will not meet the proposed guidelines.  It will be illegal under the proposed energy code to sell any:  water-cooled scroll, 

water-cooled screw, or water-cooled reciprocating chillers.  They will not meet the proposed guidelines. 

Also, many flooded magnetic centrifugal chillers under 200 Tons will be non-compliant depending upon the choice of 

compressors.  At a minimum, the cost of flooded magnetic centrifugal chillers under 200 Tons will rise significantly in order to 

meet the proposed efficiency levels.

We believe that energy efficiency is important both environmentally and financially but  the implementation of energy code that 

eliminates good chiller solutions by imposing unachievable efficiency levels that favor equipment unsuited for the application is 

foolish.  Smaller water-cooled applications will be forced to use a very, very limited portfolio of equipment and will likely force 

much of that market segment to air-cooled.  This will limit competition in this segment and consequently drive up the price of 

water-cooled solutions.

Ralph Breisch

Executive Vice President

Multistack, LLC

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

E
N

5
1
2
5
-G

5
  

Proponent  Karim Amrane Submitted 9/22/2012 YesAttachments

See attached comments

Comment:

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

E
N

5
1
2
5
-G

6
  

Proponent  Dennis Manthei Submitted 9/22/2012 NoAttachments

I am a senior staff engineer working for a chiller supplier that will be prevented from supplying chiller products in Florida if 

revisions to the Florida Building Code, revision 05125, are enacted.

There have been changes proposed to the Florida Building Code (energy code) that are unreasonable and will be detrimental to 

all positive displacement chiller business in Florida.

In simple terms it has been proposed that ALL positive displacement chillers be eliminated by setting efficiency goals so high 

that they cannot be met. They will not meet the proposed guidelines.  The method of changing the rules to simply eliminate the 

positive displacement portion means there no longer is any competition for chillers in Florida.

Also, many flooded magnetic centrifugal chillers under 200 tons will be non-compliant depending upon the choice of 

compressors. At a minimum, the cost of flooded magnetic centrifugal chillers under 200 tons will rise significantly in order to 

meet the proposed efficiency levels.  Leveling the playing field by eliminating the competition is not the free enterprise solution.

Energy efficiency is important both environmentally and financially but the implementation of energy code that eliminates good 

chiller solutions by imposing unachievable efficiency levels that favor equipment unsuited for the application is foolish. Smaller 

water-cooled applications will be forced to use a very, very limited portfolio of equipment and will likely force much of that market 

segment to air-cooled. This will limit competition in this segment and consequently drive up the price of water-cooled solutions.

Comment:

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

E
N

5
1
2
5
-G

7
  

Proponent  William Martin Submitted 9/23/2012 NoAttachments

As a person who has used oil free, magnetic centrifugal technology for the past 12 years, re writing the code to where it favors 

this technology makes no sense. There are many applications where this compressor type does not work well. Furthermore, due 

to the higher cost of this type of equipment, there are applications where this equipment will never payback to the owners for 

installing it without large financial incentives. The financial incentives become the responsibility of the utilities and or the 

government. When the equipment does not perform as promised, a financial problem will occur.

Creating a monopoly for one product type is unethical. In the lower tonnage ranges of 200 tons and below, the majority of the 

market is scroll and screw compressors. These compressors can get very close to the efficiencies as magnetic bearing 

machines especially with digital scroll and vfd driven screws.

Comment:

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

E
N

5
1
2
5
-G

8
  

Proponent  Clatworthy Michael Submitted 9/23/2012 NoAttachments

These changes are unreasonable and will be detrimental to all positive displacement chiller business in Florida. In many small to 

medium tonnage applications positive displacement is the ONLY choice. The proposed change seems to favor a single 

Florida-based manufacturer.

In simple terms it has been proposed that ALL positive displacement chillers be eliminated by setting efficiency goals so high 

that they cannot be met.  This means that the efficiency levels achievable by positive displacement technology available today 

will not meet the proposed guidelines.  It will be illegal under the proposed energy code to sell any:  water-cooled scroll, 

water-cooled screw, or water-cooled reciprocating chillers.  They will not meet the proposed guidelines. 

