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Attachments

Mark Zehnal

No

7/19/2012

Approved as Submitted

1507.2.3 Underlayment.

Pending Review

No15

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

R5360  1

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo Yes

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Provides current 2010 Florida Building Code specific criteria. Provide correct Types for previously approved ASTM D 4869.

Rationale

To carry forward previous Commission approved code language, standards and tables, providing continuity for the proper installation 

of roofing systems and components from one code edition to the next connected to Florida’s unique environmental conditions including 

extreme temperatures, enduring tropical rain events and life/property threatening high wind events. Provide correct Types for 

previously Commission approved ASTM D 4869.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

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

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

Requirements

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

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without any new 

requirements being established.

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

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without any new 

requirements being established.

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

Does not discriminate. Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, 

without any new requirements being established.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade. Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without 

any new requirements being established.

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

YES

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

NO

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

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

amendment applies to the state?

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

2nd Comment Period                                  10/31/2012 - 12/14/2012 
5
3
6
0
-A

1

Proponent Submitted 12/13/2012 YesAttachments T Stafford

Rationale

This comment only modifies the text of the original modification as shown in the comment. The remainder of the original 

proposal is intended to go forward as submitted. The comment proposes that underlayment used in Florida be of a type that is 

equivalent to 30# felt or ASTM D 226 Type II. Observations of roof underlayment performance following Hurricane Ike in Texas 

and in two sets of tests conducted at the University of Florida and Florida International University demonstrated that relatively 

new and new ASTM 226 Type I underlayments performed very poorly when subjected to wind speeds over about 110 mph. In 

the laboratory tests, specimens covered with ASTM 226 Type I and Type II underlayments performed dramatically different. 

ASTM Type I felt (15#) material completely blew off some portions of the specimen as winds exceeded 110 mph and pulled 

over the plastic caps on other parts of the specimen. In contrast, the ASTM 226 Type II (30#) material remained in place and 

showed very few signs of distress. The cost increase associated with using 30# felt as opposed to 15# felt is approximately 

$100.00 for a single layer system for a roof size of 20 squares and approximately $200.oo for a double layer system for a roof 

size of 20 squares.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

There is no impact to local entities relative to enforcement of the code.

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

The cost increase associated with using 30# felt as opposed to 15# felt is approximately $100.00 for a single layer system 

for a roof size of 20 squares and approximately $200.oo for a double layer system for a roof size of 20 squares.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

The cost increase associated with using 30# felt as opposed to 15# felt is approximately $100.00 for a single layer system 

for a roof size of 20 squares and approximately $200.oo for a double layer system for a roof size of 20 squares.

Requirements

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

This proposal will provide greater resistance to water penetration in the event the roof covering is blown off during a design 

wind event.

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

This proposal will strengthen the code by providing greater resistance to water penetration in the event the roof covering is 

blown off during a design wind event.

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

This proposal does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated 

capabilities.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

This proposal 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

Mark Zehnal

No

7/21/2012

Approved as Submitted

1507.2.8 Underlayment application.

Pending Review

No15

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

R5562  2

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo Yes

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Incorporates intent of foundation code for attachment of underlayment in high wind section and unifies installation guidelines of 

underlayment with current Florida-specific criteria.

Rationale

This code modification unites the intent of the foundation code for enhanced attachment and types of underlayment in the high wind 

section with the 2010 FBC Florida specific code language. The subsequent foundation code solution for the ASCE 7-10 increased 

wind speeds to enhance attachment and upgrade types of underlayment  is consistent with the 2010 FBC code language and has 

been performance proven in Florida’s unique environment including enduring high wind tropical rains and life/property threatening high 

wind events.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact. Will incorporate the intent of the foundation code for enhanced attachment and types of underlayment used in high 

wind section with current commission approved 2010 FBC code language.

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

No impact. Will incorporate the intent of the foundation code for enhanced attachment and types of underlayment used in high 

wind section with current commission approved 2010 FBC code language.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact. Will incorporate the intent of the foundation code for enhanced attachment and types of underlayment used in high 

wind section with current commission approved 2010 FBC code language.

Requirements

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

Strengthens and unifies the code by incorporating the intent of the foundation code for enhanced attachment and types of 

underlayment used in high wind section with current commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language.

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

Strengthens and unifies the code by incorporating the intent of the foundation code for enhanced attachment and types of 

underlayment used in high wind section with current commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language.

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

Does not discriminate. Strengthens and unifies the code by incorporating the intent of the foundation code for enhanced 

attachment and types of underlayment used in high wind section with current commission approved 2010 FBC performance 

proven code language.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade. Strengthens and unifies the code by incorporating the intent of the foundation code for enhanced attachment 

and types of underlayment used in high wind section with current commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code 

language.

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?

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

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

1

Proponent Submitted 12/13/2012 YesAttachments T Stafford

Rationale

This comment only modifies the text of the original modification as shown in the comment. The remainder of the original 

proposal is intended to go forward as submitted. The comment proposes that underlayment used in Florida be of a type that is 

equivalent to 30# felt or ASTM D 226 Type II. Observations of roof underlayment performance following Hurricane Ike in Texas 

and in two sets of tests conducted at the University of Florida and Florida International University demonstrated that relatively 

new and new ASTM 226 Type I underlayments performed very poorly when subjected to wind speeds over about 110 mph. In 

the laboratory tests, specimens covered with ASTM 226 Type I and Type II underlayments performed dramatically different. 

ASTM Type I felt (15#) material completely blew off some portions of the specimen as winds exceeded 110 mph and pulled 

over the plastic caps on other parts of the specimen. In contrast, the ASTM 226 Type II (30#) material remained in place and 

showed very few signs of distress. The cost increase associated with using 30# felt as opposed to 15# felt is approximately 

$100.00 for a single layer system for a roof size of 20 squares and approximately $200.oo for a double layer system for a roof 

size of 20 squares.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

This proposal not impact local entities relative to enforcement of the code.

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

The cost increase associated with using 30# felt as opposed to 15# felt is approximately $100.00 for a single layer system 

for a roof size of 20 squares and approximately $200.oo for a double layer system for a roof size of 20 squares.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

The cost increase associated with using 30# felt as opposed to 15# felt is approximately $100.00 for a single layer system 

for a roof size of 20 squares and approximately $200.oo for a double layer system for a roof size of 20 squares.

Requirements

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

This code change will provide greater resistance to water penetration in the event the roof covering is blown off during a 

design wind event.

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

This proposal will strengthen the code by providing greater resistance to water penetration in the event the roof covering is 

blown off during a design wind event.

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

This proposal does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated 

capabilities.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

This proposal does not degrade the effectiveness of the code.

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

Roofing2013 Triennial

Page 8 of 589

02/01/2013 Page 8 of 589



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
5
6
2
_
T

e
xt

O
fM

o
d
ifi

ca
tio

n
_
1
.p

n
g

R
5
5
6
2
  
T

e
x

t 
M

o
d

if
ic

a
ti

o
n

Roofing2013 Triennial

Page 9 of 589

02/01/2013 Page 9 of 589



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
5
6
2
_
A

1
_
T

e
xt

O
fM

o
d
ifi

ca
tio

n
_
1
.p

n
g

R
5
5
6
2
 -

A
1
 T

e
x

t 
M

o
d

if
ic

a
ti

o
n

Roofing2013 Triennial

Page 10 of 589

02/01/2013 Page 10 of 589

joe.bigelow
Highlight



Attachments

Mark Zehnal

No

7/21/2012

Approved as Submitted

1507.4.5 Underlayment and high wind.

Pending Review

No15

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

R5563  3

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo Yes

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Incorporates intent of foundation code for attachment of underlayment in high wind section and unifies installation guidelines of 

underlayment with current Florida-specific criteria.

Rationale

This code modification unites the intent of the foundation code for enhanced attachment and types of underlayment in the high wind 

section with the 2010 FBC Florida specific code language. The subsequent foundation code solution for the ASCE 7-10 increased 

wind speeds to enhance attachment and upgrade types of underlayment  is consistent with the 2010 FBC code language and has 

been performance proven in Florida’s unique environment including enduring high wind tropical rains and life/property threatening high 

wind events.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact. Will incorporate the intent of the foundation code for enhanced attachment and types of underlayment used in high 

wind section with current commission approved 2010 FBC code language.

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

No impact. Will incorporate the intent of the foundation code for enhanced attachment and types of underlayment used in high 

wind section with current commission approved 2010 FBC code language.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact. Will incorporate the intent of the foundation code for enhanced attachment and types of underlayment used in high 

wind section with current commission approved 2010 FBC code language.

Requirements

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

Strengthens and unifies the code by incorporating the intent of the foundation code for enhanced attachment and types of 

underlayment used in high wind section with current commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language.

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

Strengthens and unifies the code by incorporating the intent of the foundation code for enhanced attachment and types of 

underlayment used in high wind section with current commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language.

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

Does not discriminate. Strengthens and unifies the code by incorporating the intent of the foundation code for enhanced 

attachment and types of underlayment used in high wind section with current commission approved 2010 FBC performance 

proven code language.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade. Strengthens and unifies the code by incorporating the intent of the foundation code for enhanced attachment 

and types of underlayment used in high wind section with current commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code 

language.

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?

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

2nd Comment Period                                  10/31/2012 - 12/14/2012 
5
5
6
3
-A

1

Proponent Submitted 12/13/2012 YesAttachments T Stafford

Rationale

This comment only modifies the text of the original modification as shown in the comment. The remainder of the original 

proposal is intended to go forward as submitted. The comment proposes that underlayment used in Florida be of a type that is 

equivalent to 30# felt or ASTM D 226 Type II. Observations of roof underlayment performance following Hurricane Ike in Texas 

and in two sets of tests conducted at the University of Florida and Florida International University demonstrated that relatively 

new and new ASTM 226 Type I underlayments performed very poorly when subjected to wind speeds over about 110 mph. In 

the laboratory tests, specimens covered with ASTM 226 Type I and Type II underlayments performed dramatically different. 

ASTM Type I felt (15#) material completely blew off some portions of the specimen as winds exceeded 110 mph and pulled 

over the plastic caps on other parts of the specimen. In contrast, the ASTM 226 Type II (30#) material remained in place and 

showed very few signs of distress. The cost increase associated with using 30# felt as opposed to 15# felt is approximately 

$100.00 for a single layer system for a roof size of 20 squares and approximately $200.oo for a double layer system for a roof 

size of 20 squares.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

This proposal will not impact local entities relative to enforcement of the code.

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

The cost increase associated with using 30# felt as opposed to 15# felt is approximately $100.00 for a single layer system 

for a roof size of 20 squares and approximately $200.oo for a double layer system for a roof size of 20 squares.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

The cost increase associated with using 30# felt as opposed to 15# felt is approximately $100.00 for a single layer system 

for a roof size of 20 squares and approximately $200.oo for a double layer system for a roof size of 20 squares.

Requirements

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

This code change will provide greater resistance to water penetration in the event the roof covering is blown off during a 

design wind event.

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

This proposal will strengthen the code by providing greater resistance to water penetration in the event the roof covering is 

blown off during a design wind event.

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

This proposal does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated 

capabilities.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

This proposal 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

Mark Zehnal

No

7/21/2012

Approved as Submitted

1507.5.3 Underlayment.

Pending Review

No15

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

R5564  4

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo Yes

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Incorporates intent of foundation code for attachment of underlayment in high wind section and unifies installation guidelines of 

underlayment with current Florida-specific criteria.

Rationale

This code modification unites the intent of the foundation code for enhanced attachment and types of underlayment in the high wind 

section with the 2010 FBC Florida specific code language. The subsequent foundation code solution for the ASCE 7-10 increased 

wind speeds to enhance attachment and upgrade types of underlayment  is consistent with the 2010 FBC code language and has 

been performance proven in Florida’s unique environment including enduring high wind tropical rains and life/property threatening high 

wind events.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact. Will incorporate the intent of the foundation code for enhanced attachment and types of underlayment used in high 

wind section with current commission approved 2010 FBC code language.

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

No impact. Will incorporate the intent of the foundation code for enhanced attachment and types of underlayment used in high 

wind section with current commission approved 2010 FBC code language.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact. Will incorporate the intent of the foundation code for enhanced attachment and types of underlayment used in high 

wind section with current commission approved 2010 FBC code language.

Requirements

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

Strengthens and unifies the code by incorporating the intent of the foundation code for enhanced attachment and types of 

underlayment used in high wind section with current commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language.

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

Strengthens and unifies the code by incorporating the intent of the foundation code for enhanced attachment and types of 

underlayment used in high wind section with current commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language.

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

Does not discriminate. Strengthens and unifies the code by incorporating the intent of the foundation code for enhanced 

attachment and types of underlayment used in high wind section with current commission approved 2010 FBC performance 

proven code language.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade. Strengthens and unifies the code by incorporating the intent of the foundation code for enhanced attachment 

and types of underlayment used in high wind section with current commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code 

language.

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?

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

Roofing2013 Triennial

Page 16 of 589

02/01/2013 Page 16 of 589



Alternate Language

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

1

Proponent Submitted 12/13/2012 YesAttachments T Stafford

Rationale

This comment only modifies the text of the original modification as shown in the comment. The remainder of the original 

proposal is intended to go forward as submitted. The comment proposes that underlayment used in Florida be of a type that is 

equivalent to 30# felt or ASTM D 226 Type II. Observations of roof underlayment performance following Hurricane Ike in Texas 

and in two sets of tests conducted at the University of Florida and Florida International University demonstrated that relatively 

new and new ASTM 226 Type I underlayments performed very poorly when subjected to wind speeds over about 110 mph. In 

the laboratory tests, specimens covered with ASTM 226 Type I and Type II underlayments performed dramatically different. 

ASTM Type I felt (15#) material completely blew off some portions of the specimen as winds exceeded 110 mph and pulled 

over the plastic caps on other parts of the specimen. In contrast, the ASTM 226 Type II (30#) material remained in place and 

showed very few signs of distress. The cost increase associated with using 30# felt as opposed to 15# felt is approximately 

$100.00 for a single layer system for a roof size of 20 squares and approximately $200.oo for a double layer system for a roof 

size of 20 squares.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

This proposal will not impact local entities relative to enforcement of the code.

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

The cost increase associated with using 30# felt as opposed to 15# felt is approximately $100.00 for a single layer system 

for a roof size of 20 squares and approximately $200.oo for a double layer system for a roof size of 20 squares.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

The cost increase associated with using 30# felt as opposed to 15# felt is approximately $100.00 for a single layer system 

for a roof size of 20 squares and approximately $200.oo for a double layer system for a roof size of 20 squares.

Requirements

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

This code change will provide greater resistance to water penetration in the event the roof covering is blown off during a 

design wind event.

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

This proposal will strengthen the code by providing greater resistance to water penetration in the event the roof covering is 

blown off during a design wind event.

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

This proposal does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated 

capabilities.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

This proposal 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

Mark Zehnal

No

7/21/2012

Approved as Submitted

1507.6.3 Underlayment.

Pending Review

No15

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

R5565  5

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo Yes

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Incorporates intent of foundation code for attachment of underlayment in high wind section and unifies installation guidelines of 

underlayment with current Florida-specific criteria.

Rationale

This code modification unites the intent of the foundation code for enhanced attachment and types of underlayment in the high wind 

section with the 2010 FBC Florida specific code language. The subsequent foundation code solution for the ASCE 7-10 increased 

wind speeds to enhance attachment and upgrade types of underlayment  is consistent with the 2010 FBC code language and has 

been performance proven in Florida’s unique environment including enduring high wind tropical rains and life/property threatening high 

wind events.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact. Will incorporate the intent of the foundation code for enhanced attachment and types of underlayment used in high 

wind section with current commission approved 2010 FBC code language.

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

No impact. Will incorporate the intent of the foundation code for enhanced attachment and types of underlayment used in high 

wind section with current commission approved 2010 FBC code language.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact. Will incorporate the intent of the foundation code for enhanced attachment and types of underlayment used in high 

wind section with current commission approved 2010 FBC code language.

Requirements

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

Strengthens and unifies the code by incorporating the intent of the foundation code for enhanced attachment and types of 

underlayment used in high wind section with current commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language.

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

Strengthens and unifies the code by incorporating the intent of the foundation code for enhanced attachment and types of 

underlayment used in high wind section with current commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language.

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

Does not discriminate. Strengthens and unifies the code by incorporating the intent of the foundation code for enhanced 

attachment and types of underlayment used in high wind section with current commission approved 2010 FBC performance 

proven code language.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade. Strengthens and unifies the code by incorporating the intent of the foundation code for enhanced attachment 

and types of underlayment used in high wind section with current commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code 

language.

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?

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

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

1

Proponent Submitted 12/13/2012 YesAttachments T Stafford

Rationale

This comment only modifies the text of the original modification as shown in the comment. The remainder of the original 

proposal is intended to go forward as submitted. The comment proposes that underlayment used in Florida be of a type that is 

equivalent to 30# felt or ASTM D 226 Type II. Observations of roof underlayment performance following Hurricane Ike in Texas 

and in two sets of tests conducted at the University of Florida and Florida International University demonstrated that relatively 

new and new ASTM 226 Type I underlayments performed very poorly when subjected to wind speeds over about 110 mph. In 

the laboratory tests, specimens covered with ASTM 226 Type I and Type II underlayments performed dramatically different. 

ASTM Type I felt (15#) material completely blew off some portions of the specimen as winds exceeded 110 mph and pulled 

over the plastic caps on other parts of the specimen. In contrast, the ASTM 226 Type II (30#) material remained in place and 

showed very few signs of distress. The cost increase associated with using 30# felt as opposed to 15# felt is approximately 

$100.00 for a single layer system for a roof size of 20 squares and approximately $200.oo for a double layer system for a roof 

size of 20 squares.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

This proposal will not impact local entities relative to enforcement of the code.

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

The cost increase associated with using 30# felt as opposed to 15# felt is approximately $100.00 for a single layer system 

for a roof size of 20 squares and approximately $200.oo for a double layer system for a roof size of 20 squares.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

The cost increase associated with using 30# felt as opposed to 15# felt is approximately $100.00 for a single layer system 

for a roof size of 20 squares and approximately $200.oo for a double layer system for a roof size of 20 squares.

Requirements

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

This code change will provide greater resistance to water penetration in the event the roof covering is blown off during a 

design wind event.

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

This proposal will strengthen the code by providing greater resistance to water penetration in the event the roof covering is 

blown off during a design wind event.

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

This proposal does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated 

capabilities.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

This proposal 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

Mark Zehnal

No

7/21/2012

Approved as Submitted

1507.7.3 Underlayment.

Pending Review

No15

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

R5566  6

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo Yes

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Incorporates intent of foundation code for attachment of underlayment in high wind section and unifies installation guidelines of 

underlayment with current Florida-specific criteria.

Rationale

This code modification unites the intent of the foundation code for enhanced attachment and types of underlayment in the high wind 

section with the 2010 FBC Florida specific code language. The subsequent foundation code solution for the ASCE 7-10 increased 

wind speeds to enhance attachment and upgrade types of underlayment  is consistent with the 2010 FBC code language and has 

been performance proven in Florida’s unique environment including enduring high wind tropical rains and life/property threatening high 

wind events.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact. Will incorporate the intent of the foundation code for enhanced attachment and types of underlayment used in high 

wind section with current commission approved 2010 FBC code language.

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

No impact. Will incorporate the intent of the foundation code for enhanced attachment and types of underlayment used in high 

wind section with current commission approved 2010 FBC code language.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact. Will incorporate the intent of the foundation code for enhanced attachment and types of underlayment used in high 

wind section with current commission approved 2010 FBC code language.

