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TAC: Mechanical
Total Mods for Mechanical in Approved as Modified: 1

Total Mods for report: 6

Sub Code: Mechanical
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Attachments

Cheryl Harris

No

7/30/2012

Approved as Modified

601.4

Pending Review

No5

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

M5772  1

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageYes No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

To maintain Florida specific code as related to Balanced air return in duct systems.

Rationale

To clarify balanced return air.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Improves ability to enforce code

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

M
5
7
7
2
-G

2
  

Proponent  amador barzaga Submitted 12/14/2012 NoAttachments

Acceptance to this code modification is essential for the proper performance of air distribution systems in Florida where mold 

prevention and humidity control are crucial

Comment:

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

M
5
7
7
2
-G

1
  

Proponent  BOAF CDC Submitted 9/23/2012 NoAttachments

No justification was given other in 2010 code

The provision this is based upon has sunset with the other Florida Changes to the 2010 FBC

 

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

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

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

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

avoid resubmission to the Florida Building Code amendment process.

Comment:
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TAC: Mechanical
Total Mods for Mechanical in No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second: 5

Total Mods for report: 6

Sub Code: Mechanical
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Attachments

amador barzaga

Yes

7/16/2012

Approved as Submitted                                                                Approved As Submitted By the Fire TAC

513 Smoke Control Systems

Pending Review

Yes5

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

M5173  

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageYes No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Maintaining smoke control requirements for High-Rise Buildings

Rationale

Smoke control for “high rise buildings” has been part of the Florida Building Code, Mechanical Section 513, since 2004. In order to 

maintain the same level of life safety for the citizens of the State of Florida we must maintain this requirement.  Inclusion in the code is 

necessary to avoid diminishing the expected level of life safety that has been established by having this as a code item for over 8 

years in the Florida Building Code.  This change is consistent with notice for modification #5170.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None. Maintains current code provisions requirements.

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

None. Code provisions are the same found in the current code.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None. Code provisions are the same found in the current code.

Requirements

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

This modification maintains minimum life safety requirements regarding smoke control in High-Rise Buildings.

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

This modification is consistent with the statute’s requirement that any modification must maintain the same life safety protection 

of the FBC.

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

This modification allows the use of any material, products, methods or systems of construction already deemed acceptable by the 

Florida Building Code or any alternate materials, design and methods of construction and equipment acceptable to the code 

official.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

This modification maintains the same safety regulations required by the current code and in effect since 2004.

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

F
5
1
7
3
-G

2
  

Proponent  Brad Schiffer Submitted 12/11/2012 NoAttachments

In addition to the comments presented for Modification #5170.

This Section of Code is for “…mechanical and passive smoke control systems that are required by the Florida Building Code” 

This is not the place to add requirements.

Comment:

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

F
5
1
7
3
-G

3
  

Proponent  Michael Goolsby Submitted 12/14/2012 NoAttachments

A building code is intended to be adopted as a legally enforceable document and must provide only requirements necessary to 

provide a minimum acceptable level of protection

Smoke control provisions have been considered by their previous inclusion in the State’s uniform building code as meeting the 

minimum acceptable level of protection for the health, safety and welfare of the citizens of Florida. 

Therefore I support the inclusion of these smoke control provisions as being in harmony with our obligation to provide a minimum 

acceptable level of protection for our citizens and as well as being  consistent and in compliance with the Florida specific criteria 

required by statute.

Comment:

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

F
5
1
7
3
-G

4
  

Proponent  Pete Quintela Submitted 12/14/2012 YesAttachments

Comment on Mod. 5173 

This proposal maintains the same level of life safety the citizens of the State of Florida have been entitled and accustomed to 

since the Florida Building Commission approved the current language in 2004. The fact that this requirement has been in the 

code for all these years it establishes the basic minimum requirement for the State of Florida. 

Keeping smoke control in high-rise buildings does not add any additional costs to what we are presently doing. Besides how can 

you be considering costs when you are saving lives? I am shocked to hear designers trying to save a dollar by weakening the 

codes.

A code change is usually originated because the safety components in a building failed and someone died, the end result is a 

safer building. 

The Florida Building Code has been recognized nationally for being the code for others to follow.  Trading building construction 

costs for casualties occurred by cheaper construction costs, is not something the Florida Building Code is known for, let’s keep it 

that way.

I urge the Commission not to be misled by Mr. Schiffer’s proposal to weaken the code.