Also, many flooded magnetic centrifugal chillers under 200 Tons will be non-compliant depending upon the choice of 

compressors.  At a minimum, the cost of flooded magnetic centrifugal chillers under 200 Tons will rise significantly in order to 

meet the proposed efficiency levels.

We believe that energy efficiency is important both environmentally and financially but  the implementation of energy code that 

eliminates good chiller solutions by imposing unachievable efficiency levels that favor equipment unsuited for the application is 

foolish.  Smaller water-cooled applications will be forced to use a very, very limited portfolio of equipment and will likely force 

much of that market segment to air-cooled.  This will limit competition in this segment and consequently drive up the price of 

water-cooled solution.

These proposed changes have NOT been thought through. I urge you to carefully analyze the real impact this will have on 

manufacturers and building owners.

Comment:
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Attachments

Dwight Wilkes

Yes

7/27/2012

Withdrawn

R402.1.1

Pending Review

Yes4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN5698  63

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

To reinstate the current Florida footnote to Table R402.1.1 in the Base code [2012 IECC] for impact rated fenestration products with 

modification to U-factor.

Rationale

If the current Florida footnote for impact fenestration in the wind-borne debris regions is not reinserted into the Florida Codes and the 

maximum U-factor of the window is lowered to 0.40, it may require the window manufacturer to change the glass package and framing 

types they are using and have their product re-evaluated in accordance with NFRC procedures for thermal performance.  

They may then have to have their product recertified for impact resistance because they were now being required to use a new glass 

package and/or frame type to meet more restrictive thermal performance requirements. 

So in essence, the manufacturer of impact resistant products would need to have them recertified twice to meet new, lower maximum 

U-factor criteria and impact requirements.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact to local entity as building officials are already familiar with an allowance for impact products as they exist in the current 

2010 code.

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

If the footnote is not reinstated and the U-factor remains this could increase the cost to property owners by reducing the products 

available.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

If the footnote is not reinstated and the U-factor remains this could increase the cost to industry.

Requirements

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

yes, allows recognition of impact products throughout the state, a life safety issue that Florida currently recognizes.

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

Yes, as this proposed modification provides a wider range of energy efficient products suited for the State of Florida.

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

This will provide an opportunity for more products without discriminating against materials, methods or systems.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade the code as this is consistent with the current 2010 Florida code with some additional strengthening to 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?

YES
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Alternate Language

1st Comment Period History                      08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012
5
6
9
8
-A

2

Proponent Submitted 9/23/2012 YesAttachments Eric Lacey

Rationale

This exception is unnecessary because there are products that meet both the efficiency and impact rating requirements of the 

2012 IECC, and there are other paths to compliance that provide flexibility to products that do not meet these standards.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

This alternative should add clarity to the code, improving compliance and enforcement.

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

There should be no impact on property owners.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

This alternative should add clarity to the code, improving compliance and enforcement.

Requirements

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

This alternative to EN5698 will add clarity to the code and will ensure that efficient windows are installed wherever possible.

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

This alternative to EN5698 maintains the efficiencies of the 2012 IECC.

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

No.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

No.

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

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

E
N

5
6
9
8
-G

1
  

Proponent  BOAF CDC Submitted 9/15/2012 NoAttachments

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)

Comment:
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TAC: Energy
Total Mods for Energy in No Affirmative Recommendation without a Second: 16

Total Mods for report: 79

Sub Code: Energy Conservation
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Attachments

Cheryl Harris

No

7/31/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation without a Second

C103.2.1

Pending Review

No1

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN5876  64

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

To maintain Florida Specific Code related to Code Compliance forms for Energy Calculations

Rationale

To maintain Florida specific code that allows performance based method in addition to perscriptive method energy calculations for 

Florida buildings.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Neutral

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

More cost effective

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

More cost effective

Requirements

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

Yes

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

Improves the code

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

Does not discriminate

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade the effectiveness 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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1st Comment Period History                        08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012

E
N

5
8
7
6
-G

1
  

Proponent  BOAF CDC Submitted 9/15/2012 NoAttachments

This code change is unnecessary as the provisions contained in the proposed amendment are adequately addressed in the 

applicable international code. Per FS 553.73 (7) (g)