Requirements

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

Strengthens and unifies the code by incorporating the intent of the foundation code for enhanced attachment and types of 

underlayment used in high wind section with current commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language.

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

Strengthens and unifies the code by incorporating the intent of the foundation code for enhanced attachment and types of 

underlayment used in high wind section with current commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language.

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

Does not discriminate. Strengthens and unifies the code by incorporating the intent of the foundation code for enhanced 

attachment and types of underlayment used in high wind section with current commission approved 2010 FBC performance 

proven code language.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade. Strengthens and unifies the code by incorporating the intent of the foundation code for enhanced attachment 

and types of underlayment used in high wind section with current commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code 

language.

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?

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

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

1

Proponent Submitted 12/13/2012 YesAttachments T Stafford

Rationale

This comment only modifies the text of the original modification as shown in the comment. The remainder of the original 

proposal is intended to go forward as submitted. The comment proposes that underlayment used in Florida be of a type that is 

equivalent to 30# felt or ASTM D 226 Type II. Observations of roof underlayment performance following Hurricane Ike in Texas 

and in two sets of tests conducted at the University of Florida and Florida International University demonstrated that relatively 

new and new ASTM 226 Type I underlayments performed very poorly when subjected to wind speeds over about 110 mph. In 

the laboratory tests, specimens covered with ASTM 226 Type I and Type II underlayments performed dramatically different. 

ASTM Type I felt (15#) material completely blew off some portions of the specimen as winds exceeded 110 mph and pulled 

over the plastic caps on other parts of the specimen. In contrast, the ASTM 226 Type II (30#) material remained in place and 

showed very few signs of distress. The cost increase associated with using 30# felt as opposed to 15# felt is approximately 

$100.00 for a single layer system for a roof size of 20 squares and approximately $200.oo for a double layer system for a roof 

size of 20 squares.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

This proposal will not impact local entities relative to enforcement of the code.

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

The cost increase associated with using 30# felt as opposed to 15# felt is approximately $100.00 for a single layer system 

for a roof size of 20 squares and approximately $200.oo for a double layer system for a roof size of 20 squares.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

The cost increase associated with using 30# felt as opposed to 15# felt is approximately $100.00 for a single layer system 

for a roof size of 20 squares and approximately $200.oo for a double layer system for a roof size of 20 squares.

Requirements

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

This code change will provide greater resistance to water penetration in the event the roof covering is blown off during a 

design wind event.

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

This proposal will strengthen the code by providing greater resistance to water penetration in the event the roof covering is 

blown off during a design wind event.

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

This proposal does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated 

capabilities.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

This proposal 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

Mark Zehnal

No

7/21/2012

Approved as Submitted

1507.8.3 Underlayment.

Pending Review

No15

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

R5567  7

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo Yes

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Incorporates intent of foundation code for attachment of underlayment in high wind section and unifies installation guidelines of 

underlayment with current Florida-specific criteria.

Rationale

This code modification unites the intent of the foundation code for enhanced attachment and types of underlayment in the high wind 

section with the 2010 FBC Florida specific code language. The subsequent foundation code solution for the ASCE 7-10 increased 

wind speeds to enhance attachment and upgrade types of underlayment  is consistent with the 2010 FBC code language and has 

been performance proven in Florida’s unique environment including enduring high wind tropical rains and life/property threatening high 

wind events.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact. Will incorporate the intent of the foundation code for enhanced attachment and types of underlayment used in high 

wind section with current commission approved 2010 FBC code language.

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

No impact. Will incorporate the intent of the foundation code for enhanced attachment and types of underlayment used in high 

wind section with current commission approved 2010 FBC code language.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact. Will incorporate the intent of the foundation code for enhanced attachment and types of underlayment used in high 

wind section with current commission approved 2010 FBC code language.

Requirements

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

Strengthens and unifies the code by incorporating the intent of the foundation code for enhanced attachment and types of 

underlayment used in high wind section with current commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language.

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

Strengthens and unifies the code by incorporating the intent of the foundation code for enhanced attachment and types of 

underlayment used in high wind section with current commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language.

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

Does not discriminate. Strengthens and unifies the code by incorporating the intent of the foundation code for enhanced 

attachment and types of underlayment used in high wind section with current commission approved 2010 FBC performance 

proven code language.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade. Strengthens and unifies the code by incorporating the intent of the foundation code for enhanced attachment 

and types of underlayment used in high wind section with current commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code 

language.

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?

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

2nd Comment Period                                  10/31/2012 - 12/14/2012 
5
5
6
7
-A

1

Proponent Submitted 12/13/2012 YesAttachments T Stafford

Rationale

This comment only modifies the text of the original modification as shown in the comment. The remainder of the original 

proposal is intended to go forward as submitted. The comment proposes that underlayment used in Florida be of a type that is 

equivalent to 30# felt or ASTM D 226 Type II. Observations of roof underlayment performance following Hurricane Ike in Texas 

and in two sets of tests conducted at the University of Florida and Florida International University demonstrated that relatively 

new and new ASTM 226 Type I underlayments performed very poorly when subjected to wind speeds over about 110 mph. In 

the laboratory tests, specimens covered with ASTM 226 Type I and Type II underlayments performed dramatically different. 

ASTM Type I felt (15#) material completely blew off some portions of the specimen as winds exceeded 110 mph and pulled 

over the plastic caps on other parts of the specimen. In contrast, the ASTM 226 Type II (30#) material remained in place and 

showed very few signs of distress. The cost increase associated with using 30# felt as opposed to 15# felt is approximately 

$100.00 for a single layer system for a roof size of 20 squares and approximately $200.oo for a double layer system for a roof 

size of 20 squares.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

This proposal will not impact local entities relative to enforcement of the code.

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

The cost increase associated with using 30# felt as opposed to 15# felt is approximately $100.00 for a single layer system 

for a roof size of 20 squares and approximately $200.oo for a double layer system for a roof size of 20 squares.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

The cost increase associated with using 30# felt as opposed to 15# felt is approximately $100.00 for a single layer system 

for a roof size of 20 squares and approximately $200.oo for a double layer system for a roof size of 20 squares.

Requirements

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

This code change will provide greater resistance to water penetration in the event the roof covering is blown off during a 

design wind event.

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

This proposal will strengthen the code by providing greater resistance to water penetration in the event the roof covering is 

blown off during a design wind event.

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

This proposal does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated 

capabilities.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

This proposal 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

Mark Zehnal

No

7/21/2012

Approved as Submitted

1507.9.3 Underlayment.

Pending Review

No15

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

R5568  8

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageYes Yes

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Incorporates intent of foundation code for attachment of underlayment in high wind section and unifies installation guidelines of 

underlayment with current Florida-specific criteria.

Rationale

This code modification unites the intent of the foundation code for enhanced attachment and types of underlayment in the high wind 

section with the 2010 FBC Florida specific code language. The subsequent foundation code solution for the ASCE 7-10 increased 

wind speeds to enhance attachment and upgrade types of underlayment  is consistent with the 2010 FBC code language and has 

been performance proven in Florida’s unique environment including enduring high wind tropical rains and life/property threatening high 

wind events.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact. Will incorporate the intent of the foundation code for enhanced attachment and types of underlayment used in high 

wind section with current commission approved 2010 FBC code language.

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

No impact. Will incorporate the intent of the foundation code for enhanced attachment and types of underlayment used in high 

wind section with current commission approved 2010 FBC code language.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact. Will incorporate the intent of the foundation code for enhanced attachment and types of underlayment used in high 

wind section with current commission approved 2010 FBC code language.

Requirements

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

Strengthens and unifies the code by incorporating the intent of the foundation code for enhanced attachment and types of 

underlayment used in high wind section with current commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language.

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

Strengthens and unifies the code by incorporating the intent of the foundation code for enhanced attachment and types of 

underlayment used in high wind section with current commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language.

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

Does not discriminate. Strengthens and unifies the code by incorporating the intent of the foundation code for enhanced 

attachment and types of underlayment used in high wind section with current commission approved 2010 FBC performance 

proven code language.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade. Strengthens and unifies the code by incorporating the intent of the foundation code for enhanced attachment 

and types of underlayment used in high wind section with current commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code 

language.

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?

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

2nd Comment Period                                  10/31/2012 - 12/14/2012 
5
5
6
8
-A

1

Proponent Submitted 12/13/2012 YesAttachments T Stafford

Rationale

This comment only modifies the text of the original modification as shown in the comment. The remainder of the original 

proposal is intended to go forward as submitted. The comment proposes that underlayment used in Florida be of a type that is 

equivalent to 30# felt or ASTM D 226 Type II. Observations of roof underlayment performance following Hurricane Ike in Texas 

and in two sets of tests conducted at the University of Florida and Florida International University demonstrated that relatively 

new and new ASTM 226 Type I underlayments performed very poorly when subjected to wind speeds over about 110 mph. In 

the laboratory tests, specimens covered with ASTM 226 Type I and Type II underlayments performed dramatically different. 

ASTM Type I felt (15#) material completely blew off some portions of the specimen as winds exceeded 110 mph and pulled 

over the plastic caps on other parts of the specimen. In contrast, the ASTM 226 Type II (30#) material remained in place and 

showed very few signs of distress. The cost increase associated with using 30# felt as opposed to 15# felt is approximately 

$100.00 for a single layer system for a roof size of 20 squares and approximately $200.oo for a double layer system for a roof 

size of 20 squares.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

This proposal will not impact local entities relative to enforcement of the code.

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

The cost increase associated with using 30# felt as opposed to 15# felt is approximately $100.00 for a single layer system 

for a roof size of 20 squares and approximately $200.oo for a double layer system for a roof size of 20 squares.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

The cost increase associated with using 30# felt as opposed to 15# felt is approximately $100.00 for a single layer system 

for a roof size of 20 squares and approximately $200.00 for a double layer system for a roof size of 20 squares.

Requirements

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

This code change will provide greater resistance to water penetration in the event the roof covering is blown off during a 

design wind event.

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

This proposal will strengthen the code by providing greater resistance to water penetration in the event the roof covering is 

blown off during a design wind event.

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

This proposal does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated 

capabilities.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

This proposal does not degrade the effectiveness of the code.

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

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

R
5
5
6
8
-G

1
  

Proponent  siegrist joe Submitted 12/5/2012 NoAttachments

I oppose the expansion of wind zone 4 beyond that intended by ASTM E 1996.

Thank you

Comment:

Roofing2013 Triennial

Page 37 of 589

02/01/2013 Page 37 of 589



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
5
6
8
_
T

e
xt

O
fM

o
d
ifi

ca
tio

n
_
1
.p

n
g

R
5
5
6
8
  
T

e
x

t 
M

o
d

if
ic

a
ti

o
n

Roofing2013 Triennial

Page 38 of 589

02/01/2013 Page 38 of 589



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
5
6
8
_
T

e
xt

O
fM

o
d
ifi

ca
tio

n
_
2
.p

n
g

R
5
5
6
8
  
T

e
x

t 
M

o
d

if
ic

a
ti

o
n

Roofing2013 Triennial

Page 39 of 589

02/01/2013 Page 39 of 589



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
5
6
8
_
A

1
_
T

e
xt

O
fM

o
d
ifi

ca
tio

n
_
1
.p

n
g

R
5
5
6
8
 -

A
1
 T

e
x

t 
M

o
d

if
ic

a
ti

o
n

Roofing2013 Triennial

Page 40 of 589

02/01/2013 Page 40 of 589

joe.bigelow
Highlight



Sub Code: Existing Building
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Attachments

Ken Cureton

No

8/1/2012

Approved as Submitted

202

Pending Review

No2

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

R5937  9

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageYes No

Related Modifications

None

Summary of Modification

Modify SECTION 202 (Roofing TAC)

Rationale

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

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

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

compliance with Florida Statutes.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

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

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

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

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

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

Requirements

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

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

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

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

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

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

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

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

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

YES

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

NO

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

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

amendment applies to the state?

OTHER

Explanation of Choice

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

in order to maintain compliance with Florida Statutes.

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

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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2nd Comment Period                                    10/31/2012 - 12/14/2012

R
5
9
3
7
-G

3
  

Proponent  Ken Cureton Submitted 12/12/2012 NoAttachments

If Mod R5554 is supported by the TAC, the Terms / Definitions included in this Mod must also be included in Chapter 2 of the 

Florida Building Code, Residential

Comment:

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

R
5
9
3
7
-G

4
  

Proponent  Mark Zehnal Submitted 12/12/2012 NoAttachments

Move these two definitions to the Florida Residential Code Section R202 Definitions to correlate with the mitigation requirements 

which are to be moved to the Florida Residential Code as per approved code modification 5554.

Comment:

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

R
5
9
3
7
-G

1
  

Proponent  Ken Cureton Submitted 9/21/2012 NoAttachments

The proposal provides for provisions with regard to wind mitigation as per 553.844 FS.

Comment:

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

R
5
9
3
7
-G

2
  

Proponent  BOAF CDC Submitted 9/23/2012 NoAttachments

1. The definition of Roof Section is unnecessary. 

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

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

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

avoid resubmission to the Florida Building Code amendment process.

2. The definition of Site built single- family residential structures. This is part of the “Wind Mitigation”. However the amendment 

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

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

No Statute or data was supplied.

Comment:
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Attachments

Ken Cureton

No

8/1/2012

Approved as Submitted

412

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

R5940  10

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageYes No

Related Modifications

None

Summary of Modification

Add SECTION 412

Rationale

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

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

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

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

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

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

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

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

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

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

Requirements

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

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

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

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

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

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

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

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

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

YES

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

NO

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

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

amendment applies to the state?

OTHER

Explanation of Choice

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

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

Building

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

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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2nd Comment Period                                    10/31/2012 - 12/14/2012

R
5
9
4
0
-G

2
  

Proponent  Ken Cureton Submitted 12/12/2012 NoAttachments

If Mod R5554 is supported by the TAC, the Reference Section 711 of this Mod should be changed to Section 708.

Comment:

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

R
5
9
4
0
-G

3
  

Proponent  Mark Zehnal Submitted 12/12/2012 NoAttachments

Correct Section from 412 to 411 and change code section reference found in 411.1 from 711 to 708 to correlate with mitigation 

requirements which are to be moved to the Florida Residential Code as per approved code modification 5554 and 5239 Alternate 

Language.

Comment:

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

R
5
9
4
0
-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. 

The section numbering is inconsistent.

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

Mark Zehnal

No

7/17/2012

Approved as Submitted

711

Pending Review

No7

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

R5239  11

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo Yes

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Move current Florida-specific criteria to Residential Code.

Rationale

Currently the only Foundation Code references that provide guidance specific to residential reroofing are found in the Foundation 

Residential Code.  Chapter 6 of the Florida Existing Building Code contains supplementary regulatory requirements exclusive to 

residential reroofing not contained within in the Foundation Code. However, these supplementary regulatory requirements must be 

combined with the materials and installation procedures of the Residential Code “611.1- Materials and methods of application used for 

recovering or replacing an existing roof covering shall comply with the requirements of Chapter 15 of the Florida Building Code, 

Building or Chapter 9 of the Florida Building Code, Residential”.  

The purpose of this code modification is to create uniformity by following the Foundation Code model through the consolidation of all 

the associated roofing/reroofing code sections into one volume providing a single location for contractors, design professionals and 

code officials to find all code information related to the evaluation and installation of residential reroofing including the mitigation 

requirements specific to site-built single family residential structures in the Residential Code volume.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

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

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

Requirements

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

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without any new 

requirements being established.

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

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without any new 

requirements being established.

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

Does not discriminate. Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, 

without any new requirements being established.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade. Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without 

any new requirements being established.

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

YES

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

NO

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

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

amendment applies to the state?

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

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

1

Proponent Submitted 12/12/2012 YesAttachments Mark Zehnal

Rationale

Currently the only Foundation Code references that provide guidance specific to residential reroofing are found in the 

Foundation Residential Code. Chapter 6 of the Florida Existing Building Code contains supplementary regulatory requirements 

exclusive to residential reroofing not contained within in the Foundation Code. However, these supplementary regulatory 

requirements must be combined with the materials and installation procedures of the Residential Code “611.1- Materials and 

methods of application used for recovering or replacing an existing roof covering shall comply with the requirements of Chapter 

15 of the Florida Building Code, Building or Chapter 9 of the Florida Building Code, Residential”. The purpose of this code 

modification is to create uniformity by following the Foundation Code model through the consolidation of all the associated 

roofing/reroofing code sections into one volume providing a single location for contractors, design professionals and code 

officials to find all code information related to the evaluation and installation of residential reroofing including the mitigation 

requirements specific to site-built single family residential structures in the Residential Code volume.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

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

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

Requirements

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

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without any new 

requirements being established.

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

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without any new 

requirements being established.

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

Does not discriminate. Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and 

tables, without any new requirements being established.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade. Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, 

without any new requirements being established.

YES

NO

YES

NO

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

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

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

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

code and why the proposed amendment applies to the state?

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

resubmission to the Florida Building Code amendment process?
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1st Comment Period History                        08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012

R
5
2
3
9
-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

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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Attachments

Mark Zehnal

No

7/21/2012

Approved as Submitted

R905.10.5 Underlayment and high wind.

Pending Review

No9

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

R5561  12

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo Yes

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Incorporates intent of foundation code for attachment of underlayment in high wind section and unifies installation guidelines of 

underlayment with current Florida-specific criteria.

Rationale

This code modification unites the intent of the foundation code for enhanced attachment and types of underlayment in the high wind 

section with the 2010 FBC Florida specific code language. The subsequent foundation code solution for the ASCE 7-10 increased 

wind speeds to enhance attachment and upgrade types of underlayment  is consistent with the 2010 FBC code language and has 

been performance proven in Florida’s unique environment including enduring high wind tropical rains and life/property threatening high 

wind events.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact. Will incorporate the intent of the foundation code for enhanced attachment and types of underlayment used in high 

wind section with current commission approved 2010 FBC code language.

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

No impact. Will incorporate the intent of the foundation code for enhanced attachment and types of underlayment used in high 

wind section with current commission approved 2010 FBC code language.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact. Will incorporate the intent of the foundation code for enhanced attachment and types of underlayment used in high 

wind section with current commission approved 2010 FBC code language.

Requirements

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

Strengthens and unifies the code by incorporating the intent of the foundation code for enhanced attachment and types of 

underlayment used in high wind section with current commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language.

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

Strengthens and unifies the code by incorporating the intent of the foundation code for enhanced attachment and types of 

underlayment used in high wind section with current commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language.

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

Does not discriminate. Strengthens and unifies the code by incorporating the intent of the foundation code for enhanced 

attachment and types of underlayment used in high wind section with current commission approved 2010 FBC performance 

proven code language.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade. Strengthens and unifies the code by incorporating the intent of the foundation code for enhanced attachment 

and types of underlayment used in high wind section with current commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code 

language.

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?

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

2nd Comment Period                                  10/31/2012 - 12/14/2012 
5
5
6
1
-A

1

Proponent Submitted 12/13/2012 YesAttachments T Stafford

Rationale

This comment only modifies the text of the original modification as shown in the comment. The remainder of the original 

proposal is intended to go forward as submitted. The comment proposes that underlayment used in Florida be of a type that is 

equivalent to 30# felt or ASTM D 226 Type II. Observations of roof underlayment performance following Hurricane Ike in Texas 

and in two sets of tests conducted at the University of Florida and Florida International University demonstrated that relatively 

new and new ASTM 226 Type I underlayments performed very poorly when subjected to wind speeds over about 110 mph. In 

the laboratory tests, specimens covered with ASTM 226 Type I and Type II underlayments performed dramatically different. 