Comment:

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

F
5
1
7
3
-G

5
  

Proponent  amador barzaga Submitted 12/14/2012 NoAttachments

This modification is critical in providing for the life safety of Florida citizens and is an established pillar of efficient and safe 

building design. Sufficient justification relating to the specific need was reviewed and affirmed by the Technical Advisory 

Committee (TAC) in October. Consequently, I urge the Florida Building Commission to uphold the unanimous decision of the 

TAC and approve this modification for inclusion in the 2013 edition of the Florida Building Code.

Comment:

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

F
5
1
7
3
-G

1
  

Proponent  BOAF CDC Submitted 9/23/2012 NoAttachments

The provision this is based upon has sunset with the other Florida Changes to the 2010 FBC

 

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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Sub Code: Residential
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Attachments

Alfonso Fernandez-Fraga

No

8/2/2012

- Not Previously Taken Up                                                              NAR With A Second by the Fire TAC

303.4

Pending Review

No3

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

-5994  

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo Yes

Related Modifications

Proposed R324 Carbon Dioxide Alarms

Summary of Modification

We need to eliminate the requirement to require outside air to be introduced into single family homes and townhouses

Rationale

We need to remove the requirement to introduce outside air directly into single family homes and townhouses.  If outside air is 

introduced continuously into the return air plenum of single family homes, gross quantities of unwanted and uncontrolled humidity will 

be introduced, especially when supply fans are set to run continuously without regard as to whether cooling and dehumidification is 

taking place.

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

Minimal.  The carbon dioxide alarm may be combined with the already-required smoke detector.  It may add $300 per dwelling 

unit, but this cost will be reduced as the Code-mandated quantities are produced.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

The cost is the cost of the additional detection device, which today is (more or less) $300 per dwelling unit.  This cost will go 

down.

Requirements

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

Yes.  If indoor air quality is suspect, the alarm will go off.

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

Yes.  The option to monitor air quality will use less energy than the continuous introduction of outside air.

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

No this does not discriminate.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

No this does not degrade the effectiveness of the code, it is an improvement.

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

Alternate Language

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

5
9
9
4
-A

4

Proponent Submitted 11/9/2012 YesAttachments Alfonso Fernandez-Fraga

Rationale

This mod needs to be reviewed by the Mechanical TAC. The additional R324 language is required because it indicates how 

and where to install the CO2 sensors.

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

Minimal. The carbon dioxide alarm may be combined with the already-required smoke detector. It may add $300 per 

dwelling unit, but this cost will be reduced as the Code-mandated quantities are produced.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

The cost is the cost of the additional detection device, which today is (more or less) $300 per dwelling unit. This cost will go 

down.

Requirements

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

Yes. If indoor air quality is suspect, the alarm will go off.

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

Yes. The option to monitor air quality will use less energy than the continuous introduction of outside air.

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

No this does not discriminate.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

No this does not degrade the effectiveness of the code, it is an improvement.

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

Joe Bigelow

No

7/12/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation With A Second                        Approved As Submitted by Special Occupancy TAC

916

Pending Review

No9

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

M5113  

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo Yes

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

To carry forward carbon monixide provisions of the 2010 FBC, to be consistent with the Florida Statutes and to implement the 

Commission plan to update the 2013 Code

Rationale

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

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

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

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

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

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

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

Requirements

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

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

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

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

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

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

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

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

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

YES

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

NO

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

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

amendment applies to the state?

OTHER

Explanation of Choice

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

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

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO

Fire2013 Triennial
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Alternate Language

2nd Comment Period                                  10/31/2012 - 12/14/2012 
5
1
1
3
-A

1

Proponent Submitted 11/15/2012 YesAttachments Ann Stanton

Rationale

Conflict in code between the Florida Building Code (Florida law) and the International Building Code. Having two separate sets 

of criteria for carbon monoxide that may conflict is ill advised. Florida-specific language was approved as submitted. This 

alternative language would change the code section numbers to replace the I-code language with the language from Florida 

law.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None. Would prevent alternate requirements on the same subject.

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. Provide a single set of criteria per Florida law.

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

YES

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

F
5
1
1
3
-G

1
  

Proponent  Ken Cureton Submitted 9/21/2012 NoAttachments

The proposal provides for carbon monoxide control provisions as per 553.885 FS.