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 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

Cheryl Harris

No

7/31/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation without a Second

C103.2.3

Pending Review

No1

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN5825  65

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

To maintain Florida Specific Code related to energy calculations

Rationale

To provide clarification who may perform and submit energy calculations for Florida buildings

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Neutral

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

Neutral

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

More costly to comply

Requirements

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

Yes

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

Improves the code

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

Does not discriminate

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade the effectiveness 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

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

E
N

5
8
2
5
-G

1
  

Proponent  BOAF CDC Submitted 9/15/2012 NoAttachments

Unnecessary,  It is a design licensing provision and need not be included in the code, when the statute already provides the 

design limitations.  Additionally, this submission does not cover all of the design limitations the statute sets forth for Mechanical 

contractors ($125,000 value and greater than 100 person occupancy).

Comment:

Energy2013 Triennial

Page 303 of 345

22/12/2012 Page 303 of 345



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
8
2
5
_
T

e
xt

O
fM

o
d
ifi

ca
tio

n
_
1
.p

n
g

E
N

5
8
2
5
  
T

e
x

t 
M

o
d

if
ic

a
ti

o
n

Energy2013 Triennial

Page 304 of 345

22/12/2012 Page 304 of 345



Attachments

Cheryl Harris

No

7/31/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation without a Second

R101.4.7.1.2

Pending Review

No1

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN5811  66

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

To modify the Florida Specific Code related to replacement equipment sizing

Rationale

To allow certification that sizing was performed rather than submit actual calculations in the Florida Specific Code.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Improve enforcement

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

Neutral

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

Lower costs

Requirements

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

yes

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

Improves

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

Does not discriminate

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade the effectiveness 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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Attachments

Cheryl Harris

No

7/31/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation without a Second

R101.4.7.1.3

Pending Review

No1

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN5820  67

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

To maintain the Florida Specific Code related to replacement equipment efficiencies.

Rationale

To provide economical option for replacement equipment as long as it maintains no less than current efficiency rating in Florida 

Buildings.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Neutral

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

Significant cost savings

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

Neutral

Requirements

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

Yes

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

Improves the code

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

Does not discriminate

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade the effectiveness 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

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

E
N

5
8
2
0
-G

1
  

Proponent  BOAF CDC Submitted 9/15/2012 NoAttachments

an attempt at writing into code the requirements of F.S. 553.912.  The language from the statute should be brought forward into 

the code.  Then let each AHJ determine how it will enforce the code requirement.

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

E
N

5
8
2
0
-G

2
  

Proponent  BOAF CDC Submitted 9/15/2012 NoAttachments

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)

Comment:
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Attachments

Cheryl Harris

No

7/31/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation without a Second

R101.4.7

Pending Review

No1

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN5806  68

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

To maintain Florida Specific code related to Building Systems

Rationale

To provide Florida specific conditions for building systems thermal efficiency standards.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Neutral

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

Neutral

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

Neutral

Requirements

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

Yes

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

Improves the code

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

Does not discriminate

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade the effectiveness 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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Alternate Language

1st Comment Period History                      08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012
5
8
0
6
-A

2

Proponent Submitted 9/23/2012 YesAttachments Eric Lacey

Rationale

Proposals EN5806, EN5065, and EN5031 incorporate language from Florida Statutes, but eliminate critical terms. If adopted, 

these proposals would lead to conflict with the statute and more confusion in the regulation of building alterations.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

The modification to EN5806 should clarify and strengthen the code, making enforcement more straightforward.

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

There should be no negative cost impact to this modification.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

There should be minimal impact on industry.

Requirements

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

This modification to EN5806 provides clarity and ensures that quality windows are installed in both new and existing 

buildings undergoing alteration. Lower energy costs and a reduced need to build and site peak electric power generation will 

help all citizens.

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

This modification to EN5806 maintains the efficiency of the 2012 IECC.

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

No.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

No.

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

Alternate Language

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

5
8
0
6
-A

1

Proponent Submitted 8/27/2012 YesAttachments Amy Schmidt

Rationale

Allows flexibility for those wishing go beyone the minumum efficiency level.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

none

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

none

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

none

Requirements

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

yes

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

yes

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

does not discriminate, allows more options

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

code is more effective

YES

NO

YES

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

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

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

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

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

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

resubmission to the Florida Building Code amendment process?