ASTM Type I felt (15#) material completely blew off some portions of the specimen as winds exceeded 110 mph and pulled 

over the plastic caps on other parts of the specimen. In contrast, the ASTM 226 Type II (30#) material remained in place and 

showed very few signs of distress. The cost increase associated with using 30# felt as opposed to 15# felt is approximately 

$100.00 for a single layer system for a roof size of 20 squares and approximately $200.oo for a double layer system for a roof 

size of 20 squares.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

This proposal will not impact local entities relative to enforcement of the code.

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

The cost increase associated with using 30# felt as opposed to 15# felt is approximately $100.00 for a single layer system 

for a roof size of 20 squares and approximately $200.00 for a double layer system for a roof size of 20 squares.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

The cost increase associated with using 30# felt as opposed to 15# felt is approximately $100.00 for a single layer system 

for a roof size of 20 squares and approximately $200.00 for a double layer system for a roof size of 20 squares.

Requirements

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

This code change will provide greater resistance to water penetration in the event the roof covering is blown off during a 

design wind event.

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

This proposal will strengthen the code by providing greater resistance to water penetration in the event the roof covering is 

blown off during a design wind event.

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

This proposal does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated 

capabilities.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

This proposal 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

Mark Zehnal

No

7/21/2012

Approved as Submitted

R905.2.3 Underlayment.

Pending Review

No9

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

R5485  13

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo Yes

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Provides current Florida-specific criteria for shingle underlayment. Provide correct Types for previously approved ASTM D 4869.

Rationale

To carry forward previous Commission approved code language, standards and tables, providing continuity for the proper installation 

of roofing systems and components from one code edition to the next connected to Florida’s unique environmental conditions including 

extreme temperatures, enduring tropical rain events and life/property threatening high wind events. Provide correct Types for 

previously approved ASTM D 4869 found in foundation code.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

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

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

Requirements

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

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without any new 

requirements being established.

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

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without any new 

requirements being established.

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

Does not discriminate. Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, 

without any new requirements being established.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade. Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without 

any new requirements being established.

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

YES

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

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?

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

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

1

Proponent Submitted 12/13/2012 YesAttachments T Stafford

Rationale

This comment only modifies the text of the original modification as shown in the comment. The remainder of the original 

proposal is intended to go forward as submitted. The comment proposes that underlayment used in Florida be of a type that is 

equivalent to 30# felt or ASTM D 226 Type II. Observations of roof underlayment performance following Hurricane Ike in Texas 

and in two sets of tests conducted at the University of Florida and Florida International University demonstrated that relatively 

new and new ASTM 226 Type I underlayments performed very poorly when subjected to wind speeds over about 110 mph. In 

the laboratory tests, specimens covered with ASTM 226 Type I and Type II underlayments performed dramatically different. 

ASTM Type I felt (15#) material completely blew off some portions of the specimen as winds exceeded 110 mph and pulled 

over the plastic caps on other parts of the specimen. In contrast, the ASTM 226 Type II (30#) material remained in place and 

showed very few signs of distress. The cost increase associated with using 30# felt as opposed to 15# felt is approximately 

$100.00 for a single layer system for a roof size of 20 squares and approximately $200.oo for a double layer system for a roof 

size of 20 squares.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

This proposal will not impact local entities relative to enforcement of the code.

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

The cost increase associated with using 30# felt as opposed to 15# felt is approximately $100.00 for a single layer system 

for a roof size of 20 squares and approximately $200.00 for a double layer system for a roof size of 20 squares.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

The cost increase associated with using 30# felt as opposed to 15# felt is approximately $100.00 for a single layer system 

for a roof size of 20 squares and approximately $200.00 for a double layer system for a roof size of 20 squares.

Requirements

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

This code change will provide greater resistance to water penetration in the event the roof covering is blown off during a 

design wind event.

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

This proposal will strengthen the code by providing greater resistance to water penetration in the event the roof covering is 

blown off during a design wind event.

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

This proposal does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated 

capabilities.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

This proposal 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

Mark Zehnal

No

7/21/2012

Approved as Submitted

R905.2.7 Underlayment Application.

Pending Review

No9

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

R5555  14

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo Yes

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Incorporates intent of foundation code for attachment of underlayment in high wind section and unifies installation guidelines of 

underlayment with current Florida-specific criteria.

Rationale

This code modification unites the intent of the foundation code for enhanced attachment and types of underlayment in the high wind 

section with the 2010 FBC Florida specific code language. The subsequent foundation code solution for the ASCE 7-10 increased 

wind speeds to enhance attachment and upgrade types of underlayment  is consistent with the 2010 FBC code language and has 

been performance proven in Florida’s unique environment including enduring high wind tropical rains and life/property threatening high 

wind events.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact. Will incorporate the intent of the foundation code for enhanced attachment and types of underlayment used in high 

wind section with current commission approved 2010 FBC code language.

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

No impact. Will incorporate the intent of the foundation code for enhanced attachment and types of underlayment used in high 

wind section with current commission approved 2010 FBC code language.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact. Will incorporate the intent of the foundation code for enhanced attachment and types of underlayment used in high 

wind section with current commission approved 2010 FBC code language.

Requirements

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

Strengthens and unifies the code by incorporating the intent of the foundation code for enhanced attachment and types of 

underlayment used in high wind section with current commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language.

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

Strengthens and unifies the code by incorporating the intent of the foundation code for enhanced attachment and types of 

underlayment used in high wind section with current commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language.

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

Does not discriminate. Strengthens and unifies the code by incorporating the intent of the foundation code for enhanced 

attachment and types of underlayment used in high wind section with current commission approved 2010 FBC performance 

proven code language.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade. Strengthens and unifies the code by incorporating the intent of the foundation code for enhanced attachment 

and types of underlayment used in high wind section with current commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code 

language.

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?

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

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

1

Proponent Submitted 12/13/2012 YesAttachments T Stafford

Rationale

This comment only modifies the text of the original modification as shown in the comment. The remainder of the original 

proposal is intended to go forward as submitted. The comment proposes that underlayment used in Florida be of a type that is 

equivalent to 30# felt or ASTM D 226 Type II. Observations of roof underlayment performance following Hurricane Ike in Texas 

and in two sets of tests conducted at the University of Florida and Florida International University demonstrated that relatively 

new and new ASTM 226 Type I underlayments performed very poorly when subjected to wind speeds over about 110 mph. In 

the laboratory tests, specimens covered with ASTM 226 Type I and Type II underlayments performed dramatically different. 

ASTM Type I felt (15#) material completely blew off some portions of the specimen as winds exceeded 110 mph and pulled 

over the plastic caps on other parts of the specimen. In contrast, the ASTM 226 Type II (30#) material remained in place and 

showed very few signs of distress. The cost increase associated with using 30# felt as opposed to 15# felt is approximately 

$100.00 for a single layer system for a roof size of 20 squares and approximately $200.oo for a double layer system for a roof 

size of 20 squares.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

This proposal will not impact local entities relative to enforcement of the code.

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

The cost increase associated with using 30# felt as opposed to 15# felt is approximately $100.00 for a single layer system 

for a roof size of 20 squares and approximately $200.00 for a double layer system for a roof size of 20 squares.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

The cost increase associated with using 30# felt as opposed to 15# felt is approximately $100.00 for a single layer system 

for a roof size of 20 squares and approximately $200.00 for a double layer system for a roof size of 20 squares.

Requirements

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

This code change will provide greater resistance to water penetration in the event the roof covering is blown off during a 

design wind event.

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

This proposal will strengthen the code by providing greater resistance to water penetration in the event the roof covering is 

blown off during a design wind event.

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

This proposal does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated 

capabilities.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

This proposal 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

Mark Zehnal

No

7/21/2012

Approved as Submitted

R905.4.3 Underlayment.

Pending Review

No9

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

R5556  15

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo Yes

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Incorporates intent of foundation code for attachment of underlayment in high wind section and unifies installation guidelines of 

underlayment with current Florida-specific criteria.

Rationale

This code modification unites the intent of the foundation code for enhanced attachment and types of underlayment in the high wind 

section with the 2010 FBC Florida specific code language. The subsequent foundation code solution for the ASCE 7-10 increased 

wind speeds to enhance attachment and upgrade types of underlayment  is consistent with the 2010 FBC code language and has 

been performance proven in Florida’s unique environment including enduring high wind tropical rains and life/property threatening high 

wind events.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact. Will incorporate the intent of the foundation code for enhanced attachment and types of underlayment used in high 

wind section with current commission approved 2010 FBC code language.

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

No impact. Will incorporate the intent of the foundation code for enhanced attachment and types of underlayment used in high 

wind section with current commission approved 2010 FBC code language.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact. Will incorporate the intent of the foundation code for enhanced attachment and types of underlayment used in high 

wind section with current commission approved 2010 FBC code language.

Requirements

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

Strengthens and unifies the code by incorporating the intent of the foundation code for enhanced attachment and types of 

underlayment used in high wind section with current commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language.

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

Strengthens and unifies the code by incorporating the intent of the foundation code for enhanced attachment and types of 

underlayment used in high wind section with current commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language.

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

Does not discriminate. Strengthens and unifies the code by incorporating the intent of the foundation code for enhanced 

attachment and types of underlayment used in high wind section with current commission approved 2010 FBC performance 

proven code language.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade. Strengthens and unifies the code by incorporating the intent of the foundation code for enhanced attachment 

and types of underlayment used in high wind section with current commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code 

language.

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?

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

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

1

Proponent Submitted 12/13/2012 YesAttachments T Stafford

Rationale

This comment only modifies the text of the original modification as shown in the comment. The remainder of the original 

proposal is intended to go forward as submitted. The comment proposes that underlayment used in Florida be of a type that is 

equivalent to 30# felt or ASTM D 226 Type II. Observations of roof underlayment performance following Hurricane Ike in Texas 

and in two sets of tests conducted at the University of Florida and Florida International University demonstrated that relatively 

new and new ASTM 226 Type I underlayments performed very poorly when subjected to wind speeds over about 110 mph. In 

the laboratory tests, specimens covered with ASTM 226 Type I and Type II underlayments performed dramatically different. 

ASTM Type I felt (15#) material completely blew off some portions of the specimen as winds exceeded 110 mph and pulled 

over the plastic caps on other parts of the specimen. In contrast, the ASTM 226 Type II (30#) material remained in place and 

showed very few signs of distress. The cost increase associated with using 30# felt as opposed to 15# felt is approximately 

$100.00 for a single layer system for a roof size of 20 squares and approximately $200.oo for a double layer system for a roof 

size of 20 squares.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

This proposal will not impact local entities relative to enforcement of the code.

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

The cost increase associated with using 30# felt as opposed to 15# felt is approximately $100.00 for a single layer system 

for a roof size of 20 squares and approximately $200.00 for a double layer system for a roof size of 20 squares.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

The cost increase associated with using 30# felt as opposed to 15# felt is approximately $100.00 for a single layer system 

for a roof size of 20 squares and approximately $200.00 for a double layer system for a roof size of 20 squares.

Requirements

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

This code change will provide greater resistance to water penetration in the event the roof covering is blown off during a 

design wind event.

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

This proposal will strengthen the code by providing greater resistance to water penetration in the event the roof covering is 

blown off during a design wind event.

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

This proposal does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated 

capabilities.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

This proposal 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

Mark Zehnal

No

7/21/2012

Approved as Submitted

R905.4.4 Material standards.

Pending Review

No9

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

R5508  16

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageYes No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Provides and carries forward current 2010 FBC Florida-specific criteria.

Rationale

To carry forward previous Commission approved code language, standards and tables, providing continuity for the proper installation 

of roofing systems and components from one code edition to the next connected to Florida’s unique environmental conditions including 

extreme temperatures, enduring tropical rain events and life/property threatening high wind events.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

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

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

Requirements

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

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without any new 

requirements being established.

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

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without any new 

requirements being established.

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

Does not discriminate. Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, 

without any new requirements being established.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade. Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without 

any new requirements being established.

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

YES

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

NO

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

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

amendment applies to the state?

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

R
5
5
0
8
-G

1
  

Proponent  Andy Williams Submitted 12/13/2012 NoAttachments

My recommendation is that the minimum thicknesses for aluminum-zinc coated steel and galvanized steel be removed using the 

following rationale. 

International Building Code, 2012 edition, Table 1507.4.3(1) defines metal roof coverings and does not provide a minimum 

thickness for either aluminum-zinc coated steel or galvanized steel.  A similar code change proposal was submitted during the 

2012/2013 ICC Code Development Cycle (Group A) to include a minimum thickness for these two metal roof coverings.  The 

International Building Code Structural Committee recommended disapproval of this proposal (S39-12).  The committee provided 

the following reason for disapproval: “The committee believes that the roof covering manufacturer should cover the minimum 

thickness required for metal roof coverings and the proposed values are not consistent with the source document mentioned in 

the reason (Table 6-1 of the SMACNA Architectural Sheet Metal Manual).” 

The Florida Building Code, 2010 edition, Section 1504.3.2 Metal Panel Roof Systems requires that these metal roof coverings be 

tested to determine their structural capacity.  This testing insures that the metal roof coverings are adequate for their intended 

use.  Inclusion of a prescriptive requirement such as minimum thickness is unnecessary and may also limit the ability of the 

metal roof covering manufacturer to design economical metal roof coverings.  The Florida Building Code should only deviate 

from the International Building Code where there is a Florida specific need.  It does not seem reasonable that the minimum 

thickness for aluminum-zinc coated steel and galvanized steel metal roof coverings qualifies as a Florida specific need.

Comment:
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Attachments

Mark Zehnal

No

7/21/2012

Approved as Submitted

R905.5.3 Underlayment.

Pending Review

No9

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

R5513  17

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo Yes

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Provides and carries forward current 2010 FBC Florida-specific criteria.Provide correct Types for previously approved ASTM D 4869.

Rationale

To carry forward previous Commission approved code language, standards and tables, providing continuity for the proper installation 

of roofing systems and components from one code edition to the next connected to Florida’s unique environmental conditions including 

extreme temperatures, enduring tropical rain events and life/property threatening high wind events. Provide correct Types for 

previously approved ASTM D 4869.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

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

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

Requirements

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

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without any new 

requirements being established.

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

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without any new 

requirements being established.

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

Does not discriminate. Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, 

without any new requirements being established.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade. Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without 

any new requirements being established.

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

YES

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

NO

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

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

amendment applies to the state?

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

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

1

Proponent Submitted 12/13/2012 YesAttachments T Stafford

Rationale

This comment only modifies the text of the original modification as shown in the comment. The remainder of the original 

proposal is intended to go forward as submitted. The comment proposes that underlayment used in Florida be of a type that is 

equivalent to 30# felt or ASTM D 226 Type II. Observations of roof underlayment performance following Hurricane Ike in Texas 

and in two sets of tests conducted at the University of Florida and Florida International University demonstrated that relatively 

new and new ASTM 226 Type I underlayments performed very poorly when subjected to wind speeds over about 110 mph. In 

the laboratory tests, specimens covered with ASTM 226 Type I and Type II underlayments performed dramatically different. 

ASTM Type I felt (15#) material completely blew off some portions of the specimen as winds exceeded 110 mph and pulled 

over the plastic caps on other parts of the specimen. In contrast, the ASTM 226 Type II (30#) material remained in place and 

showed very few signs of distress. The cost increase associated with using 30# felt as opposed to 15# felt is approximately 

$100.00 for a single layer system for a roof size of 20 squares and approximately $200.oo for a double layer system for a roof 

size of 20 squares.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

This proposal will not impact local entities relative to enforcement of the code.

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

The cost increase associated with using 30# felt as opposed to 15# felt is approximately $100.00 for a single layer system 

for a roof size of 20 squares and approximately $200.00 for a double layer system for a roof size of 20 squares.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

The cost increase associated with using 30# felt as opposed to 15# felt is approximately $100.00 for a single layer system 

for a roof size of 20 squares and approximately $200.00 for a double layer system for a roof size of 20 squares.

Requirements

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

This code change will provide greater resistance to water penetration in the event the roof covering is blown off during a 

design wind event.

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

This proposal will strengthen the code by providing greater resistance to water penetration in the event the roof covering is 

blown off during a design wind event.

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

This proposal does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated 

capabilities.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

This proposal 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

Mark Zehnal

No

7/21/2012

Approved as Submitted

R905.5.3 Underlayment.

Pending Review

No9

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

R5557  18

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo Yes

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Incorporates intent of foundation code for attachment of underlayment in high wind section and unifies installation guidelines of 

underlayment with current Florida-specific criteria.

Rationale

This code modification unites the intent of the foundation code for enhanced attachment and types of underlayment in the high wind 

section with the 2010 FBC Florida specific code language. The subsequent foundation code solution for the ASCE 7-10 increased 

wind speeds to enhance attachment and upgrade types of underlayment  is consistent with the 2010 FBC code language and has 

been performance proven in Florida’s unique environment including enduring high wind tropical rains and life/property threatening high 

wind events.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact. Will incorporate the intent of the foundation code for enhanced attachment and types of underlayment used in high 

wind section with current commission approved 2010 FBC code language.

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

No impact. Will incorporate the intent of the foundation code for enhanced attachment and types of underlayment used in high 

wind section with current commission approved 2010 FBC code language.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact. Will incorporate the intent of the foundation code for enhanced attachment and types of underlayment used in high 

wind section with current commission approved 2010 FBC code language.

Requirements

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

Strengthens and unifies the code by incorporating the intent of the foundation code for enhanced attachment and types of 

underlayment used in high wind section with current commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language.

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

Strengthens and unifies the code by incorporating the intent of the foundation code for enhanced attachment and types of 

underlayment used in high wind section with current commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language.

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

Does not discriminate. Strengthens and unifies the code by incorporating the intent of the foundation code for enhanced 

attachment and types of underlayment used in high wind section with current commission approved 2010 FBC performance 

proven code language.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade. Strengthens and unifies the code by incorporating the intent of the foundation code for enhanced attachment 

and types of underlayment used in high wind section with current commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code 

language.

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?

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

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

1

Proponent Submitted 12/13/2012 YesAttachments T Stafford

Rationale

This comment only modifies the text of the original modification as shown in the comment. The remainder of the original 

proposal is intended to go forward as submitted. The comment proposes that underlayment used in Florida be of a type that is 

equivalent to 30# felt or ASTM D 226 Type II. Observations of roof underlayment performance following Hurricane Ike in Texas 

and in two sets of tests conducted at the University of Florida and Florida International University demonstrated that relatively 

new and new ASTM 226 Type I underlayments performed very poorly when subjected to wind speeds over about 110 mph. In 

the laboratory tests, specimens covered with ASTM 226 Type I and Type II underlayments performed dramatically different. 

ASTM Type I felt (15#) material completely blew off some portions of the specimen as winds exceeded 110 mph and pulled 

over the plastic caps on other parts of the specimen. In contrast, the ASTM 226 Type II (30#) material remained in place and 

showed very few signs of distress. The cost increase associated with using 30# felt as opposed to 15# felt is approximately 

$100.00 for a single layer system for a roof size of 20 squares and approximately $200.oo for a double layer system for a roof 

size of 20 squares.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

This proposal will not impact local entities relative to enforcement of the code.

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

The cost increase associated with using 30# felt as opposed to 15# felt is approximately $100.00 for a single layer system 

for a roof size of 20 squares and approximately $200.00 for a double layer system for a roof size of 20 squares.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

The cost increase associated with using 30# felt as opposed to 15# felt is approximately $100.00 for a single layer system 

for a roof size of 20 squares and approximately $200.00 for a double layer system for a roof size of 20 squares.

Requirements

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

This code change will provide greater resistance to water penetration in the event the roof covering is blown off during a 

design wind event.

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

This proposal will strengthen the code by providing greater resistance to water penetration in the event the roof covering is 

blown off during a design wind event.