Comment:

Fire2013 Triennial
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1st Comment Period History                        08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012

F
5
1
1
3
-G

2
  

Proponent  Ken Cureton Submitted 9/21/2012 NoAttachments

The proposal provides for carbon monoxide control provisions as per 553.885 FS.

Comment:

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

F
5
1
1
3
-G

3
  

Proponent  Joseph Eysie Submitted 9/23/2012 NoAttachments

The Florida Natural Gas Association (FNGA) supports Mod 5113.

Comment:
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Attachments

Ken Cureton

No

7/20/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second              NAR with a Second by the Fire TAC

R315

Pending Review

No3

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

M5438  

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageYes Yes

Related Modifications

None

Summary of Modification

Modify SECTIONS R315.1 through R315.3

Rationale

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

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

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

compliance with Florida Statutes.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

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

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

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

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

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

Requirements

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

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

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

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

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

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

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

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

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

YES

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

NO

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

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

amendment applies to the state?

OTHER

Explanation of Choice

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

in order to maintain compliance with Florida Statutes.

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

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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Alternate Language

2nd Comment Period                                  10/31/2012 - 12/14/2012 
5
4
3
8
-A

1

Proponent Submitted 11/27/2012 YesAttachments Ann Stanton

Rationale

Clean up the proposed mod relative to formatting and to reflect Florida law.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None. This language reflects that in Florida law as shown in the 2010 Residential code.

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

None. This language reflects that in Florida law as shown in the 2010 Residential code.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None. This language reflects that in Florida law as shown in the 2010 Residential code.

Requirements

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

Yes. This language reflects that in Florida law as shown in the 2010 Residential code.

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

Yes. This language reflects that in Florida law as shown in the 2010 Residential code.

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

No. This language reflects that in Florida law as shown in the 2010 Residential code.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

No. This language reflects that in Florida law as shown in the 2010 Residential code.

YES

OTHER

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?

There is a lot of overlap with carbon monoxide provisions in the IRC, but Florida law takes precedence over the I-codes.

This change reflects Florida law.

Explanation of Choice

Explanation of Choice

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

F
5
4
3
8
-G

2
  

Proponent  Joe Bigelow Submitted 12/6/2012 NoAttachments

mod 5438 recieved an &quot;NAR&quot; however staff respectfully requests that the TAC reconsider their position and support 

the original proposal for consistency with the law.

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

F
5
4
3
8
-G

1
  

Proponent  Ken Cureton Submitted 9/21/2012 NoAttachments

The proposal provides for carbon monoxide control provisions as per 553.885 FS.

Comment:
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Attachments

Ann Stanton

No

7/17/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second

101

Pending Review

No1

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

M5201  2

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageYes Yes

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Propose Florida-specific administrative criteria.

Rationale

Florida law provides administrative rules that allow local government and the Florida Building Commission specific roles. 

Administrative requirements contained in the International Mechanical Code that are different are hereby reserved.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None. Proposed changes to the base code are in the 2010 Florida Building Code, Mechanical.

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

None. Proposed changes to the base code are in the 2010 Florida Building Code, Mechanical.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None. Proposed changes to the base code are in the 2010 Florida Building Code, Mechanical.

Requirements

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

Yes. Proposed changes to the base code are in the 2010 Florida Building Code, Mechanical.

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

Yes. Proposed changes to the base code are in the 2010 Florida Building Code, Mechanical.

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

No. Proposed changes to the base code are in the 2010 Florida Building Code, Mechanical.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

No. Proposed changes to the base code are in the 2010 Florida Building Code, Mechanical.

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 changes to the base code are in the 2010 Florida Building Code, Mechanical.

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

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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Alternate Language

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

2

Proponent Submitted 12/13/2012 YesAttachments BOAF CDC

Rationale

Provides a supplement based on the 2012 IMC and the Mechanical TAC recommendations with some modifications.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

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

code.

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

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

code.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

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

code.

Requirements

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

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

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

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

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

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

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

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

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

Alternate Language

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

5
2
0
1
-A

1

Proponent Submitted 9/23/2012 YesAttachments BOAF CDC

Rationale

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

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

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

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

code.

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

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

code.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

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

code.

Requirements

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

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

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

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

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

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

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

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

Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?  No
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2nd Comment Period                                    10/31/2012 - 12/14/2012

M
5
2
0
1
-G

2
  

Proponent  Ann Stanton Submitted 11/13/2012 NoAttachments

There is nothing wrong with the mod language as proposed; it is necessary if Florida has it&#39;s own FBC-Mechanical volume.