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

E
N

5
8
0
6
-G

1
  

Proponent  BOAF CDC Submitted 9/15/2012 NoAttachments

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.

This code change is unnecessary as the provisions contained in the proposed amendment are adequately addressed in the 

applicable international code. Per FS 553.73 (7) (g)

Comment:
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Attachments

Cheryl Harris

No

7/31/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation without a Second

R103.2.1

Pending Review

No1

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN5824  69

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

To maintain Florida Specific Code related to Code Compliance forms for Energy Calculations

Rationale

To maintain Florida specific code that allows performance based method in addition to perscriptive method energy calculations for 

Florida buildings.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Neutral

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

More cost effective

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

More cost effective

Requirements

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

Yes

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

Improves the code

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

Does not discriminate

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade the effectiveness 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

Energy2013 Triennial

Page 317 of 345

22/12/2012 Page 317 of 345



Alternate Language

1st Comment Period History                      08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012
5
8
2
4
-A

1

Proponent Submitted 9/20/2012 YesAttachments Roger LeBrun

Rationale

Add precision to the statement

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None

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

None

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None

Requirements

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

Neutral

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

Neutral

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

Neutral

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Adds precision and clarity

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

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

E
N

5
8
2
4
-G

1
  

Proponent  BOAF CDC Submitted 9/15/2012 NoAttachments

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.

This code change is unnecessary as the provisions contained in the proposed amendment are adequately addressed in the 

applicable international code. Per FS 553.73 (7) (g)

Comment:
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Attachments

Cheryl Harris

No

7/31/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation without a Second

R103.2.3

Pending Review

No1

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN5829  70

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

To maintain Florida Specific Code related to energy calculations

Rationale

To provide clarification who may perform and submit energy calculations for Florida buildings

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Neutral

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

Neutral

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

More costly to comply

Requirements

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

Yes

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

Improves the code

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

Does not discriminate

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade the effectiveness 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

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

E
N

5
8
2
9
-G

1
  

Proponent  BOAF CDC Submitted 9/15/2012 NoAttachments

This change does not reflect the requireemnts of FS 553.907

&quot;553.907 Compliance.—Each local enforcement agency shall report to the department any information concerning 

compliance certifications and amendments at such intervals as the department designates by rule adopted in accordance with 

chapter 120.&quot;

Comment:
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Attachments

Cheryl Harris

No

7/31/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation without a Second

C303.2.3

Pending Review

No3

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN5833  71

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

To maintain Florida Specific Code related to recessed equipment and insulation requirements

Rationale

To provide clarification on recessed equipment installation in insulated areas.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Neutral

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

More cost effective

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

More cost effective

Requirements

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

yes

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

improves the code

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

Does not discriminate

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade the effectiveness 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

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

E
N

5
8
3
3
-G

1
  

Proponent  BOAF CDC Submitted 9/15/2012 NoAttachments

The proposed amendment 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

Cheryl Harris

No

7/31/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation without a Second

R303.2.3

Pending Review

No3

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN5832  72

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

To maintain Florida Specific Code related to recessed equipment and insulation requirements

Rationale

To provide clarification on recessed equipment installation in insulated areas.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Neutral

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

More cost effective

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

More cost effective

Requirements

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

yes

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

improves the code

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

Does not discriminate

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade the effectiveness 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

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

E
N

5
8
3
2
-G

1
  

Proponent  BOAF CDC Submitted 9/15/2012 NoAttachments

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.