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

This proposal does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated 

capabilities.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

This proposal does not degrade the effectiveness of the code.

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

Roofing2013 Triennial

Page 92 of 589

02/01/2013 Page 92 of 589



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
5
5
7
_
T

e
xt

O
fM

o
d
ifi

ca
tio

n
_
1
.p

n
g

R
5
5
5
7
  
T

e
x

t 
M

o
d

if
ic

a
ti

o
n

Roofing2013 Triennial

Page 93 of 589

02/01/2013 Page 93 of 589



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
5
5
7
_
T

e
xt

O
fM

o
d
ifi

ca
tio

n
_
2
.p

n
g

R
5
5
5
7
  
T

e
x

t 
M

o
d

if
ic

a
ti

o
n

Roofing2013 Triennial

Page 94 of 589

02/01/2013 Page 94 of 589



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
5
5
7
_
A

1
_
T

e
xt

O
fM

o
d
ifi

ca
tio

n
_
1
.p

n
g

R
5
5
5
7
 -

A
1
 T

e
x

t 
M

o
d

if
ic

a
ti

o
n

Roofing2013 Triennial

Page 95 of 589

02/01/2013 Page 95 of 589

joe.bigelow
Highlight



TAC: Roofing
Total Mods for Roofing in No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second: 62
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Attachments

Mark Zehnal

No

7/19/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second

1503.6 Crickets and saddles.

Pending Review

No15

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

R5347  19

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageYes No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Provides current 2010 Florida Building Code specific criteria

Rationale

To carry forward previous Commission approved code language, standards and tables, providing continuity for the proper installation 

of roofing systems and components from one code edition to the next connected to Florida’s unique environmental conditions including 

extreme temperatures, enduring tropical rain events and life/property threatening high wind events.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

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

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

Requirements

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

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without any new 

requirements being established.

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

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without any new 

requirements being established.

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

Does not discriminate. Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, 

without any new requirements being established.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade. Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without 

any new requirements being established.

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

YES

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

NO

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

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

amendment applies to the state?

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

R
5
3
4
7
-G

2
  

Proponent  Mark Zehnal Submitted 12/7/2012 YesAttachments

Section 1503 Weather Protection requires that roof decks shall be covered with approved roof coverings. Keeping the exception 

would mean that the Florida Building Code provides preferential treatment for skylight units and discriminates against chimneys, 

exhaust fans, roof vents. The exception invalidates good roofing practice as required in the residential code section “R1003.20 

Chimney crickets”. Removing the exception supports the protection of the roofing system by promoting positive drainage of water 

and accumulated debris around the projection and further protects from premature failure of the roofing system from 

accumulating moisture laden debris insuring that the roof covering shall serve to protect the building or structure. Additional 

debris is possibly accumulated due to local or State protection for foliage and tree canopy.

Comment:

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

R
5
3
4
7
-G

3
  

Proponent  Dwight Wilkes Submitted 12/13/2012 NoAttachments

This Modification weakens the 2012 ICC Base Codes. This Modification has not been adequately demonstrated by the 

Proponent to represent a Florida Specific Need. 

There has been no evidence presented denying the proven effectiveness of flashing saddles designed and provided by the unit 

skylight manufacturer as a matched set, and no recognition of skylights that carry warranties against leakage. For products 

qualifying for this exception requires the installer to attach a cricket or saddle on unit skylights that may damage the 

skylight&#39;s own matched flashing/drainage system and risks unintended consequences. 

This Modification is not part of any Proposal submitted during the 2015 IBC code development process. This code language 

addressing Unit Skylights is currently in the 2012 Base Code and received support from the National Roofing Contractors 

Association during the 2012 IBC and 2012 IRC Code Hearings. 

The proponent also states that this modification &quot;Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of 

construction of demonstrated capabilities&quot;; however this does discriminate against manufacturers of unit skylights. 

Therefore, AAMA requests restoration of the Exception language, for consistency with the Base Codes.

Comment:

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

R
5
3
4
7
-G

1
  

Proponent  Roger LeBrun Submitted 9/20/2012 NoAttachments

This modification is not justified as a Florida-specific need.  Also, there has been no evidence presented denying the proven 

effectiveness of flashing saddles designed and provided by the skylight manufacturer as a matched set, and no recognition of 

skylights that carry warranties against leakage.

The proposal should be disapproved.  Also affects R5260 and R5474.

Comment:

Roofing2013 Triennial

Page 98 of 589

02/01/2013 Page 98 of 589



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
3
4
7
_
T

e
xt

O
fM

o
d
ifi

ca
tio

n
_
1
.p

n
g

R
5
3
4
7
  
T

e
x

t 
M

o
d

if
ic

a
ti

o
n

Roofing2013 Triennial

Page 99 of 589

02/01/2013 Page 99 of 589



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
3
4
7
_
G

2
_
G

e
n
e
ra

l_
5
3
4
7
 A

tt
a
ch

m
e
n
t_

1
.p

n
g

R
5
3
4
7
 -

G
2
 G

e
n

e
ra

l 
C

o
m

m
e

n
t

Roofing2013 Triennial

Page 100 of 589

02/01/2013 Page 100 of 589



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
3
4
7
_
G

2
_
G

e
n
e
ra

l_
5
3
4
7
 A

tt
a
ch

m
e
n
t_

2
.p

n
g

R
5
3
4
7
 -

G
2
 G

e
n

e
ra

l 
C

o
m

m
e

n
t

Roofing2013 Triennial

Page 101 of 589

02/01/2013 Page 101 of 589



Attachments

Mark Zehnal

No

7/19/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second

1507.2.7.1 Wind Resistance of Asphalt Shingles

Pending Review

No15

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

R5363  20

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageYes No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Provides current 2010 Florida Building Code specific criteria.

Rationale

To carry forward previous Commission approved code language, standards and tables, providing continuity for the proper installation 

of roofing systems and components from one code edition to the next connected to Florida’s unique environmental conditions including 

extreme temperatures, enduring tropical rain events and life/property threatening high wind events.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

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

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

Requirements

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

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without any new 

requirements being established.

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

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without any new 

requirements being established.

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

Does not discriminate. Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, 

without any new requirements being established.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade. Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without 

any new requirements being established.

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

YES

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

NO

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

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

amendment applies to the state?

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

R
5
3
6
3
-G

1
  

Proponent  Mark Zehnal Submitted 12/7/2012 NoAttachments

Remove Classification A from TABLE 1507.2.7.1 due to none compliance with minimum 1609 Wind Maps

Designation: D3161/D3161M – 12

4.1 Shingles are of three classes:

4.1.1 Class A—Pass at a test velocity of 97 km/h [60 mph].

4.1.2 Class D—Pass at a test velocity of 145 km/h [90 mph].

4.1.3 Class F—Pass at a test velocity of 177 km/h [110 mph].

Comment:
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Attachments

Mark Zehnal

No

7/23/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second

1507.3 Clay and concrete tile.

Pending Review

No15

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

R5587  21

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo Yes

Related Modifications

1507.3.2, 1507.3.3, 1507.3.3.1, 1507.3.6, 1507.3.7, 1507.3.8, 1507.3.9

Summary of Modification

Provides current Florida-specific criteria including update to previous Commission approved code referenced standard.

Rationale

To carry forward previous Commission approved code language and tables including the updated version of referenced standard 

designed in compliance with ASCE 7-10 providing continuity for the proper installation of roofing systems and components from one 

code edition to the next connected to Florida’s unique environmental conditions including extreme temperatures, enduring tropical rain 

events and life/property threatening high wind events.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language and tables including updated code standard designed in compliance with ASCE 

7-10.

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

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language and tables including updated code standard designed in compliance with ASCE 

7-10.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language and tables including updated code standard designed in compliance with ASCE 

7-10.

Requirements

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

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language including updated code referenced standard 

designed in compliance with ASCE 7-10.

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

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language including updated code referenced standard 

designed in compliance with ASCE 7-10.

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

Does not discriminate. Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language including updated code 

referenced standard designed in compliance with ASCE 7-10.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade. Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language including updated code 

referenced standard designed in compliance with ASCE 7-10.

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

2nd Comment Period                                  10/31/2012 - 12/14/2012 
5
5
8
7
-A

1

Proponent Submitted 11/1/2012 YesAttachments Mark Zehnal

Rationale

To carry forward previous Commission approved code language providing continuity for the proper installation of roofing 

systems and components from one code edition to the next connected to Florida’s unique environmental conditions including 

extreme temperatures, enduring tropical rain events and life/property threatening high wind events.To provide the correct 

reference standard that will apply to high wind roof tile installation.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language compliant with ASCE 7-10 without any new requirements being established.

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

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language compliant with ASCE 7-10 without any new requirements being established.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language compliant with ASCE 7-10 without any new requirements being established.

Requirements

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

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language compliant with ASCE 7-10 without any new 

requirements being established.

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

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language compliant with ASCE 7-10 without any new 

requirements being established.

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

Does not discriminate. Current Commission approved 2010 FBC requirement compliant with ASCE 7-10.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade. Current Commission approved 2010 FBC requirement compliant with ASCE 7-10.

YES

NO

YES

NO

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

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

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

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

code and why the proposed amendment applies to the state?

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

resubmission to the Florida Building Code amendment process?
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Attachments

Mark Zehnal

No

7/23/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second

1507.3.3.1

Pending Review

No15

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

R5590  22

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo Yes

Related Modifications

1507.3.2, 1507.3.3, 1507.3.6, 1507.3.7, 1507.3.8, 1507.3.9

Summary of Modification

Provides current Florida-specific criteria including update to previous Commission approved code referenced standard.

Rationale

To carry forward previous Commission approved code language and tables including the updated version of referenced standard 

designed in compliance with ASCE 7-10 providing continuity for the proper installation of roofing systems and components from one 

code edition to the next connected to Florida’s unique environmental conditions including extreme temperatures, enduring tropical rain 

events and life/property threatening high wind events.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language and tables including updated code standard designed in compliance with ASCE 

7-10.

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

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language and tables including updated code standard designed in compliance with ASCE 

7-10.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language and tables including updated code standard designed in compliance with ASCE 

7-10.

Requirements

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

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language including updated code referenced standard 

designed in compliance with ASCE 7-10.

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

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language including updated code referenced standard 

designed in compliance with ASCE 7-10.

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

Does not discriminate. Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language including updated code 

referenced standard designed in compliance with ASCE 7-10.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade. Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language including updated code 

referenced standard designed in compliance with ASCE 7-10.

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

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

1

Proponent Submitted 11/1/2012 YesAttachments Mark Zehnal

Rationale

To carry forward previous Commission approved code language providing continuity for the proper installation of roofing 

systems and components from one code edition to the next connected to Florida’s unique environmental conditions including 

extreme temperatures, enduring tropical rain events and life/property threatening high wind events. To provide the correct 

reference standard that will apply to high wind roof tile installation.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language compliant with ASCE 7-10 without any new requirements being established.

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

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language compliant with ASCE 7-10 without any new requirements being established.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language compliant with ASCE 7-10 without any new requirements being established.

Requirements

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

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language compliant with ASCE 7-10 without any new 

requirements being established.

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

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language compliant with ASCE 7-10 without any new 

requirements being established.

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

Does not discriminate. Current Commission approved 2010 FBC requirement compliant with ASCE 7-10.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade. Current Commission approved 2010 FBC requirement compliant with ASCE 7-10.

YES

NO

YES

NO

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

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

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

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

code and why the proposed amendment applies to the state?

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

resubmission to the Florida Building Code amendment process?
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Attachments

Mark Zehnal

No

7/23/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second

1507.3.3

Pending Review

No15

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

R5589  23

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo Yes

Related Modifications

1507.3.2, 1507.3.3.1, 1507.3.6, 1507.3.7, 1507.3.8, 1507.3.9

Summary of Modification

Provides current Florida-specific criteria including update to previous Commission approved code referenced standard.

Rationale

To carry forward previous Commission approved code language and tables including the updated version of referenced standard 

designed in compliance with ASCE 7-10 providing continuity for the proper installation of roofing systems and components from one 

code edition to the next connected to Florida’s unique environmental conditions including extreme temperatures, enduring tropical rain 

events and life/property threatening high wind events.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language and tables including updated code standard designed in compliance with ASCE 

7-10.

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

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language and tables including updated code standard designed in compliance with ASCE 

7-10.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language and tables including updated code standard designed in compliance with ASCE 

7-10.

Requirements

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

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language including updated code referenced standard 

designed in compliance with ASCE 7-10.

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

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language including updated code referenced standard 

designed in compliance with ASCE 7-10.

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

Does not discriminate. Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language including updated code 

referenced standard designed in compliance with ASCE 7-10.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade. Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language including updated code 

referenced standard designed in compliance with ASCE 7-10.

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

2nd Comment Period                                  10/31/2012 - 12/14/2012 
5
5
8
9
-A

1

Proponent Submitted 12/7/2012 YesAttachments Mark Zehnal

Rationale

To carry forward previous Commission approved code language providing continuity for the proper installation of roofing 

systems and components from one code edition to the next connected to Florida’s unique environmental conditions including 

extreme temperatures, enduring tropical rain events and life/property threatening high wind events. To provide the correct 

reference standard that will apply to high wind roof tile installation.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language compliant with ASCE 7-10 without any new requirements being established.

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

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language compliant with ASCE 7-10 without any new requirements being established.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language compliant with ASCE 7-10 without any new requirements being established.

Requirements

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

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language compliant with ASCE 7-10 without any new 

requirements being established.

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

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language compliant with ASCE 7-10 without any new 

requirements being established.

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

Does not discriminate. Current Commission approved 2010 FBC requirement compliant with ASCE 7-10

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade. Current Commission approved 2010 FBC requirement compliant with ASCE 7-10.

YES

NO

YES

NO

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

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

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

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

code and why the proposed amendment applies to the state?

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

resubmission to the Florida Building Code amendment process?
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Attachments

Mark Zehnal

No

7/23/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second

1507.3.6

Pending Review

No15

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

R5591  24

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo Yes

Related Modifications

1507.3.2, 1507.3.3, 1507.3.3.1, 1507.3.7, 1507.3.8, 1507.3.9

Summary of Modification

Provides current Florida-specific criteria including update to previous Commission approved code referenced standard.

Rationale

To carry forward previous Commission approved code language and tables including the updated version of referenced standard 

designed in compliance with ASCE 7-10 providing continuity for the proper installation of roofing systems and components from one 

code edition to the next connected to Florida’s unique environmental conditions including extreme temperatures, enduring tropical rain 

events and life/property threatening high wind events.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language and tables including updated code standard designed in compliance with ASCE 

7-10.

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

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language and tables including updated code standard designed in compliance with ASCE 

7-10.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language and tables including updated code standard designed in compliance with ASCE 

7-10.

Requirements

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

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language including updated code referenced standard 

designed in compliance with ASCE 7-10.

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

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language including updated code referenced standard 

designed in compliance with ASCE 7-10.

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

Does not discriminate. Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language including updated code 

referenced standard designed in compliance with ASCE 7-10.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade. Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language including updated code 

referenced standard designed in compliance with ASCE 7-10.

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

2nd Comment Period                                  10/31/2012 - 12/14/2012 
5
5
9
1
-A

1

Proponent Submitted 12/7/2012 YesAttachments Mark Zehnal

Rationale

To carry forward previous Commission approved code language providing continuity for the proper installation of roofing 

systems and components from one code edition to the next connected to Florida’s unique environmental conditions including 

extreme temperatures, enduring tropical rain events and life/property threatening high wind events. To provide the correct 

reference standard that will apply to high wind roof tile installation.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language compliant with ASCE 7-10 without any new requirements being established.

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

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language compliant with ASCE 7-10 without any new requirements being established.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language compliant with ASCE 7-10 without any new requirements being established.

Requirements

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

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language compliant with ASCE 7-10 without any new 

requirements being established.

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

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language compliant with ASCE 7-10 without any new 

requirements being established.

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

Does not discriminate. Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language compliant with ASCE 

7-10 without any new requirements being established.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade. Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language compliant with ASCE 

7-10 without any new requirements being established.

YES

NO

YES

NO

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

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

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

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

code and why the proposed amendment applies to the state?

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

resubmission to the Florida Building Code amendment process?
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Attachments

Mark Zehnal

No

7/23/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second

1507.3.7

Pending Review

No15

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

R5592  25

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo Yes

Related Modifications

1507.3.2, 1507.3.3, 1507.3.3.1, 1507.3.6, 1507.3.8, 1507.3.9

Summary of Modification

Provides current Florida-specific criteria including update to previous Commission approved code referenced standard.

Rationale

To carry forward previous Commission approved code language and tables including the updated version of referenced standard 

designed in compliance with ASCE 7-10 providing continuity for the proper installation of roofing systems and components from one 

code edition to the next connected to Florida’s unique environmental conditions including extreme temperatures, enduring tropical rain 

events and life/property threatening high wind events.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language and tables including updated code standard designed in compliance with ASCE 

7-10.

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

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language and tables including updated code standard designed in compliance with ASCE 

7-10.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language and tables including updated code standard designed in compliance with ASCE 

7-10.

Requirements

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

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language including updated code referenced standard 

designed in compliance with ASCE 7-10.

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

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language including updated code referenced standard 

designed in compliance with ASCE 7-10.

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

Does not discriminate. Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language including updated code 

referenced standard designed in compliance with ASCE 7-10.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade. Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language including updated code 

referenced standard designed in compliance with ASCE 7-10.

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

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

1

Proponent Submitted 12/7/2012 YesAttachments Mark Zehnal

Rationale

To carry forward previous Commission approved code language providing continuity for the proper installation of roofing 

systems and components from one code edition to the next connected to Florida’s unique environmental conditions including 

extreme temperatures, enduring tropical rain events and life/property threatening high wind events. To provide the correct 

reference standard that will apply to high wind roof tile installation.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language compliant with ASCE 7-10 without any new requirements being established.

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

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language compliant with ASCE 7-10 without any new requirements being established.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language compliant with ASCE 7-10 without any new requirements being established.

Requirements

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

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language compliant with ASCE 7-10 without any new 

requirements being established.

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

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language compliant with ASCE 7-10 without any new 

requirements being established.

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

Does not discriminate. Current Commission approved 2010 FBC requirement compliant with ASCE 7-10.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade. Current Commission approved 2010 FBC requirement compliant with ASCE 7-10.

YES

NO

YES

NO

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

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

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

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

code and why the proposed amendment applies to the state?

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

resubmission to the Florida Building Code amendment process?
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Attachments

Mark Zehnal

No

7/23/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second

1507.3.8

Pending Review

No15

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

R5593  26

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageYes Yes

Related Modifications

1507.3.2, 1507.3.3, 1507.3.3.1, 1507.3.6, 1507.3.7, 1507.3.9

Summary of Modification

Provides current Florida-specific criteria including update to previous Commission approved code referenced standard.

Rationale

To carry forward previous Commission approved code language and tables including the updated version of referenced standard 

designed in compliance with ASCE 7-10 providing continuity for the proper installation of roofing systems and components from one 

code edition to the next connected to Florida’s unique environmental conditions including extreme temperatures, enduring tropical rain 

events and life/property threatening high wind events.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language and tables including updated code standard designed in compliance with ASCE 

7-10.

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

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language and tables including updated code standard designed in compliance with ASCE 

7-10.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language and tables including updated code standard designed in compliance with ASCE 

7-10.

Requirements

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

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language including updated code referenced standard 

designed in compliance with ASCE 7-10.

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

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language including updated code referenced standard 

designed in compliance with ASCE 7-10.

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

Does not discriminate. Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language including updated code 

referenced standard designed in compliance with ASCE 7-10.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade. Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language including updated code 

referenced standard designed in compliance with ASCE 7-10.