Comment:

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

M
5
2
0
1
-G

1
  

Proponent  Ken Cureton Submitted 9/21/2012 NoAttachments

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

the FBC, B.

Comment:
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Attachments

Ann Stanton

No

7/25/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second

202

Pending Review

No2

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

M5645  3

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo Yes

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Add definitions relative to duct sealing requirements of the Energy Conservation code.

Rationale

The Mechanical and mechanical provisions of the Residential code should have the same requirements for duct sealing. These 

definitions are needed to tie in with the Energy Conservation code duct construction requirements.

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

2nd Comment Period                                  10/31/2012 - 12/14/2012 
5
6
4
5
-A

1

Proponent Submitted 11/27/2012 YesAttachments Ann Stanton

Rationale

Remove definitions designed to make the code consistent with the Energy Conservation code. Mod 5653 was not approved by 

the Mechanical TAC.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None. Definitions are available in the Energy Conservation code.

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

None. Definitions are available in the Energy Conservation code.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None. Definitions are available in the Energy Conservation code.

Requirements

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

Yes. Definitions are not used in the Mechanical code.

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

Yes. Definitions are not used in the Mechanical code.

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

No. Definitions are not used in the Mechanical code.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

No. Definitions are not used in the Mechanical code.

YES

NO

NO

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

M
5
6
4
5
-G

1
  

Proponent  Ken Cureton Submitted 9/21/2012 NoAttachments

The proposal provides for terms for consistency with the Energy Code.

Comment:

Mechanical2013 Triennial

Page 48 of 71

22/12/2012 Page 48 of 71



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

M
5
6
4
5
-G

2
  

Proponent  BOAF CDC Submitted 9/23/2012 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) 

Attic is the same as the 2012 IBC and the 2010 FBC

Air-Handling Unit is the same as the 2012 IMC and the 2010 FMC

 Boiler and water heater are both defined in code; nothing has been submitted showing the need for this additional definition.

The rest of the “Definitions” are industry technical terms that do not require definition in code.

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

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

Comment:
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Attachments

Ann Stanton

No

7/17/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second

516

Pending Review

No5

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

M5228  4

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo Yes

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Include a section on carbon monoxide alarms from the 2010 Florida Building Code per Florida law.

Rationale

Florida law requires that carbon monoxide control systems be provided under certain conditions. The 2010 Florida Building Code, 

Mechanical, included this language with the criteria for smoke control in section 513. This proposal references requirements of the law 

in Section 916 of the Florida Building Code, Building, from Section 516 of the FBC-Mechanical.

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

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

1

Proponent Submitted 11/15/2012 YesAttachments Ann Stanton

Rationale

Changes code reference to Section 908.7 of the IBC as proposed in Alternate A1 to mod F5228, which would replace the 

I-code language with language from previous Florida code reflecting Florida law concerning carbon monoxide alarms.

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

OTHER

OTHER

NO

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

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

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

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

code and why the proposed amendment applies to the state?

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

resubmission to the Florida Building Code amendment process?

The IMC does not reference the new IBC provisions for carbon monoxide alarms as this mod would per previous editions of the 

FBC-Mechanical.

This mod simply changes Florida&#39;s mechanical code to reference a different section of the building code, which is proposed to be 

modified in Alt Language A1 to mod F5113 to remove possible conflicts in code resulting from I-code requirements for carbon monoxide 

that differ from Florida law.

Explanation of Choice

Explanation of Choice

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

M
5
2
2
8
-G

1
  

Proponent  BOAF CDC Submitted 9/23/2012 NoAttachments

IBC 2012 Section 908.7 and IRS 2012 Section 315 cover Carbon Monoxide Alarms with better language than the 2010 FBC.

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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Sub Code: Residential
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Attachments

Jeff Sonne / FSEC

No

8/2/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second

M1507.3.1

Pending Review

No15

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

M6014  5

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo Yes

Related Modifications

6013

Summary of Modification

Require whole-house ventilation systems to be balanced or positive pressure and enthalpy recovery type to reduce risk of moisture 

and mold.