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)

Comment:
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Attachments

Cheryl Harris

No

7/31/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation without a Second

C403.2.1

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN5848  73

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

To maintain Florida specific code related to calculation of heating and cooling loads

Rationale

To provide relevant Florida data to be used in calculating heating and cooling loads for Florida buildings

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Neutral

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

More cost effective

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

More cost effective

Requirements

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

Yes

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

Improves the code

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

Does not discriminate

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade the effectiveness 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

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

E
N

5
8
4
8
-G

1
  

Proponent  BOAF CDC Submitted 9/15/2012 NoAttachments

This code change is unnecessary as the provisions contained in the proposed amendment are adequately addressed in the 

applicable international code. Per FS 553.73 (7) (g) 

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

Cheryl Harris

No

7/31/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation without a Second

C403.2.2

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN5851  74

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

To maintain Florida Specific code relate to equipment sizing

Rationale

To provide a clarification on sizing equipment for Florida Buildings

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Neutral

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

More cost effective

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

More cost effective

Requirements

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

Yes

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

Improves the code

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

Does not discriminate

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade the effectiveness 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

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

E
N

5
8
5
1
-G

1
  

Proponent  BOAF CDC Submitted 9/15/2012 NoAttachments

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

Robert Volin

No

7/31/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation without a Second

C403.2.4

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN5877  75

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Add sizing calculations as per current code

Rationale

It is already in energy code 403.2.5

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None

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

Already in code

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

If enforced, could save jomeowners 20% to 30% on energy bills and save homeowners on costly repair cost on thier A/C system

Requirements

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

None

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

Already in Florida Code

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

No

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

No

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?

NO

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

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO

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

E
N

5
8
7
7
-G

1
  

Proponent  BOAF CDC Submitted 9/15/2012 NoAttachments

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

Cheryl Harris

No

7/31/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation without a Second

R403.2.4

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN5051  76

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

To maintain Florida Specific Code related to air handling units in attics

Rationale

To provide for air handling units to be installed in attics under certain conditions for Florida Buildings.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Neutral

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

More cost effective

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

More cost effective

Requirements

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

Yes

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

Improves the code.

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

Does not discriminate

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade the effectiveness 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

Explanation of Choice

Proposed language is in the 2010 Florida Building Code. Common walls, ceilings and floors are not included in the 

energy performance calculation because they typically fall between two conditioned spaces.  However, Florida has long 

treated such common walls, ceilings and floors with a prescriptive insulation requirement because the adjacent unit may 

be unoccupied when “snowbirds” go north during the summers.

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

E
N

5
0
5
1
-G

1
  

Proponent  BOAF CDC Submitted 9/15/2012 NoAttachments

The proposed amendment 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.

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)

Comment:
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Attachments

Robert Volin

No

7/31/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation without a Second

R403.2.4

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN5873  77

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Add sizing calculations as per current code

Rationale

It is already in energy code 403.2.5

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None

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

Already in code

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

If enforced, could save jomeowners 20% to 30% on energy bills and save homeowners on costly repair cost on thier A/C system

Requirements

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

None

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

Already in Florida Code

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

No

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

No

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?

NO

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

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO

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

E
N

5
8
7
3
-G

1
  

Proponent  BOAF CDC Submitted 9/15/2012 NoAttachments

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.

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)

Comment:
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Attachments

Cheryl Harris

No

7/31/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation without a Second

R403.6.1

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN5843  78

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

To maintain Florida Specific Code related to equipment sizing

Rationale

To provide clarification on equipment sizing for the Florida Buildings.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Neutral

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

More cost effective

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

More costly

Requirements

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

Yes

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

Improves the code

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

Does not discriminate

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade the effectiveness 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?

YES

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?

NO

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

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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Alternate Language

1st Comment Period History                      08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012
5
8
4
3
-A

1

Proponent Submitted 9/23/2012 YesAttachments Oscar Calleja

Rationale

Clarifies selection of variable capacity cooling equipment to satisfy special occasions. Section was in 2010 FEC but placed 

under 403.6.1.3 Heating Capacity only.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Neutral

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

Neutral

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

Neutral

Requirements

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

Yes

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

Improves the code.

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

Does not discriminate

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code.

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

E
N

5
8
4
3
-G

1
  

Proponent  BOAF CDC Submitted 9/15/2012 NoAttachments

This code change is unnecessary as the provisions contained in the proposed amendment are adequately addressed in the 

applicable international code. Per FS 553.73 (7) (g)

Comment:
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Attachments

Ann Stanton

No

7/10/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation without a Second

R403.6.2

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN5056  79

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Add Florida-specific efficiencies for HVAC equipment fro 2010 code.