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

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

1

Proponent Submitted 12/7/2012 YesAttachments Mark Zehnal

Rationale

To carry forward previous Commission approved code language providing continuity for the proper installation of roofing 

systems and components from one code edition to the next connected to Florida’s unique environmental conditions including 

extreme temperatures, enduring tropical rain events and life/property threatening high wind events. To provide the correct 

reference standard that will apply to high wind roof tile installation.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language compliant with ASCE 7-10 without any new requirements being established.

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

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language compliant with ASCE 7-10 without any new requirements being established.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language compliant with ASCE 7-10 without any new requirements being established.

Requirements

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

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language compliant with ASCE 7-10 without any new 

requirements being established.

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

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language compliant with ASCE 7-10 without any new 

requirements being established.

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

Does not discriminate. Current Commission approved 2010 FBC requirement compliant with ASCE 7-10.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade. Current Commission approved 2010 FBC requirement compliant with ASCE 7-10.

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?

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

R
5
5
9
3
-G

1
  

Proponent  Mark Zehnal Submitted 12/7/2012 NoAttachments

Removing &quot;Tile shall be applied according to the manufacturer’s installation instructions&quot;  will not allow for any new 

and innovative tile systems and exclude roof tile manufactures that have proprietary installation instructions such as Luduwici to 

sell there products even though the systems are in complaince with code requirements.

Comment:
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Attachments

Mark Zehnal

No

7/23/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second

1507.3.9

Pending Review

No15

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

R5594  27

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo Yes

Related Modifications

1507.3.2, 1507.3.3, 1507.3.3.1, 1507.3.6, 1507.3.7, 1507.3.8

Summary of Modification

Provides current Florida-specific criteria including update to previous Commission approved code referenced standard.

Rationale

To carry forward previous Commission approved code language and tables including the updated version of referenced standard 

designed in compliance with ASCE 7-10 providing continuity for the proper installation of roofing systems and components from one 

code edition to the next connected to Florida’s unique environmental conditions including extreme temperatures, enduring tropical rain 

events and life/property threatening high wind events.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language and tables including updated code standard designed in compliance with ASCE 

7-10.

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

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language and tables including updated code standard designed in compliance with ASCE 

7-10.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language and tables including updated code standard designed in compliance with ASCE 

7-10.

Requirements

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

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language including updated code referenced standard 

designed in compliance with ASCE 7-10.

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

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language including updated code referenced standard 

designed in compliance with ASCE 7-10.

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

Does not discriminate. Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language including updated code 

referenced standard designed in compliance with ASCE 7-10.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade. Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language including updated code 

referenced standard designed in compliance with ASCE 7-10.

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

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

1

Proponent Submitted 12/7/2012 YesAttachments Mark Zehnal

Rationale

To carry forward previous Commission approved code language providing continuity for the proper installation of roofing 

systems and components from one code edition to the next connected to Florida’s unique environmental conditions including 

extreme temperatures, enduring tropical rain events and life/property threatening high wind events. To provide the correct 

reference standard that will apply to high wind roof tile installation.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language compliant with ASCE 7-10 without any new requirements being established.

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

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language compliant with ASCE 7-10 without any new requirements being established.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language compliant with ASCE 7-10 without any new requirements being established.

Requirements

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

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language compliant with ASCE 7-10 without any new 

requirements being established.

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

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language compliant with ASCE 7-10 without any new 

requirements being established.

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

Does not discriminate. Current Commission approved 2010 FBC requirement compliant with ASCE 7-10.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade. Current Commission approved 2010 FBC requirement compliant with ASCE 7-10.

YES

NO

YES

NO

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

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

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

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

code and why the proposed amendment applies to the state?

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

resubmission to the Florida Building Code amendment process?
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Attachments

Mark Zehnal

No

7/18/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second

1507.4 Metal roof panels.

Pending Review

No15

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

R5275  28

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageYes Yes

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Provides current Florida-specific criteria

Rationale

To carry forward previous Commission approved code language, standards and tables, providing continuity for the proper installation 

of roofing systems and components from one code edition to the next connected to Florida’s unique environmental conditions including 

extreme temperatures, enduring tropical rain events and life/property threatening high wind events.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

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

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

Requirements

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

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without any new 

requirements being established.

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

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without any new 

requirements being established.

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

Does not discriminate. Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, 

without any new requirements being established.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade. Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without 

any new requirements being established.

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

YES

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

NO

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

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

amendment applies to the state?

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

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

1

Proponent Submitted 12/7/2012 YesAttachments Mark Zehnal

Rationale

To carry forward previous Commission approved code language providing continuity for the proper installation of roofing 

systems and components from one code edition to the next connected to Florida’s unique environmental conditions including 

extreme temperatures, enduring tropical rain events and life/property threatening high wind events.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language without any new requirements being established.

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

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language without any new requirements being established.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language without any new requirements being established.

Requirements

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

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language without any new requirements being 

established.

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

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language without any new requirements being 

established.

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

Does not discriminate. Current Commission approved 2010 FBC requirement.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade. Current Commission approved 2010 FBC requirement.

YES

NO

YES

NO

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

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

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

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

code and why the proposed amendment applies to the state?

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

resubmission to the Florida Building Code amendment process?
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2nd Comment Period                                    10/31/2012 - 12/14/2012

R
5
2
7
5
-G

1
  

Proponent  Andy Williams Submitted 12/13/2012 NoAttachments

My recommendation is that the minimum thicknesses for aluminum-zinc coated steel and galvanized steel be removed using the 

following rationale. 

International Building Code, 2012 edition, Table 1507.4.3(1) defines metal roof coverings and does not provide a minimum 

thickness for either aluminum-zinc coated steel or galvanized steel.  A similar code change proposal was submitted during the 

2012/2013 ICC Code Development Cycle (Group A) to include a minimum thickness for these two metal roof coverings.  The 

International Building Code Structural Committee recommended disapproval of this proposal (S39-12).  The committee provided 

the following reason for disapproval: “The committee believes that the roof covering manufacturer should cover the minimum 

thickness required for metal roof coverings and the proposed values are not consistent with the source document mentioned in 

the reason (Table 6-1 of the SMACNA Architectural Sheet Metal Manual).” 

The Florida Building Code, 2010 edition, Section 1504.3.2 Metal Panel Roof Systems requires that these metal roof coverings be 

tested to determine their structural capacity.  This testing insures that the metal roof coverings are adequate for their intended 

use.  Inclusion of a prescriptive requirement such as minimum thickness is unnecessary and may also limit the ability of the 

metal roof covering manufacturer to design economical metal roof coverings.  The Florida Building Code should only deviate 

from the International Building Code where there is a Florida specific need.  It does not seem reasonable that the minimum 

thickness for aluminum-zinc coated steel and galvanized steel metal roof coverings qualifies as a Florida specific need.

Comment:
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Attachments

Mark Zehnal

No

7/19/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second

1507.4.5 Underlayment

Pending Review

No15

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

R5386  29

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageYes No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Provides current 2010 Florida Building Code specific criteria.

Rationale

To carry forward previous Commission approved code language, standards and tables, providing continuity for the proper installation 

of roofing systems and components from one code edition to the next connected to Florida’s unique environmental conditions including 

extreme temperatures, enduring tropical rain events and life/property threatening high wind events.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

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

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

Requirements

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

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without any new 

requirements being established.

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

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without any new 

requirements being established.

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

Does not discriminate. Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, 

without any new requirements being established.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade. Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without 

any new requirements being established.

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

YES

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

NO

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

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

amendment applies to the state?

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

R
5
3
8
6
-G

1
  

Proponent  Mark Zehnal Submitted 12/7/2012 NoAttachments

This Code Modification can be withdrawn with the approval of Modification 5275

Comment:
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Attachments

Mark Zehnal

No

7/18/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second

1507.6 Mineral-surfaced roll roofing.

Pending Review

No15

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

R5278  30

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo Yes

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Provides current Florida-specific criteria

Rationale

To carry forward previous Commission approved code language, standards and tables, providing continuity for the proper installation 

of roofing systems and components from one code edition to the next connected to Florida’s unique environmental conditions including 

extreme temperatures, enduring tropical rain events and life/property threatening high wind events.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

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

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

Requirements

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

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without any new 

requirements being established.

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

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without any new 

requirements being established.

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

Does not discriminate. Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, 

without any new requirements being established.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade. Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without 

any new requirements being established.

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

YES

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

NO

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

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

amendment applies to the state?

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

2nd Comment Period                                  10/31/2012 - 12/14/2012 
5
2
7
8
-A

1

Proponent Submitted 12/7/2012 YesAttachments Mark Zehnal

Rationale

To carry forward previous Commission approved code language providing continuity for the proper installation of roofing 

systems and components from one code edition to the next connected to Florida’s unique environmental conditions including 

extreme temperatures, enduring tropical rain events and life/property threatening high wind events.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language without any new requirements being established.

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

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language without any new requirements being established.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language without any new requirements being established.

Requirements

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

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language without any new requirements being 

established.

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

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language without any new requirements being 

established.

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

Does not discriminate. Current Commission approved 2010 FBC requirement.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade. Current Commission approved 2010 FBC requirement.

YES

NO

YES

NO

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

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

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

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

code and why the proposed amendment applies to the state?

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

resubmission to the Florida Building Code amendment process?
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Attachments

Mark Zehnal

No

7/18/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second

1507.7 Slate shingles.

Pending Review

No15

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

R5281  31

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo Yes

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Provides current Florida-specific criteria

Rationale

To carry forward previous Commission approved code language, standards and tables, providing continuity for the proper installation 

of roofing systems and components from one code edition to the next connected to Florida’s unique environmental conditions including 

extreme temperatures, enduring tropical rain events and life/property threatening high wind events.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

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

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

Requirements

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

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without any new 

requirements being established.

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

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without any new 

requirements being established.

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

Does not discriminate. Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, 

without any new requirements being established.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade. Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without 

any new requirements being established.

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

YES

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

NO

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

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

amendment applies to the state?

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

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

1

Proponent Submitted 12/7/2012 YesAttachments Mark Zehnal

Rationale

To carry forward previous Commission approved code language providing continuity for the proper installation of roofing 

systems and components from one code edition to the next connected to Florida’s unique environmental conditions including 

extreme temperatures, enduring tropical rain events and life/property threatening high wind events.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language without any new requirements being established.

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

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language without any new requirements being established.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language without any new requirements being established.

Requirements

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

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language without any new requirements being 

established.

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

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language without any new requirements being 

established.

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

Does not discriminate. Current Commission approved 2010 FBC requirement.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade. Current Commission approved 2010 FBC requirement.

YES

NO

YES

NO

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

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

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

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

code and why the proposed amendment applies to the state?

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

resubmission to the Florida Building Code amendment process?
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Attachments

Mark Zehnal

No

7/18/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second

1507.8 Wood shingles.

Pending Review

No15

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

R5286  32

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo Yes

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Provides current Florida-specific criteria

Rationale

To carry forward previous Commission approved code language, standards and tables, providing continuity for the proper installation 

of roofing systems and components from one code edition to the next connected to Florida’s unique environmental conditions including 

extreme temperatures, enduring tropical rain events and life/property threatening high wind events.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

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

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

Requirements

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

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without any new 

requirements being established.

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

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without any new 

requirements being established.

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

Does not discriminate. Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, 

without any new requirements being established.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade. Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without 

any new requirements being established.

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

YES

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

NO

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

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

amendment applies to the state?

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

2nd Comment Period                                  10/31/2012 - 12/14/2012 
5
2
8
6
-A

1

Proponent Submitted 12/7/2012 YesAttachments Mark Zehnal

Rationale

To carry forward previous Commission approved code language providing continuity for the proper installation of roofing 

systems and components from one code edition to the next connected to Florida’s unique environmental conditions including 

extreme temperatures, enduring tropical rain events and life/property threatening high wind events.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language without any new requirements being established.

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

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language without any new requirements being established.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language without any new requirements being established.

Requirements

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

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language without any new requirements being 

established.

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

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language without any new requirements being 

established.

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

Does not discriminate. Current Commission approved 2010 FBC requirement.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade. Current Commission approved 2010 FBC requirement.

YES

NO

YES

NO

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

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

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

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

code and why the proposed amendment applies to the state?

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

resubmission to the Florida Building Code amendment process?
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Attachments

Mark Zehnal

No

7/18/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second

1507.9 Wood shakes.

Pending Review

No15

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

R5284  33

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageYes Yes

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Provides current Florida-specific criteria

Rationale

To carry forward previous Commission approved code language, standards and tables, providing continuity for the proper installation 

of roofing systems and components from one code edition to the next connected to Florida’s unique environmental conditions including 

extreme temperatures, enduring tropical rain events and life/property threatening high wind events.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

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

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

Requirements

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

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without any new 

requirements being established.

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

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without any new 

requirements being established.

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

Does not discriminate. Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, 

without any new requirements being established.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade. Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without 

any new requirements being established.

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

YES

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

NO

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

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

amendment applies to the state?

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

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

1

Proponent Submitted 12/7/2012 YesAttachments Mark Zehnal

Rationale

To carry forward previous Commission approved code language providing continuity for the proper installation of roofing 

systems and components from one code edition to the next connected to Florida’s unique environmental conditions including 

extreme temperatures, enduring tropical rain events and life/property threatening high wind events.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language without any new requirements being established.

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

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language without any new requirements being established.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language without any new requirements being established.

Requirements

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

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language without any new requirements being 

established.

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

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language without any new requirements being 

established.

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

Does not discriminate. Current Commission approved 2010 FBC requirement.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade. Current Commission approved 2010 FBC requirement.

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?

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

R
5
2
8
4
-G

1
  

Proponent  Mark Zehnal Submitted 12/7/2012 YesAttachments

Comment made at TAC meeting that ASTM D1970 should be allowed as underlayment is not in compliance with the technical 

bulletin issued by the Cedar Shake &amp; Shingle Bureau (attached)

Comment:
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Attachments

Mark Zehnal

No

7/19/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second

1507.9.2 Deck slope.

Pending Review

No15

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

R5405  34

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageYes No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Provides current 2010 Florida Building Code specific criteria.

Rationale

To carry forward previous Commission approved code language, standards and tables, providing continuity for the proper installation 

of roofing systems and components from one code edition to the next connected to Florida’s unique environmental conditions including 

extreme temperatures, enduring tropical rain events and life/property threatening high wind events.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

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

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

Requirements

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

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without any new 

requirements being established.

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

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without any new 

requirements being established.

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

Does not discriminate. Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, 

without any new requirements being established.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade. Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without 

any new requirements being established.

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

YES

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

NO

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

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

amendment applies to the state?

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

R
5
4
0
5
-G

1
  

Proponent  Mark Zehnal Submitted 12/7/2012 NoAttachments

This Code Modification can be withdrawn

Comment:
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Attachments

Mark Zehnal

No

7/18/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second

1507

Pending Review

No15

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

R5268  35

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageYes No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Provides current Florida-specific criteria

Rationale

To carry forward previous Commission approved code language, standards and tables, providing continuity for the proper installation 

of roofing systems and components from one code edition to the next connected to Florida’s unique environmental conditions including 

extreme temperatures, enduring tropical rain events and life/property threatening high wind events.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

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

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

Requirements

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

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without any new 

requirements being established.

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

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without any new 

requirements being established.

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

Does not discriminate. Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, 

without any new requirements being established.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade. Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without 

any new requirements being established.

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

YES

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

NO

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

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

amendment applies to the state?

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

R
5
2
6
8
-G

1
  

Proponent  Mark Zehnal Submitted 12/7/2012 NoAttachments

This Code Modification can be withdrawn

Comment:
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Attachments

Deborah Lawson

No

7/31/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second

1508.1 General

Pending Review

No15

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

R5738  36

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageYes Yes

Related Modifications

#5739 and #5742

Summary of Modification

Use of above-deck thermal insulation -- adds Factory Mutual reference for cellular concrete.

Rationale

This technical modification provides guidance when lightweight insulating concrete is utilized and recognizes that testing procedures 

that are equivalent to Factory Mutual testing are utilized.

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

Improves clarity of code with respect to use of lightweight insulating concrete as a roof insulation material.

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

Improves clarity of code with respect to use of lightweight insulating concrete as a roof insulation material.

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

Proposed modification includes FM reference within existing section of approval references and provides guidance and 

clarification without discrimination to other materials, products, methods or systems.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Improves the effectiveness of the code.

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

Alternate Language

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

5
7
3
8
-A

1

Proponent Submitted 12/14/2012 YesAttachments Deborah Lawson

Rationale

Based on comments received from the Roofing TAC at their October meeting, The Florida Roof Deck Association proposes this 

alternative language to section 1508.1 which more clearly references the proper ASTM and UL standards for above-deck 

thermal insulation. Per the comments of TAC member Lorraine Ross, this language more clearly defines the references for fire 

and wind resistance. FM 4454 and ANSI/UL 263(ASTM E119) are attached.

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

Including the proper code standards for above-deck thermal insulation improves and strengthens the code.

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

Brings the code current with updated and complete standards for above-deck thermal insulation.

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

Strengthens the effectiveness of the code.

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

R
5
7
3
8
-G

1
  

Proponent  Leo Legatski Submitted 12/14/2012 NoAttachments

Elastizell Corporation of America supports this proposed Florida-specific code modification.  Inclusion of the appropriate FM and 

UL references are of substantial benefit to the Florida Code.

Comment:
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Attachments

Mark Zehnal

No

7/19/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second

1509.6.4 Equipment and appliances on roofs or elev

Pending Review

No15

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

R5411  37

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageYes No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Provides current 2010 Florida Building Code specific criteria.

Rationale

To carry forward previous Commission approved code language, standards and tables, providing continuity for the proper installation 

of roofing systems and components from one code edition to the next connected to Florida’s unique environmental conditions including 

extreme temperatures, enduring tropical rain events and life/property threatening high wind events.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

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

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

Requirements

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

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without any new 

requirements being established.

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

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without any new 

requirements being established.

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

Does not discriminate. Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, 

without any new requirements being established.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade. Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without 

any new requirements being established.

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

YES

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

NO

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

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

amendment applies to the state?

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

R
5
4
1
1
-G

1
  

Proponent  Mark Zehnal Submitted 12/7/2012 NoAttachments

Life safety issue for workers and inspectors. Same language and in compliance with 2010 Florida Mechanical Code Chapter 3 

General Regulations and 2009 International Fuel Gas Code Chapter 3 General Regulations. DOL/OSHA , OSHA - 29 CFR 

1910.27(d)(1)(ii), (d)(2) and (d)(5) Fixed Ladders.

Important information for designers, roofing contractors, building owners and Inspectors to have that is roofing related and part of 

a reroofing process. Removal of significant information that has been part of the code for 10 years and is not a part of the ICC is 

no reason to change to make the process harder.

Comment:
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Attachments

Mark Zehnal

No

7/19/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second

1509.6.5 Mechanical units.

Pending Review

No15

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

R5412  38

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageYes No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Provides current 2010 Florida Building Code specific criteria.

Rationale

To carry forward previous Commission approved code language, standards and tables, providing continuity for the proper installation 

of roofing systems and components from one code edition to the next connected to Florida’s unique environmental conditions including 

extreme temperatures, enduring tropical rain events and life/property threatening high wind events.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

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

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

Requirements

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

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without any new 

requirements being established.

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

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without any new 

requirements being established.

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

Does not discriminate. Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, 

without any new requirements being established.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade. Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without 

any new requirements being established.

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

YES

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

NO

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

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

amendment applies to the state?

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

R
5
4
1
2
-G

1
  

Proponent  Mark Zehnal Submitted 12/7/2012 NoAttachments

Found in mechanical code however important to roofing installations and needs to stay in roofing section.