Rationale

Negative pressure systems increase the risk of condensation in a Florida building envelope where the direction of moisture flow is 

frequently form the outside to the inside. Although spot ventilation systems can be negative, a continuous system greatly increases the 

risk. Researchers have seen a number of Florida buildings where negative pressure combined with low indoor thermostat settings and 

vinyl wall coverings or other moisture barriers have combined to create detrimental levels of mold. The proposed modification would 

require balanced or positively pressured systems to reduce this risk. The enthalpy recovery ventilation system would reduce the high 

levels of moisture brought into the home and reduce humidity levels or dehumidification energy relative to other ventilation options 

during humid weather.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Some, to verify enthalpy recovery effectiveness.  If code mod 6013 is accepted, the M1507.3.1 requirements won’t apply in a 

number of cases; so in these cases, no impact to local entity.

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

Some first cost increase, but if code mod 6013 is accepted, the M1507.3.1 requirements won’t apply in a number of cases; so in 

these cases, no cost increase.  Ongoing costs lower in applicable cases due to enthalpy recovery.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

Some first cost increase, but if code mod 6013 is accepted, the M1507.3.1 requirements won’t apply in a number of cases; so in 

these cases, no cost increase.

Requirements

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

Reduces moisture and mold risks associated with negative pressure mechanical ventilation in our climate.

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

Improves the code by reducing moisture and mold risks associated with negative pressure mechanical ventilation in our climate.

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

Does not discriminate among balanced enthalpy recovery systems; reduces moisture and mold risks in our climate.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Improves the effectiveness of the code by reducing moisture and mold risks in applicable cases.

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

2nd Comment Period                                  10/31/2012 - 12/14/2012 
6
0
1
4
-A

1

Proponent Submitted 12/14/2012 YesAttachments Jeff Sonne / FSEC

Rationale

Negative pressure systems increase the risk of condensation in a Florida building envelope where the direction of moisture flow 

is frequently from the outside to the inside. Although spot ventilation systems can be negative, a continuous system greatly 

increases the risk. Researchers have seen a number of Florida buildings where negative pressure combined with low indoor 

thermostat settings and improper moisture barriers have combined to create detrimental levels of mold. The proposed 

modification would require balanced or positively pressured systems to reduce this risk.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Some; if code mod 6013 or 6013-A2 is accepted, the M1507.3.1 requirements won’t apply in a number of cases; so in these 

cases, no impact to local entity.

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

Some first cost increase, but if code mod 6013 or 6013-A2 is accepted, the M1507.3.1 requirements won’t apply in a 

number of cases; so in these cases, no cost increase.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

Some first cost increase, but if code mod 6013 or 6013-A2 is accepted, the M1507.3.1 requirements won’t apply in a 

number of cases; so in these cases, no cost increase.

Requirements

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

Reduces moisture and mold risks associated with negative pressure mechanical ventilation in our climate.

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

Improves the code by reducing moisture and mold risks associated with negative pressure mechanical ventilation in our 

climate.

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

Does not discriminate among balanced ventilation systems; reduces moisture and mold risks in our climate.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Improves the effectiveness of the code by reducing moisture and mold risks in applicable cases.

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

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

M
6
0
1
4
-G

1
  

Proponent  Mike Moore Submitted 9/22/2012 YesAttachments

Please see the attached for a comment requesting disapproval of M6014.

Comment:

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

M
6
0
1
4
-G

2
  

Proponent  Jeff Sonne / FSEC Submitted 9/23/2012 YesAttachments

Please see attached.

Comment:
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Attachments

Jeff Sonne / FSEC

No

7/23/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second

M1602.4

Pending Review

No16

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

M5574  6

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo Yes

Related Modifications

Mechanical Section 601.5

Summary of Modification

Balanced return air requirement and alternatives

Rationale

Restricted return air affects building pressures and increases air infiltration which in turn increases energy use and can cause comfort, 

building durability, and health and safety issues.  

Supporting publication:

Cummings, J., C. Withers, &quot;Balanced Return Air, Duct Airtightness, and Combustion/Dilution Air Code Compliance in 40 Central 

Florida Homes&quot; Florida Solar Energy Center, FSEC-CR-1789-06, Nov. 29, 2006. 