Rationale

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

Energy Conservation Code (IECC) base code with Florida specific requirements in order to maintain the efficiencies of the Florida 

Energy Efficiency Code for Building Construction adopted and amended pursuant to s. 553.901, FS, and in accordance with the 

Commission’s approved code change process.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None. Proposed language is in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

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

None. Proposed language is in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None. Proposed language is in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Requirements

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

Yes. Proposed language is in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

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

Yes. Proposed language is in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

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

No. Proposed language is in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

No. Proposed language is 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

While the IECC relies totally on minimum federal standards for residential HVAC equipment efficiencies, Florida has 

specified minimum equipment efficiencies since the energy code’s inception.  Given the incidence of large Florida 

homes (many as large as 6,000 to 10,000 s.f.), many types of commercial equipment are installed in such dwellings.  

By  referencing the Commercial Provisions of the Florida Building Code, Energy Conservation, Florida maintains those 

efficiencies where warranted while allowing the market for “residential”-sized equipment regulated by the US Dept of 

Energy to prevail for more typical applications.

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

E
N

5
0
5
6
-G

1
  

Proponent  BOAF CDC Submitted 9/15/2012 NoAttachments

Unnecessary,  All equipment efficiencies are set by Federal Law and States cannot make the requirements more stringent as to 

minimum standards.  The efficiency of the equipment is determined based on its listing.  Therefore, if a “commercial” unit was 

used on a residential building, then the equipment must meet the efficiency values for the type of unit, in this case commercial.

Comment:
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	(C405.7)EN4989
	(C407.2.1)EN5215
	(C407.3)EN5837
	(C407.5.1(1))EN5845
	(C407.5.2.4)EN5849
	(C407.5.3.2)EN5860
	(C407.5.3)EN5853
	(C407.6.1)EN5778
	(C408.2.2)EN4990

	4-[RE] - Residential Energy Efficiency
	(R401.3)EN5050
	(R402.5 and R405.5.3)EN5605
	(R403.6.1.2 &amp; R403.6.1.3)EN5844
	(R403.6.1)EN5057
	(R405.2.1)EN5046
	(R405.3, Appendix B B-1)EN5699
	(R405.5.2(1))EN5445
	(R405.5.3)EN5047
	(R405.6.3)EN5943
	(R405.7)EN5049

	5-[RE] - Referenced Standards
	(R-RESNET)EN5802


	Existing Building
	11-Additions
	(1106)EN5871




	No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second
	Energy
	Energy Conservation
	1-[CE] - Scope and Administration
	(C101.4.1)EN5059

	1-[RE] - Scope and Administration
	(R101.4.1)EN5030
	(R101.4.7.1.1)EN5807
	(R101.4.7.1.2)EN5809

	4-[RE] - Residential Energy Efficiency
	(R402.3.6)EN5000
	(R402.3.6)EN6022
	(R402.4.1.2)EN5624
	(R403.2.1)EN6015
	(R403.2.2)EN5628
	(R403.9)EN5814
	(R405.4)EN5741




	Withdrawn
	Energy
	Energy Conservation
	4-[CE] - Commercial Energy Efficiency
	(C403.2.3(7))EN5125

	4-[RE] - Residential Energy Efficiency
	(R402.1.1)EN5698




	No Affirmative Recommendation without a Second
	Energy
	Energy Conservation
	1-[CE] - Scope and Administration
	(C103.2.1)EN5876
	(C103.2.3)EN5825

	1-[RE] - Scope and Administration
	(R101.4.7.1.2)EN5811
	(R101.4.7.1.3)EN5820
	(R101.4.7)EN5806
	(R103.2.1)EN5824
	(R103.2.3)EN5829

	3-[CE] - General Requirements
	(C303.2.3)EN5833

	3-[RE] - General Requirements
	(R303.2.3)EN5832

	4-[CE] - Commercial Energy Efficiency
	(C403.2.1)EN5848
	(C403.2.2)EN5851
	(C403.2.4)EN5877

	4-[RE] - Residential Energy Efficiency
	(R403.2.4)EN5051
	(R403.2.4)EN5873
	(R403.6.1)EN5843
	(R403.6.2)EN5056