2010 Florida Mechanical Code

301.12 Wind resistance.

Mechanical equipment, appliances and supports that are exposed to wind shall be designed and installed to resist the wind 

pressures on the equipment and the supports as determined in accordance with the Florida Building Code, Building. 

Roof-mounted mechanical units and supports shall be secured to the structure. The use of wood “sleepers” shall not be 

permitted.

Important information for designers, roofing contractors, building owners and Inspectors to have that is roofing related and part of 

a reroofing process. Removal of significant information that has been part of the code for 10 years and is not a part of the ICC is 

no reason to change to make the process harder.

Comment:
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Attachments

Mark Zehnal

No

7/18/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second

1509

Pending Review

No15

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

R5288  39

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageYes No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Provides current Florida-specific criteria

Rationale

To carry forward previous Commission approved code language, standards and tables, providing continuity for the proper installation 

of roofing systems and components from one code edition to the next connected to Florida’s unique environmental conditions including 

extreme temperatures, enduring tropical rain events and life/property threatening high wind events.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

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

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

Requirements

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

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without any new 

requirements being established.

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

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without any new 

requirements being established.

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

Does not discriminate. Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, 

without any new requirements being established.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade. Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without 

any new requirements being established.

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

YES

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

NO

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

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

amendment applies to the state?

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

R
5
2
8
8
-G

1
  

Proponent  Mark Zehnal Submitted 12/7/2012 NoAttachments

1509.6 and 1509.7 need to stay in the1509 Rooftop Structures roofing section.

Same language and in compliance with 2010 Florida Mechanical Code Chapter 3 General Regulations and 2009 International 

Fuel Gas Code Chapter 3 General Regulations. 

2010 Florida Mechanical Code

301.12 Wind resistance.

Mechanical equipment, appliances and supports that are exposed to wind shall be designed and installed to resist the wind 

pressures on the equipment and the supports as determined in accordance with the Florida Building Code, Building. 

Roof-mounted mechanical units and supports shall be secured to the structure. The use of wood “sleepers” shall not be 

permitted.

Important information for designers, roofing contractors, building owners and Inspectors to have that is roofing related and part of 

a reroofing process. Removal of significant information that has been part of the code for 10 years and is not a part of the ICC is 

no reason to change to make the process harder.

Comment:
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Attachments

Mark Zehnal

No

7/18/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second

1510

Pending Review

No15

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

R5291  40

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageYes No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Provides current Florida-specific criteria

Rationale

To carry forward previous Commission approved code language, standards and tables, providing continuity for the proper installation 

of roofing systems and components from one code edition to the next connected to Florida’s unique environmental conditions including 

extreme temperatures, enduring tropical rain events and life/property threatening high wind events.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

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

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

Requirements

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

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without any new 

requirements being established.

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

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without any new 

requirements being established.

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

Does not discriminate. Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, 

without any new requirements being established.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade. Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without 

any new requirements being established.

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

YES

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

NO

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

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

amendment applies to the state?

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

R
5
2
9
1
-G

1
  

Proponent  Mark Zehnal Submitted 12/7/2012 NoAttachments

This Code Modification can be withdrawn

Comment:
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Attachments

Katherine Cleary

No

7/29/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second

1510

Pending Review

No15

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

R5731  41

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageYes Yes

Related Modifications

1510.3 Recovering versus replacement.

1. Where the existing roof or roof covering is water soaked or has deteriorated to the point that the existing roof or roof covering is not 

adequate as a base for additional roofigng.

Summary of Modification

Vague code language. Set forth an allowable moistre by weight content roof membrane and insulation will give determine the 

suitabilty of the existing roof to receive a re-roof or a re-cover.

Rationale

Excessive moisture in roof membrane and roof insulation can lead to following:

    1. accelerate corrosion of steel deck

    2. cause roof system to blister

    3. High moisture reduces Thermal Resistance Ration Percentage (TRR) performance

    4. High moisture increases decay of roof system over time and reduces (TRR)

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Language is no longer vague. The TAS 126  Roof Moisture Survey, reference document 2.3  refers to research conducted to set 

forth a benchmark for &quot;wet&quot;.

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

Setting a benchmark for &quot;wet&quot; in roof membrane and insulation.  Will set guidelin for unaccapetable membrane and 

insulation due to loss of insulalting ability and material decay.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

Set a guideline for contractors to follow a benchmark for &quot;wet&quot;.

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,  Accepatable roof area that can be repaired/replaced.

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

Roof Moisture Survey benchmark for &quot;wet&quot; in roof membrane and roof insulation as be set for in Section 1521 

High-Velocity Hurricane Zones-Reroofing, 1521.12 and 1521.4

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

No

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 
5
7
3
1
-A

2

Proponent Submitted 12/13/2012 YesAttachments Katherine Cleary

Rationale

Setting a performance standard to meet a provision from the previous Florida Building Code

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No, This is part of the building code.

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

Currently part of the building code.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

This is part of the current code.

Requirements

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

Yes: 1. High moisture effects Thermal Resistance Ratio Percentage (TRR) Performance of the roof system. 2. High 

moisture increases the decay of the roof system over time and reduces (TRR).

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

Yes: 1. Florida is a coastal state with no part of the state being more than 120 miles from the ocean. 2. The climate in 

Florida in sub-tropical. 3. Trapped moisture in roof systems could cause blistering and accelerate corrosion of the steel deck 

or reinforcing steel in concrete decks.

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

No.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

No. Florida is a sub tropical climate in which high moisture can cause roof blisters and accelerate corrosion of the steel deck 

or reinforcing steel in concrete decks.

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

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

R
5
7
3
1
-G

1
  

Proponent  Deborah Lawson Submitted 12/14/2012 NoAttachments

The alternative language submitted on 12/13/12 attempts to incorporate a portion of the language currently in s. 1521.12 for High 

Velocity Hurricane Zones into the general reroofing section of the code, without incorporating additional language that creates 

exceptions and specifies testing criteria.  This has the potential to 1) make the code more confusing; 2) make the code 

inconsistent; and 3) make the non HVHZ provisions more stringent than the HVHZ provisions and discriminates against 

materials that are intended to have a higher moisture content.

Comment:
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Attachments

Deborah Lawson

No

7/31/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second

1517.3 through 1517.6

Pending Review

Yes15

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

R5742  42

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageYes Yes

Related Modifications

Former sections 1917.1 through 1917.4

Also, Proposed Code Modifications 5738 and 5739

Summary of Modification

Existing section 1917 is a Florida-specific code not in the base code. It is of importance to Florida including HVHZs. FRDA believes 

LWIC is more appropriate to address in the Roofing Insulation Code since it is a roofing insulation material.

Rationale

Lightweight Insulating Concrete Roof Deck provisions were part of the South Florida Building Code and were incorporated into the 

Uniform Florida Building Code when originally adopted.  The provisions are unique to the Florida code and are relied upon for 

important guidance by contractors, applicators, manufacturers, code officials and design professionals.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None.  There could be negative impact if the code provisions are not readopted.

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

None.   There could be negative impact if the code provisions are not readopted.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None.   There could be negative impact if the code provisions are not readopted.

Requirements

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

Proper application, testing and inspection of Lightweight Insulating Concrete Roof Decks is critical to the roofing process and the 

integrity of the building envelope.

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

Readoption of these code provisions will ensure continued consistency in the application, testing and regulation of Lightweight 

Insulating Concrete Roof Decks.

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

Does not discriminate against any materials, products, methods or systems.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Improves the effectiveness of the code.  Failure to readopt these provisions will 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

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

1

Proponent Submitted 12/14/2012 YesAttachments Deborah Lawson

Rationale

The Florida Roof Deck Association believes preservation of the LIGHTWEIGHT INSULATING CONCRETE provisions of the 

Florida code is critical. If the TAC and/or the Commission agree, but do not agree that the provisions belong in Chapter 15, 

then retaining the proposed code provisions in their current Section 1917 would be recommended. Without readoption of these 

Florida-Specific provisions, no uniform regulations will exist. Florida's code provisions are the only code provisions in existence 

for LIGHTWEIGHT INSULATING CONCRETE.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None if adopted; however, if LWIC provisions are not readopted as "Florida-Specific Provisions" of the code, there will be 

negative impact as no provisions for consistent application and inspection of LWIC roof decks will exist.

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

Proper application, testing and inspection of Lightweight Insulating Concrete Roof Decks is critical to the integrity of the 

building envelope and insures performance in Florida's high wind and moisture conditions.

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

LWIC provisions strengthen Florida's code by insuring consistency in the use and inspection of this superior product within 

Florida's tropical, hurricane prone climate.

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

The provisions are not discriminatory.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Improves 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?

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

R
5
7
4
2
-G

1
  

Proponent  Deborah Lawson Submitted 12/14/2012 NoAttachments

)  The Roofing TAC found no affirmative recommendation for this proposal at its October 2012 meeting.  Additional information is 

offered to support proposed mod 5742 which would place current code provisions relating to lightweight insulating concrete in 

the roofing chapter of the Florida Building Code.  LIGHTWEIGHT INSULATING CONCRETE is exclusively a roofing insulation 

product.  Although it contains cellular concrete, it is vastly different from other types of concrete and most critically, vastly 

different from LIGHTWEIGHT STRUCTURAL CONCRETE.  The Florida Roof Deck Association believes placing these sections 

within the roofing code is a sensible approach since the provisions relate only to roofing.  The Florida Roof Deck Association also 

believes that it is of critical importance to differentiate LIGHTWEIGHT INSULATING CONCRETE from other concrete products 

which have structural capabilities.

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

R
5
7
4
2
-G

2
  

Proponent  Deborah Lawson Submitted 12/14/2012 YesAttachments

There is a very important &quot;Florida Specific Need&quot; for readoption of LIGHTWEIGHT INSULATING CONCRETE 

provisions in the Florida Building Code.  Because the base code does not address high velocity wind zones and the performance 

of products in high wind conditions, the base code has no specific criteria for installation and inspection of this product.  Florida 

created the provisions of section 1917 to address Florida&#39;s specific need for uniform regulations with respect to 

LIGHWEIGHT INSULATING CONCRETE because the deck insulation material performs extremely well in Florida&#39;s 

extreme conditions and is widely utilized.  Attached is information from one manufacturer, Elastizell Corporation, reporting the 

superior performance of their roof decks during Hurricane Andrew.

Comment:

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

R
5
7
4
2
-G

3
  

Proponent  Leo Legatski Submitted 12/14/2012 YesAttachments

Elastizell Corporation of America supports this proposed Florida-specific code modification.  Proper regulation of Lightweight 

Insulating Concrete is important for the State of Florida where extreme wind and moisture conditions exist and use of the product 

is widespread.  Florida has a true need and benefits from the inclusion of these code provisions. Attached is a summary of 

Elastizell roof deck performance during Hurricane Andrew which supports maintaining the standards set forth in the Florida 

Building Code as &quot;Florida Specific&quot; provisions.

Comment:
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Attachments

Mark Zehnal

No

7/24/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second

Table 1503.2

Pending Review

No15

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

R5612  43

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo Yes

Related Modifications

1503.2

Summary of Modification

Provides current Florida-specific criteria

Rationale

To carry forward previous Commission approved code language, standards and tables, providing continuity for the proper installation 

of roofing systems and components from one code edition to the next connected to Florida’s unique environmental conditions including 

extreme temperatures, enduring tropical rain events and life/property threatening high wind events.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

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

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

Requirements

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

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without any new 

requirements being established.

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

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without any new 

requirements being established.

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

Does not discriminate. Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, 

without any new requirements being established.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade. Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without 

any new requirements being established.

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

YES

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

NO

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

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

amendment applies to the state?

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

2nd Comment Period                                  10/31/2012 - 12/14/2012 
5
6
1
2
-A

1

Proponent Submitted 11/27/2012 YesAttachments Mark Zehnal

Rationale

To carry forward previous Commission approved code language, standards and tables, providing continuity for the proper 

installation of roofing systems and components from one code edition to the next connected to Florida’s unique environmental 

conditions including extreme temperatures, enduring tropical rain events and life/property threatening high wind events.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

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

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

Requirements

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

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without any new 

requirements being established.

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

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without any new 

requirements being established.

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

Does not discriminate. Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and 

tables, without any new requirements being established.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade. Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, 

without any new requirements being established.

YES

NO

YES

NO

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

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

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

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

code and why the proposed amendment applies to the state?

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

resubmission to the Florida Building Code amendment process?
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Attachments

Mark Zehnal

No

7/19/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second

TABLE 1507.4.3(1) METAL ROOF COVERINGS

Pending Review

No15

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

R5414  44

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageYes Yes

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Provides current 2010 Florida Building Code specific criteria.

Rationale

To carry forward previous Commission approved code language, standards and tables, providing continuity for the proper installation 

of roofing systems and components from one code edition to the next connected to Florida’s unique environmental conditions including 

extreme temperatures, enduring tropical rain events and life/property threatening high wind events.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

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

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

Requirements

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

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without any new 

requirements being established.

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

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without any new 

requirements being established.

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

Does not discriminate. Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, 

without any new requirements being established.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade. Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without 

any new requirements being established.

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

YES

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

NO

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

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

amendment applies to the state?

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

Roofing2013 Triennial

Page 338 of 589

02/01/2013 Page 338 of 589



Alternate Language

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

1

Proponent Submitted 12/7/2012 YesAttachments Mark Zehnal

Rationale

This table has an additional column to separate standards from material making less complicated to read. To carry forward 

previous Commission approved code language providing continuity for the proper installation of roofing systems and 

components from one code edition to the next connected to Florida’s unique environmental conditions including extreme 

temperatures, enduring tropical rain events and life/property threatening high wind events.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language without any new requirements being established.

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

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language without any new requirements being established.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language without any new requirements being established.

Requirements

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

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language without any new requirements being 

established.

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

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language without any new requirements being 

established.

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

Does not discriminate. Current Commission approved 2010 FBC requirement.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade. Current Commission approved 2010 FBC requirement.

YES

NO

YES

NO

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

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

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

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

code and why the proposed amendment applies to the state?

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

resubmission to the Florida Building Code amendment process?
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2nd Comment Period                                    10/31/2012 - 12/14/2012

R
5
4
1
4
-G

1
  

Proponent  Andy Williams Submitted 12/13/2012 NoAttachments

My recommendation is that the minimum thicknesses for aluminum-zinc coated steel and galvanized steel be removed using the 

following rationale. 

International Building Code, 2012 edition, Table 1507.4.3(1) defines metal roof coverings and does not provide a minimum 

thickness for either aluminum-zinc coated steel or galvanized steel.  A similar code change proposal was submitted during the 

2012/2013 ICC Code Development Cycle (Group A) to include a minimum thickness for these two metal roof coverings.  The 

International Building Code Structural Committee recommended disapproval of this proposal (S39-12).  The committee provided 

the following reason for disapproval: “The committee believes that the roof covering manufacturer should cover the minimum 

thickness required for metal roof coverings and the proposed values are not consistent with the source document mentioned in 

the reason (Table 6-1 of the SMACNA Architectural Sheet Metal Manual).” 

The Florida Building Code, 2010 edition, Section 1504.3.2 Metal Panel Roof Systems requires that these metal roof coverings be 

tested to determine their structural capacity.  This testing insures that the metal roof coverings are adequate for their intended 

use.  Inclusion of a prescriptive requirement such as minimum thickness is unnecessary and may also limit the ability of the 

metal roof covering manufacturer to design economical metal roof coverings.  The Florida Building Code should only deviate 

from the International Building Code where there is a Florida specific need.  It does not seem reasonable that the minimum 

thickness for aluminum-zinc coated steel and galvanized steel metal roof coverings qualifies as a Florida specific need.

Comment:
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Attachments

Mark Zehnal

No

7/17/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second

711

Pending Review

No7

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

R5241  45

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageYes No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Provides current Florida-specific criteria

Rationale

To carry forward previous Commission approved code language, standards and tables, providing continuity for the proper installation 

of roofing systems and components from one code edition to the next connected to Florida’s unique environmental conditions including 

extreme temperatures, enduring tropical rain events and life/property threatening high wind events.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.No impact.

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

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.No impact.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

Requirements

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

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without any new 

requirements being established.

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

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without any new 

requirements being established.

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

Does not discriminate. Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, 

without any new requirements being established.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade. Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without 

any new requirements being established.

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

YES

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

NO

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

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

amendment applies to the state?

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

R
5
2
4
1
-G

2
  

Proponent  Mark Zehnal Submitted 12/7/2012 NoAttachments

This Code Modification can be withdrawn

Comment:

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

R
5
2
4
1
-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

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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Sub Code: Residential
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Attachments

Mark Zehnal

No

7/21/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second

R902.1 Roofing covering materials.

Pending Review

No9

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

R5472  46

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageYes No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Provides current 2010 FBC Florida-specific criteria

Rationale

To carry forward previous Commission approved code language, standards and tables, providing continuity for the proper installation 

of roofing systems and components from one code edition to the next connected to Florida’s unique environmental conditions including 

extreme temperatures, enduring tropical rain events and life/property threatening high wind events.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

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

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

Requirements

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

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without any new 

requirements being established.

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

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without any new 

requirements being established.

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

Does not discriminate. Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, 

without any new requirements being established.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade. Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without 

any new requirements being established.

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

YES

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

NO

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

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

amendment applies to the state?

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

R
5
4
7
2
-G

1
  

Proponent  Mark Zehnal Submitted 12/7/2012 YesAttachments

The exceptions in the ICC Residential Code are not consistant with UL Cerifications found for copper roof systems. An additional 

fire barrier is required to meet the Class A Fire Rating. Additionally the Florida Forest Service Web Page suggests that the roof is 

one of the two most vulnerable parts of a home (attached).

Comment:
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structure can make a significant difference in whether it survives a 
wildfire. The important thing is that action must be taken before wildfire 
threatens.  

 * Lean- small amounts of flammable vegetation 

 * Clean- no accumulations of dead vegetation 

 * Green- plants are healthy and green; lawn is well irrigated 

Reducing fuel within the defensible space means creating a landscape 
that breaks up the continuity of brush and other vegetation that could 
bring wildfire in contact with any flammable portion of the structure.  

This may involve:  

 eliminating any flammable vegetation in contact with the structure 

 thinning out trees and shrubs so there is 10 to15 feet between the tree 

crowns 

 pruning tree limbs to a height of 6 to10 feet 

 replacing highly-flammable landscape material with plant materials 

having a higher water content 

 replacing flammable mulch adjacent the structure with gravel or rock 

 eliminating "ladder fuels" near the structure that might carry a surface 

fire to the roof or eaves 

Fire is a natural part of our Florida ecosystems. It is not a matter of if we 
are going to have wildfires, but when will we have wildfires and at what 
intensity. Homeowners must assume a major role in wildfire protection 
by taking action to reduce the ignitability of their homes before the threat 
of a wildfire.  
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Attachments

Mark Zehnal

No

7/18/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second

R902

Pending Review

No9

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

R5298  47

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageYes No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Provides current Florida-specific criteria

Rationale

To carry forward previous Commission approved code language, standards and tables, providing continuity for the proper installation 

of roofing systems and components from one code edition to the next connected to Florida’s unique environmental conditions including 

extreme temperatures, enduring tropical rain events and life/property threatening high wind events.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

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

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

Requirements

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

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without any new 

requirements being established.

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

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without any new 

requirements being established.

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

Does not discriminate. Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, 

without any new requirements being established.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade. Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without 

any new requirements being established.

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

YES

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

NO

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

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

amendment applies to the state?

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

R
5
2
9
8
-G

1
  

Proponent  Mark Zehnal Submitted 12/7/2012 YesAttachments

ICC Residential Code exemptions are not in compliance with UL Certifications found for copper roofing panels that require fire 

barrier for Class A Rating. 