(http://www.fsec.ucf.edu/en/publications/pdf/FSEC-CR-1789-06.pdf)

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Some additional effort to verify compliance.  Proposed language is in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

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

Some additional cost in some cases.  Proposed language is in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

Cost is justified since restricted return air affects building pressures and increases air infiltration which in turn increases energy 

use and can cause comfort, building durability, and health and safety issues.  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.  Restricted return air affects building pressures and increases air infiltration which in turn increases energy use and can 

cause comfort, building durability, and health and safety issues.  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.  Restricted return air affects building pressures and increases air infiltration which in turn increases energy use and can 

cause comfort, building durability, and health and safety issues.  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

Increases code effectiveness.  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

It is important for Florida to keep its balanced return air requirement for the reasons provided above; allowing the 

requirement to lapse until it is included in the IMC would be confusing, potentially cause safety and health issues, 

provide poorer energy performance in new homes and is not in the interest of the state. Florida is largely a ducted 

HVAC system state and this affects us as much or more than other states.

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

Florida Building Code amendment process?

OTHER

Explanation of Choice

Submitted for 2012/13 ICC code development cycle.
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Alternate Language

2nd Comment Period                                  10/31/2012 - 12/14/2012 
5
5
7
4
-A

1

Proponent Submitted 12/14/2012 YesAttachments Jeff Sonne / FSEC

Rationale

Restricted return air affects building pressures and increases air infiltration which in turn increases energy use and can cause 

comfort, building durability, and health and safety issues. Alternative 1 (by same proponent as the original Mod 5574) is 

submitted so language is consistent with Mod 5772 which was "approved as modified" at the October TAC meeting. Supporting 

publication: Cummings, J., C. Withers, "Balanced Return Air, Duct Airtightness, and Combustion/Dilution Air Code Compliance 

in 40 Central Florida Homes" Florida Solar Energy Center, FSEC-CR-1789-06, Nov. 29, 2006. 

(http://www.fsec.ucf.edu/en/publications/pdf/FSEC-CR-1789-06.pdf)

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Some additional effort to verify compliance. Proposed language is in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

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

Some additional cost in some cases. Proposed language is in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

Some; cost is justified since restricted return air affects building pressures and increases air infiltration which in turn 

increases energy use and can cause comfort, building durability, and health and safety issues. 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. Restricted return air affects building pressures and increases air infiltration which in turn increases energy use and can 

cause comfort, building durability, and health and safety issues. 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. Restricted return air affects building pressures and increases air infiltration which in turn increases energy use and can 

cause comfort, building durability, and health and safety issues. 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

Increases code effectiveness. Proposed language is in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

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?

It is important for Florida to keep its balanced return air requirement for the reasons provided above; allowing the requirement to lapse 

until it is included in the IMC would be confusing, potentially cause safety and health issues, provide poorer energy performance in new 

homes and is not in the interest of the state. Florida is largely a ducted HVAC system state and this affects us as much or more than other 

states.

Explanation of Choice
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Attachments

Rebecca Quinn obo DEM

No

7/26/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation Without A Second                Approved As Submitted by Special Occupancy TAC

M301.13

Pending Review

No3

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

M5682  

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageYes No

Related Modifications

5271

Summary of Modification

Achieves terminology consistency between the building code, the residential code and ASCE 24. Approved as Submitted for the 2015 

IBC (S103-12).

Rationale

S103-12, Approved as Submitted by FEMA for the foundation IBC, IMC and IPC.  Makes changes everywhere the term “flood hazard 

areas subject to high velocity wave action” appears, replace with “coastal high hazard area.”  The two terms are exactly the same.  

This change will mean consistency of terms between the Building code, ASCE 24, the Residential Code, and the NFIP.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact due to change in terminology to use Coastal High Hazard Area.

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

No impact due to change in terminology to use Coastal High Hazard Area.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact due to change in terminology to use Coastal High Hazard Area.

Requirements

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

No impact due to change in terminology to use Coastal High Hazard Area.

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

No impact due to change in terminology to use Coastal High Hazard Area.

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

Doesn’t affect material specifications.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

No impact due to change in terminology to use Coastal High Hazard Area.

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

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

S
P

5
6
8
2
-G

2
  

Proponent  Joy Duperault Submitted 12/10/2012 NoAttachments

This proposal combines with SP5679.  The resulting title to the section should appear as follows:  

“M301.13.1 Coastal high hazard areas and coastal A zones.”

Comment:

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

S
P

5
6
8
2
-G

1
  

Proponent  BOAF CDC Submitted 9/23/2012 NoAttachments

This change was submitted to the ICC process.

This change is editorial in nature and is unnecessary, if this is needed it will be approved in Portland for inclusion into the 2015 

IPC.

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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