Florida Forest Service Web Page for a Fire Wise home (attached)

“Cohen has found that most wildland/urban interface homes are lost because of ignitions associated with the two most 

vulnerable parts of a home:

1. the roof

2. the area immediately surrounding the structure “

Comment:
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Adam H.  Pu tnam,  Commiss ioner  -  James R.  Kare ls ,  D i rector  

• Department Home 

• Florida Forest Service Home 

• About Us:  

Florida Forest Service 

• Forest Management  

• Wildland Fire  

• • FIRE PREVENTION 

• • PRESCRIBED FIRE 

• • SAFETY 

• • TOOLS & DOWNLOADS 

 Services, Grants, and Programs 

• County Foresters 

• Field Operations  

• State Forest Recreation  

• Fire Weather  

• Training and Education 

• Calendar of Events  

• Publications 

 Employment with the Florida Forest 

Service 

• FFS Site Map 

• Contact Us  

• Search DACS 

• Select a DACS Division 

Watch the Video: 
"Is Your Home Firewise?" 

(2 minutes) 

Windows: 

High Speed 

Quick Time: 

High Speed 

Low Speed Low Speed 

 

 

 
 

Florida Forest Service HOME > Wildland Fire > Fire Prevention > Firewise Communities >  

IsYourHome 
Firewise? 
Much of what is known about protecting 
homes from wildland fire is based upon 
the work of Jack Cohen, a Fire Research 
Scientist at the U.S. Forest Service Fire 
Lab in Missoula, Montana. Jack has been 
studying wildfires for almost 30 years. 
His research and field investigations 
support some interesting explanations for 
home losses associated with 
wildland/urban interface fires.  
Cohen has found that most wildland/urban 
interface homes are lost because of ignitions associated with the two 
most vulnerable parts of a home: 

1. the roof 

2. the area immediately surrounding the structure  
Cohen's research results indicate that home ignitions usually occur over 
relatively short distances---tens of yards, not hundreds of feet from little 
things associated with either: 

 Fire brands landing on and around the structure, or  

 Flames from slow-moving, low-intensity surface fires contacting 

flammable portions of the structure.  

This means that the homeowner can play a significant role in reducing 
home losses from wildfires by reducing fuels and through careful 
landscaping in what Cohen calls the "home ignition zone', an area that 
extends outward from the home 100 - 200 feet in all directions. Research 
has shown that the home ignition zone principally determines the 
potential for home ignitions during severe wildfires. 

Case studies indicate that the most critical area is a zone of 
"defensible space" within 30 feet of the structure.  

Maintaining a lean, clean and green* landscape within 30 feet of a 

Help Prevent Wildfire 
in Your Community  
Our Wildfire Mitigation 
Specialists present 
Firewise Workshops and 
other information about 
how you can lower your 
wildfire risk and help 
prevent wildfires. 
Contact the Wildfire 
Mitigation Specialist in your 
area. 
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Download Document Viewers 

structure can make a significant difference in whether it survives a 
wildfire. The important thing is that action must be taken before wildfire 
threatens.  

 * Lean- small amounts of flammable vegetation 

 * Clean- no accumulations of dead vegetation 

 * Green- plants are healthy and green; lawn is well irrigated 

Reducing fuel within the defensible space means creating a landscape 
that breaks up the continuity of brush and other vegetation that could 
bring wildfire in contact with any flammable portion of the structure.  

This may involve:  

 eliminating any flammable vegetation in contact with the structure 

 thinning out trees and shrubs so there is 10 to15 feet between the tree 

crowns 

 pruning tree limbs to a height of 6 to10 feet 

 replacing highly-flammable landscape material with plant materials 

having a higher water content 

 replacing flammable mulch adjacent the structure with gravel or rock 

 eliminating "ladder fuels" near the structure that might carry a surface 

fire to the roof or eaves 

Fire is a natural part of our Florida ecosystems. It is not a matter of if we 
are going to have wildfires, but when will we have wildfires and at what 
intensity. Homeowners must assume a major role in wildfire protection 
by taking action to reduce the ignitability of their homes before the threat 
of a wildfire.  

Top of Page 
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Attachments

Mark Zehnal

No

7/21/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second

R903.2.2 Crickets and saddles.

Pending Review

No9

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

R5474  48

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageYes No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Provides and carries forward current 2010 FBC Florida-specific criteria

Rationale

To carry forward previous Commission approved code language, standards and tables, providing continuity for the proper installation 

of roofing systems and components from one code edition to the next connected to Florida’s unique environmental conditions including 

extreme temperatures, enduring tropical rain events and life/property threatening high wind events.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

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

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

Requirements

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

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without any new 

requirements being established.

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

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without any new 

requirements being established.

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

Does not discriminate. Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, 

without any new requirements being established.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade. Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without 

any new requirements being established.

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

YES

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

NO

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

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

amendment applies to the state?

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

R
5
4
7
4
-G

2
  

Proponent  Mark Zehnal Submitted 12/7/2012 YesAttachments

Section R903 Weather Protection requires that roof decks shall be covered with approved roof coverings. Keeping the exception 

would mean that the Florida Building Code provides preferential treatment for skylight units and discriminates against chimneys, 

exhaust fans, roof vents. The exception invalidates good roofing practice as required in the residential code section “R1003.20 

Chimney crickets”. Removing the exception supports the protection of the roofing system by promoting positive drainage of water 

and accumulated debris around the projection and further protects from premature failure of the roofing system from 

accumulating moisture laden debris insuring that the roof covering shall serve to protect the building or structure. Additional 

debris is possibly accumulated due to local or State protection for foliage and tree canopy.

Comment:

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

R
5
4
7
4
-G

3
  

Proponent  Dwight Wilkes Submitted 12/13/2012 NoAttachments

This Modification weakens the 2012 ICC Base Codes. This Modification has not been adequately demonstrated by the 

Proponent to represent a Florida Specific Need. 

There has been no evidence presented denying the proven effectiveness of flashing saddles designed and provided by the unit 

skylight manufacturer as a matched set, and no recognition of skylights that carry warranties against leakage. For products 

qualifying for this exception requires the installer to attach a cricket or saddle on unit skylights that may damage the 

skylight&#39;s own matched flashing/drainage system and risks unintended consequences. 

This Modification is not part of any Proposal submitted during the 2015 IBC code development process. This code language 

addressing Unit Skylights is currently in the 2012 Base Code and received support from the National Roofing Contractors 

Association during the 2012 IBC and 2012 IRC Code Hearings. 

The proponent also states that this modification &quot;Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of 

construction of demonstrated capabilities&quot;; however this does discriminate against manufacturers of unit skylights. 

Therefore, AAMA requests restoration of the Exception language, for consistency with the Base Codes.

Comment:

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

R
5
4
7
4
-G

1
  

Proponent  Roger LeBrun Submitted 9/20/2012 NoAttachments

This modification is not justified as a Florida-specific need.  Also, there has been no evidence presented denying the proven 

effectiveness of flashing saddles designed and provided by the skylight manufacturer as a matched set, and no recognition of 

skylights that carry warranties against leakage.

The proposal should be disapproved.  Also affects R5260 and R5347.

Comment:

Roofing2013 Triennial

Page 371 of 589

02/01/2013 Page 371 of 589



P
a

g
e

: 
1

h
tt
p
:/
/w

w
w

.f
lo

ri
d
a
b
u
ild

in
g
.o

rg
/U

p
lo

a
d
/M

o
d
ifi

ca
tio

n
s/

R
e
n
d
e
re

d
/M

o
d
_
5
4
7
4
_
T

e
xt

O
fM

o
d
ifi

ca
tio

n
_
1
.p

n
g

R
5
4
7
4
  
T

e
x

t 
M

o
d

if
ic

a
ti

o
n

Roofing2013 Triennial

Page 372 of 589

02/01/2013 Page 372 of 589



P
a

g
e

: 
1

h
tt
p
:/
/w

w
w

.f
lo

ri
d
a
b
u
ild

in
g
.o

rg
/U

p
lo

a
d
/M

o
d
ifi

ca
tio

n
s/

R
e
n
d
e
re

d
/M

o
d
_
5
4
7
4
_
G

2
_
G

e
n
e
ra

l_
5
4
7
4
 A

tt
a
ch

m
e
n
t_

1
.p

n
g

R
5
4
7
4
 -

G
2
 G

e
n

e
ra

l 
C

o
m

m
e

n
t

Roofing2013 Triennial

Page 373 of 589

02/01/2013 Page 373 of 589



Attachments

Mark Zehnal

No

7/21/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second

R903.4.1

Pending Review

No9

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

R5476  49

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageYes No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Provides and carries forward current 2010 FBC Florida-specific criteria

Rationale

To carry forward previous Commission approved code language, standards and tables, providing continuity for the proper installation 

of roofing systems and components from one code edition to the next connected to Florida’s unique environmental conditions including 

extreme temperatures, enduring tropical rain events and life/property threatening high wind events.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

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

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

Requirements

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

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without any new 

requirements being established.

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

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without any new 

requirements being established.

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

Does not discriminate. Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, 

without any new requirements being established.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade. Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without 

any new requirements being established.

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

YES

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

NO

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

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

amendment applies to the state?

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

R
5
4
7
6
-G

1
  

Proponent  Mark Zehnal Submitted 12/7/2012 YesAttachments

Same language as approved in Building mod 5343. This is a life safety issue. As shown in the rainfall information below the 

possibility of structural failure due to inadequate drainage should be a major concern. Rain map Reference(attached)

National Climatic Data Center. NOAA&#39;s 1981-2010 Climate Normals.

1. South Florida weather records include the counties of Broward, Collier, DeSoto, Highlands, Indian River, Lee, Manatee, 

Miami-Dade, Monroe, Palm Beach, St Lucie and Sarasota average 55.77 inches per year (18 cities)

2. Central Florida Climate records for the central Florida region include cities in the counties of Brevard, Hillsborough, Orange, 

Pinellas, Polk and Volusia average 51.24 inches per year (8 cities).

3. North Florida rainfall amounts are for weather stations in the counties of Alachua, Baker, Columbia, Duval, Hamilton, 

Madison, Marion, St Johns and Suwannee average 51.26 inches per year (10 cities).

4. Florida Panhandle weather data come from the counties of Bay, Escambia, Franklin, Jefferson, Leon, Okaloosa and Walton 

average 62.22 inches per year (8 cities).

Comment:
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National Climatic Data Center. 

You can jump to separate tables for each region: South Florida (including the Florida Keys), Central Florida, North 

Florida and the Florida Panhandle. 

South Florida 
South Florida weather records include the counties of Broward, Collier, DeSoto, Highlands, Indian River, Lee, 

Manatee, Miami-Dade, Monroe, Palm Beach, St Lucie and Sarasota. 

Average annual precipitation 

Days Place Inches Millimetres 

91 Arcadia 52.2 1327 

106 Avon Park 50.8 1290 

128 Big Cypress National Preserve 58.2 1479 

108 Bradenton 56.2 1427 

132 Everglades Park, Royal Palm 55.0 1396 

145 Ft. Lauderdale 66.5 1690 

111 Ft. Myers 55.9 1421 

124 Ft. Pierce 53.8 1368 

138 Hialeah 70.4 1788 

106 Key West 39.8 1012 

135 Miami 61.9 1572 

120 Miami Beach 51.7 1314 

129 Naples 55.6 1413 

– Pompano Beach 60.0 1524 

97 Tavernier (Key Largo) 46.0 1167 

102 Venice 50.5 1282 
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130 Vero Beach 56.9 1444 

136 West Palm Beach 62.3 1583 

Central Florida 
Climate records for the central Florida region include cities in the counties of Brevard, Hillsborough, Orange, Pinellas, 

Polk and Volusia. 

Total average annual rainfall 

Days Place Inches Millimetres 

104 Bartow 52.1 1323 

115 Daytona Beach 49.6 1260 

115 Lakeland 54.8 1392 

116 Melbourne 52.0 1321 

117 Orlando 50.7 1289 

119 Plant City 53.6 1360 

97 St. Petersburg 50.8 1291 

105 Tampa 46.3 1176 

North Florida 
North Florida rainfall amounts are for weather stations in the counties of Alachua, Baker, Columbia, Duval, Hamilton, 

Madison, Marion, St Johns and Suwannee. 

Average amount of rain in a year 

Days Place Inches Millimetres 

114 Gainesville 51.1 1297 

101 Glen St. Mary 51.2 1299 

114 Jacksonville 52.4 1331 

113 Jacksonville Beach 50.0 1269 
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98 Jasper 51.5 1307 

124 Lake City 52.6 1337 

84 Live Oak 51.5 1309 

98 Madison 52.5 1334 

117 Ocala 50.8 1290 

113 St. Augustine 49.0 1245 

Florida Panhandle 
Florida Panhandle weather data come from the counties of Bay, Escambia, Franklin, Jefferson, Leon, Okaloosa and 

Walton. 

Yearly average rainfall 

Days Place Inches Millimetres 

93 Apalachicola 57.7 1466 

117 Crestview 62.9 1598 

111 DeFuniak Springs 63.7 1618 

116 Monticello 56.8 1443 

114 Niceville 71.0 1803 

105 Panama City 61.1 1551 

109 Pensacola 65.3 1658 

111 Tallahassee 59.2 1504 

Reference 
National Climatic Data Center. NOAA's 1981-2010 Climate Normals. 
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Attachments

Mark Zehnal

No

7/21/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second

R903.4.2 One and two family dwellings, and private

Pending Review

No9

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

R5477  50

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageYes No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Provides and carries forward current 2010 FBC Florida-specific criteria

Rationale

To carry forward previous Commission approved code language, standards and tables, providing continuity for the proper installation 

of roofing systems and components from one code edition to the next connected to Florida’s unique environmental conditions including 

extreme temperatures, enduring tropical rain events and life/property threatening high wind events.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

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

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

Requirements

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

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without any new 

requirements being established.

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

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without any new 

requirements being established.

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

Does not discriminate. Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, 

without any new requirements being established.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade. Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without 

any new requirements being established.

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

YES

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

NO

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

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

amendment applies to the state?

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

R
5
4
7
7
-G

1
  

Proponent  Mark Zehnal Submitted 12/7/2012 YesAttachments

For safe installation of approved components that are used to divert non-contaminated rain water, stay attached during wind 

events and effectively direct rain water away from the building that otherwise may cause structural erosion and promote termites 

infestation. see attached rain records.

Comment:
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National Climatic Data Center. 

You can jump to separate tables for each region: South Florida (including the Florida Keys), Central Florida, North 

Florida and the Florida Panhandle. 

South Florida 
South Florida weather records include the counties of Broward, Collier, DeSoto, Highlands, Indian River, Lee, 

Manatee, Miami-Dade, Monroe, Palm Beach, St Lucie and Sarasota. 

Average annual precipitation 

Days Place Inches Millimetres 

91 Arcadia 52.2 1327 

106 Avon Park 50.8 1290 

128 Big Cypress National Preserve 58.2 1479 

108 Bradenton 56.2 1427 

132 Everglades Park, Royal Palm 55.0 1396 

145 Ft. Lauderdale 66.5 1690 

111 Ft. Myers 55.9 1421 

124 Ft. Pierce 53.8 1368 

138 Hialeah 70.4 1788 

106 Key West 39.8 1012 

135 Miami 61.9 1572 

120 Miami Beach 51.7 1314 

129 Naples 55.6 1413 

– Pompano Beach 60.0 1524 

97 Tavernier (Key Largo) 46.0 1167 

102 Venice 50.5 1282 
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130 Vero Beach 56.9 1444 

136 West Palm Beach 62.3 1583 

Central Florida 
Climate records for the central Florida region include cities in the counties of Brevard, Hillsborough, Orange, Pinellas, 

Polk and Volusia. 

Total average annual rainfall 

Days Place Inches Millimetres 

104 Bartow 52.1 1323 

115 Daytona Beach 49.6 1260 

115 Lakeland 54.8 1392 

116 Melbourne 52.0 1321 

117 Orlando 50.7 1289 

119 Plant City 53.6 1360 

97 St. Petersburg 50.8 1291 

105 Tampa 46.3 1176 

North Florida 
North Florida rainfall amounts are for weather stations in the counties of Alachua, Baker, Columbia, Duval, Hamilton, 

Madison, Marion, St Johns and Suwannee. 

Average amount of rain in a year 

Days Place Inches Millimetres 

114 Gainesville 51.1 1297 

101 Glen St. Mary 51.2 1299 

114 Jacksonville 52.4 1331 

113 Jacksonville Beach 50.0 1269 
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98 Jasper 51.5 1307 

124 Lake City 52.6 1337 

84 Live Oak 51.5 1309 

98 Madison 52.5 1334 

117 Ocala 50.8 1290 

113 St. Augustine 49.0 1245 

Florida Panhandle 
Florida Panhandle weather data come from the counties of Bay, Escambia, Franklin, Jefferson, Leon, Okaloosa and 

Walton. 

Yearly average rainfall 

Days Place Inches Millimetres 

93 Apalachicola 57.7 1466 

117 Crestview 62.9 1598 

111 DeFuniak Springs 63.7 1618 

116 Monticello 56.8 1443 

114 Niceville 71.0 1803 

105 Panama City 61.1 1551 

109 Pensacola 65.3 1658 

111 Tallahassee 59.2 1504 

Reference 
National Climatic Data Center. NOAA's 1981-2010 Climate Normals. 
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Attachments

Mark Zehnal

No

7/18/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second

R903

Pending Review

No9

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

R5299  51

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageYes No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Provides current Florida-specific criteria

Rationale

To carry forward previous Commission approved code language, standards and tables, providing continuity for the proper installation 

of roofing systems and components from one code edition to the next connected to Florida’s unique environmental conditions including 

extreme temperatures, enduring tropical rain events and life/property threatening high wind events.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

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

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

Requirements

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

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without any new 

requirements being established.

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

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without any new 

requirements being established.

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

Does not discriminate. Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, 

without any new requirements being established.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade. Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without 

any new requirements being established.

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

YES

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

NO

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

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

amendment applies to the state?

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

R
5
2
9
9
-G

1
  

Proponent  Mark Zehnal Submitted 12/7/2012 YesAttachments

The exception in 903.2.2 needs to be removed. Section 1503 Weather Protection requires that roof decks shall be covered with 

approved roof coverings. Keeping the exception would mean that the Florida Building Code provides preferential treatment for 

skylight units and discriminates against chimneys, exhaust fans, roof vents. The exception invalidates good roofing practice as 

required in the residential code section “R1003.20 Chimney crickets”. Removing the exception supports the protection of the 

roofing system by promoting positive drainage of water and accumulated debris around the projection and further protects from 

premature failure of the roofing system from accumulating moisture laden debris insuring that the roof covering shall serve to 

protect the building or structure. Additional debris is possibly accumulated due to local or State protection for foliage and tree 

canopy.

Comment:

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

R
5
2
9
9
-G

2
  

Proponent  Dwight Wilkes Submitted 12/13/2012 NoAttachments

This Modification weakens the 2012 ICC Base Codes. This Modification has not been adequately demonstrated by the 

Proponent to represent a Florida Specific Need. 

There has been no evidence presented denying the proven effectiveness of flashing saddles designed and provided by the unit 

skylight manufacturer as a matched set, and no recognition of skylights that carry warranties against leakage. For products 

qualifying for this exception requires the installer to attach a cricket or saddle on unit skylights that may damage the 

skylight&#39;s own matched flashing/drainage system and risks unintended consequences. 

This Modification is not part of any Proposal submitted during the 2015 IBC code development process. This code language 

addressing Unit Skylights is currently in the 2012 Base Code and received support from the National Roofing Contractors 

Association during the 2012 IBC and 2012 IRC Code Hearings. 

The proponent also states that this modification &quot;Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of 

construction of demonstrated capabilities&quot;; however this does discriminate against manufacturers of unit skylights. 

Therefore, AAMA requests restoration of the Exception language, for consistency with the Base Codes.

Comment:

Roofing2013 Triennial
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Code Modification 5474 

R902.2.2 Crickets and saddles.  
A cricket or saddle shall be installed on the ridge side of any chimney or penetration greater than 30 
inches (762 mm) wide as measured perpendicular to the slope. Cricket or saddle coverings shall be sheet 
metal or of the same material as the roof covering.  
 
Exception: Unit skylights installed in accordance with Section 2405.5 and flashed in accordance with the 
manufacturer's instructions shall be permitted to be installed without a cricket or saddle 

 

Section R903 Weather Protection requires that roof decks shall be covered with approved roof 
coverings. Keeping the exception would mean that the Florida Building Code provides preferential 
treatment for skylight units and discriminates against chimneys, exhaust fans, roof vents. The exception 
invalidates good roofing practice as required in the residential code section “R1003.20 Chimney 
crickets”. Removing the exception supports the protection of the roofing system by promoting positive 
drainage of water and accumulated debris around the projection and further protects from premature 
failure of the roofing system from accumulating moisture laden debris insuring that the roof covering 
shall serve to protect the building or structure. Additional debris is possibly accumulated due to local or 
State protection for foliage and tree canopy.  

Rain map Reference 

National Climatic Data Center. NOAA's 1981-2010 Climate Normals. 

 

1. South Florida weather records include the counties of Broward, Collier, DeSoto, Highlands, 
Indian River, Lee, Manatee, Miami-Dade, Monroe, Palm Beach, St Lucie and Sarasota average 
55.77 inches per year (18 cities) 

2. Central Florida Climate records for the central Florida region include cities in the counties of 
Brevard, Hillsborough, Orange, Pinellas, Polk and Volusia average 51.24 inches per year (8 
cities). 

3. North Florida rainfall amounts are for weather stations in the counties of Alachua, Baker, 
Columbia, Duval, Hamilton, Madison, Marion, St Johns and Suwannee average 51.26 inches per 
year (10 cities). 

4. Florida Panhandle weather data come from the counties of Bay, Escambia, Franklin, Jefferson, 
Leon, Okaloosa and Walton average 62.22 inches per year (8 cities).   
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The exception references section 2405.5 (see below) which requires that “Unit skylights shall be tested 
and labeled as complying with AAMA/WDMA/CSA 101/ I.S.2/A440.”(see below). Compliance with 
AAMA/WDMA/CSA 101/ I.S.2/A440 does not include roofing system protection or integrity.  

2405.5 Unit skylights. 

Unit skylights shall be tested and labeled as complying with AAMA/WDMA/CSA 101/ I.S.2/A440. The 
label shall state the name of the manufacturer, the approved labeling agency, the product designation 
and the performance grade rating as specified in AAMA/WDMA/CSA 101/I.S.2/A440. If the product 
manufacturer has chosen to have the performance grade of the skylight rated separately for positive 
and negative design pressure, then the label shall state both performance grade ratings as specified in 
AAMA/WDMA/CSA 101/I.S.2/A440 and the skylight shall comply with Section 2405.5.2. If the skylight is 
not rated separately for positive and negative pressure, then the performance grade rating shown on 
the label shall be the performance grade rating determined in accordance with AAMA/WDMA/CSA 
101/I.S.2/A440 for both positive and negative design pressure and the skylight shall conform to Section 
2405.5.1.  

AAMA/WDMA/CSA 101/I.S.2/A440-08 - NAFS - North American Fenestration Standard / Specification 
for Windows, Doors, and Skylights 

 

1. Scope 

1.1 General This fenestration Standard/Specification applies to both operating and fixed, prime and 
replacement windows, doors, TDDs, and unit skylights installed into exterior building envelopes. This 
fenestration Standard/Specification establishes material-neutral, minimum, and optional performance 
requirements for windows, doors, TDDs, and unit skylights. This Standard/Specification concerns itself 
with the determination of performance grade (PG), design pressure (DP), and related performance 
ratings for windows, doors, TDDs, and unit skylights. 
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Attachments

Mark Zehnal

No

7/18/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second

R905.10 Metal roof panels.

Pending Review

No9

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

R5306  52

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo Yes

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Provides current Florida-specific criteria

Rationale

To carry forward previous Commission approved code language, standards and tables, providing continuity for the proper installation 

of roofing systems and components from one code edition to the next connected to Florida’s unique environmental conditions including 

extreme temperatures, enduring tropical rain events and life/property threatening high wind events.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

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

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

Requirements

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

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without any new 

requirements being established.

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

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without any new 

requirements being established.

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

Does not discriminate. Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, 

without any new requirements being established.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade. Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without 

any new requirements being established.

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

YES

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

NO

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

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

amendment applies to the state?

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

2nd Comment Period                                  10/31/2012 - 12/14/2012 
5
3
0
6
-A

1

Proponent Submitted 12/7/2012 YesAttachments Mark Zehnal

Rationale

To carry forward previous Commission approved code language, standards and tables, providing continuity for the proper 

installation of roofing systems and components from one code edition to the next connected to Florida’s unique environmental 

conditions including extreme temperatures, enduring tropical rain events and life/property threatening high wind events.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

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

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

Requirements

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

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without any new 

requirements being established.

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

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without any new 

requirements being established.

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

Does not discriminate. Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and 

tables, without any new requirements being established.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade. Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, 

without any new requirements being established.

YES

NO

YES

NO

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

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

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

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

code and why the proposed amendment applies to the state?

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

resubmission to the Florida Building Code amendment process?
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Attachments

Mark Zehnal

No

7/21/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second

R905.10.2.1 Underlayment

Pending Review

No9

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

R5541  53

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageYes No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Provides and carries forward current 2010 FBC Florida-specific criteria.

Rationale

To carry forward previous Commission approved code language, standards and tables, providing continuity for the proper installation 

of roofing systems and components from one code edition to the next connected to Florida’s unique environmental conditions including 

extreme temperatures, enduring tropical rain events and life/property threatening high wind events.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

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

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

Requirements

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

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without any new 

requirements being established.

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

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without any new 

requirements being established.

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

Does not discriminate. Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, 

without any new requirements being established.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade. Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without 

any new requirements being established.

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

YES

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

NO

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

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

amendment applies to the state?

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

R
5
5
4
1
-G

1
  

Proponent  Mark Zehnal Submitted 12/7/2012 NoAttachments

This Code Modification can be withdrawn

Comment:
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Attachments

Mark Zehnal

No

7/21/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second

R905.10.3 Material standards.

Pending Review

No9

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

R5542  54

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageYes No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Provides and carries forward current 2010 FBC Florida-specific criteria.

Rationale

To carry forward previous Commission approved code language, standards and tables, providing continuity for the proper installation 

of roofing systems and components from one code edition to the next connected to Florida’s unique environmental conditions including 

extreme temperatures, enduring tropical rain events and life/property threatening high wind events.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

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

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

Requirements

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

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without any new 

requirements being established.

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

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without any new 

requirements being established.

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

Does not discriminate. Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, 

without any new requirements being established.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade. Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without 

any new requirements being established.

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

YES

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

NO

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

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

amendment applies to the state?

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

R
5
5
4
2
-G

1
  

Proponent  Mark Zehnal Submitted 12/7/2012 NoAttachments

This table in R905.4.4 has an additional column to separate standards from material making less complicated to read than the 

ICC version.

Comment:
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Attachments

Mark Zehnal

No

7/21/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second

R905.2.6.1 Wind Resistance of Asphalt Shingles.

Pending Review

No9

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

R5487  55

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageYes No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Provides and carries forward current 2010 FBC Florida-specific criteria.

Rationale

To carry forward previous Commission approved code language, standards and tables, providing continuity for the proper installation 

of roofing systems and components from one code edition to the next connected to Florida’s unique environmental conditions including 

extreme temperatures, enduring tropical rain events and life/property threatening high wind events.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

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

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

Requirements

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

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without any new 

requirements being established.

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

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without any new 

requirements being established.

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

Does not discriminate. Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, 

without any new requirements being established.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade. Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without 

any new requirements being established.

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

YES

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

NO

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

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

amendment applies to the state?

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

R
5
4
8
7
-G

1
  

Proponent  Mark Zehnal Submitted 12/7/2012 NoAttachments

Remove Classification A from TABLE R905.2.6.1 due to none compliance with minimum 1609 Wind Maps

Designation: D3161/D3161M – 12

4.1 Shingles are of three classes:

4.1.1 Class A—Pass at a test velocity of 97 km/h [60 mph].

4.1.2 Class D—Pass at a test velocity of 145 km/h [90 mph].

4.1.3 Class F—Pass at a test velocity of 177 km/h [110 mph].

Comment:
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Attachments

Mark Zehnal

No

7/21/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second

R905.2.7 Underlayment application.

Pending Review

No9

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

R5490  56

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageYes No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Provides current Florida-specific slope criteria addressed in DEC Statement DCA08-DEC-331 and removes unnecessary language.

Rationale

To simplify intent and carry forward previous Commission approved DEC Statement DCA08-DEC-331. Remove unnecessary language 

found in manufacturers specifications. To carry forward previous Commission approved code language, standards and tables, 

providing continuity for the proper installation of roofing systems and components from one code edition to the next connected to 

Florida’s unique environmental conditions including extreme temperatures, enduring tropical rain events and life/property threatening 

high wind events.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

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

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

Requirements

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

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without any new 

requirements being established.

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

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without any new 

requirements being established.

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

Does not discriminate. Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, 

without any new requirements being established.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade. Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without 

any new requirements being established.

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

YES

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

NO

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

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

amendment applies to the state?

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

R
5
4
9
0
-G

1
  

Proponent  Mark Zehnal Submitted 12/7/2012 NoAttachments

This Code Modification can be withdrawn

Comment:
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Attachments

Mark Zehnal

No

7/18/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second

R905.3 Clay and concrete tile.

Pending Review

No9

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

R5304  57

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo Yes

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Provides current Florida-specific criteria

Rationale

To carry forward previous Commission approved code language, standards and tables, providing continuity for the proper installation 

of roofing systems and components from one code edition to the next connected to Florida’s unique environmental conditions including 

extreme temperatures, enduring tropical rain events and life/property threatening high wind events.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

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

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

Requirements

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

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without any new 

requirements being established.

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

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without any new 

requirements being established.

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

Does not discriminate. Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, 

without any new requirements being established.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade. Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without 

any new requirements being established.

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

YES

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

NO

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

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

amendment applies to the state?

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

2nd Comment Period                                  10/31/2012 - 12/14/2012 
5
3
0
4
-A

1

Proponent Submitted 12/7/2012 YesAttachments Mark Zehnal

Rationale

To carry forward previous Commission approved code language and tables including the updated version of referenced 

standard designed in compliance with ASCE 7-10 providing continuity for the proper installation of roofing systems and 

components from one code edition to the next connected to Florida’s unique environmental conditions including extreme 

temperatures, enduring tropical rain events and life/property threatening high wind events.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language and tables including updated code standard designed in compliance with 

ASCE 7-10.

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

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language and tables including updated code standard designed in compliance with 

ASCE 7-10.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language and tables including updated code standard designed in compliance with 

ASCE 7-10.

Requirements

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

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language including updated code referenced standard 

designed in compliance with ASCE 7-10.

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

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language including updated code referenced standard 

designed in compliance with ASCE 7-10.

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

Does not discriminate. Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language including updated 

code referenced standard designed in compliance with ASCE 7-10.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade. Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language including updated code 

referenced standard designed in compliance with ASCE 7-10.

YES

NO

YES

NO

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

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

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

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

code and why the proposed amendment applies to the state?

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

resubmission to the Florida Building Code amendment process?
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Attachments

Mark Zehnal

No

7/23/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second

R905.3 Clay and concrete tile.

Pending Review

No9

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

R5602  58

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo Yes

Related Modifications

R905.3.2, R905.3.3, R905.3.3.1, R905.3.6, R905.3.7, R905.3.7.1, R905.3.8

Summary of Modification

Provides current Florida-specific criteria including update to previous Commission approved code referenced standard.

Rationale

To carry forward previous Commission approved code language and tables including the updated version of referenced standard 

designed in compliance with ASCE 7-10 providing continuity for the proper installation of roofing systems and components from one 

code edition to the next connected to Florida’s unique environmental conditions including extreme temperatures, enduring tropical rain 

events and life/property threatening high wind events.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language and tables including updated code standard designed in compliance with ASCE 

7-10.

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

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language and tables including updated code standard designed in compliance with ASCE 

7-10.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language and tables including updated code standard designed in compliance with ASCE 

7-10.

Requirements

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

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language including updated code referenced standard 

designed in compliance with ASCE 7-10.

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

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language including updated code referenced standard 

designed in compliance with ASCE 7-10.

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

Does not discriminate. Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language including updated code 

referenced standard designed in compliance with ASCE 7-10.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade. Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language including updated code 

referenced standard designed in compliance with ASCE 7-10.

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

2nd Comment Period                                  10/31/2012 - 12/14/2012 
5
6
0
2
-A

1

Proponent Submitted 12/7/2012 YesAttachments Mark Zehnal

Rationale

To carry forward previous Commission approved code language providing continuity for the proper installation of roofing 

systems and components from one code edition to the next connected to Florida’s unique environmental conditions including 

extreme temperatures, enduring tropical rain events and life/property threatening high wind events. To provide the correct 

reference standard that will apply to high wind roof tile installation.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language compliant with ASCE 7-10 without any new requirements being established.

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

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language compliant with ASCE 7-10 without any new requirements being established.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language compliant with ASCE 7-10 without any new requirements being established.

Requirements

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

Current 2010 FBC code language compliant with ASCE 7-10 without any new requirements being established.

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

Current 2010 FBC code language compliant with ASCE 7-10 without any new requirements being established.

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

Does not discriminate. Current Commission approved 2010 FBC requirement compliant with ASCE 7-10.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade. Current Commission approved 2010 FBC requirement compliant with ASCE 7-10.

YES

NO

YES

NO

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

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

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

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

code and why the proposed amendment applies to the state?

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

resubmission to the Florida Building Code amendment process?
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Attachments

Mark Zehnal

No

7/23/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second

R905.3.2

Pending Review

No9

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

R5601  59

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo Yes

Related Modifications

R905.3, R905.3.3, R905.3.3.1, R905.3.6, R905.3.7, R905.3.7.1, R905.3.8

Summary of Modification

Provides current Florida-specific criteria including update to previous Commission approved code referenced standard.

Rationale

To carry forward previous Commission approved code language and tables including the updated version of referenced standard 

designed in compliance with ASCE 7-10 providing continuity for the proper installation of roofing systems and components from one 

code edition to the next connected to Florida’s unique environmental conditions including extreme temperatures, enduring tropical rain 

events and life/property threatening high wind events.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language and tables including updated code standard designed in compliance with ASCE 

7-10.

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

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language and tables including updated code standard designed in compliance with ASCE 

7-10.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language and tables including updated code standard designed in compliance with ASCE 

7-10.

Requirements

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

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language including updated code referenced standard 

designed in compliance with ASCE 7-10.

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

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language including updated code referenced standard 

designed in compliance with ASCE 7-10.

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

Does not discriminate. Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language including updated code 

referenced standard designed in compliance with ASCE 7-10.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade. Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language including updated code 

referenced standard designed in compliance with ASCE 7-10.

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

2nd Comment Period                                  10/31/2012 - 12/14/2012 
5
6
0
1
-A

1

Proponent Submitted 12/7/2012 YesAttachments Mark Zehnal

Rationale

To carry forward previous Commission approved code language providing continuity for the proper installation of roofing 

systems and components from one code edition to the next connected to Florida’s unique environmental conditions including 

extreme temperatures, enduring tropical rain events and life/property threatening high wind events. To provide the correct 

reference standard that will apply to high wind roof tile installation.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language compliant with ASCE 7-10 without any new requirements being established.

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

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language compliant with ASCE 7-10 without any new requirements being established.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language compliant with ASCE 7-10 without any new requirements being established.

Requirements

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

Current 2010 FBC code language compliant with ASCE 7-10 without any new requirements being established.

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

Current 2010 FBC code language compliant with ASCE 7-10 without any new requirements being established.

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

Does not discriminate. Current Commission approved 2010 FBC requirement compliant with ASCE 7-10

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade. Current Commission approved 2010 FBC requirement compliant with ASCE 7-10.

YES

NO

YES

NO

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

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

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

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

code and why the proposed amendment applies to the state?

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

resubmission to the Florida Building Code amendment process?
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Attachments

Mark Zehnal

No

7/23/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second

R905.3.3.1

Pending Review

No9

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

R5599  60

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo Yes

Related Modifications

R905.3, R905.3.2, R905.3.3, R905.3.6, R905.3.7, R905.3.7.1, R905.3.8

Summary of Modification

Provides current Florida-specific criteria including update to previous Commission approved code referenced standard.

Rationale

To carry forward previous Commission approved code language and tables including the updated version of referenced standard 

designed in compliance with ASCE 7-10 providing continuity for the proper installation of roofing systems and components from one 

code edition to the next connected to Florida’s unique environmental conditions including extreme temperatures, enduring tropical rain 

events and life/property threatening high wind events.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language and tables including updated code standard designed in compliance with ASCE 

7-10.

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

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language and tables including updated code standard designed in compliance with ASCE 

7-10.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language and tables including updated code standard designed in compliance with ASCE 

7-10.

Requirements

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

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language including updated code referenced standard 

designed in compliance with ASCE 7-10.

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

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language including updated code referenced standard 

designed in compliance with ASCE 7-10.

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

Does not discriminate. Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language including updated code 

referenced standard designed in compliance with ASCE 7-10.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade. Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language including updated code 

referenced standard designed in compliance with ASCE 7-10.

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

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

1

Proponent Submitted 12/7/2012 YesAttachments Mark Zehnal

Rationale

To carry forward previous Commission approved code language providing continuity for the proper installation of roofing 

systems and components from one code edition to the next connected to Florida’s unique environmental conditions including 

extreme temperatures, enduring tropical rain events and life/property threatening high wind events. To provide the correct 

reference standard that will apply to high wind roof tile installation.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language compliant with ASCE 7-10 without any new requirements being established.

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

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language compliant with ASCE 7-10 without any new requirements being established.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language compliant with ASCE 7-10 without any new requirements being established.

Requirements

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

Current 2010 FBC code language compliant with ASCE 7-10 without any new requirements being established.

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

Current 2010 FBC code language compliant with ASCE 7-10 without any new requirements being established.

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

Does not discriminate. Current Commission approved 2010 FBC requirement compliant with ASCE 7-10.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade. Current Commission approved 2010 FBC requirement compliant with ASCE 7-10.

YES

NO

YES

NO

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

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

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

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

code and why the proposed amendment applies to the state?

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

resubmission to the Florida Building Code amendment process?
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Attachments

Mark Zehnal

No

7/21/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second

R905.3.3.3 Underlayment and high winds.

Pending Review

No9

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

R5499  61

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo Yes

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Provides and carries forward current 2010 FBC Florida-specific criteria.

Rationale

To carry forward previous Commission approved code language, standards and tables, providing continuity for the proper installation 

of roofing systems and components from one code edition to the next connected to Florida’s unique environmental conditions including 

extreme temperatures, enduring tropical rain events and life/property threatening high wind events.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

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

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

Requirements

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

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without any new 

requirements being established.

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

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without any new 

requirements being established.

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

Does not discriminate. Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, 

without any new requirements being established.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade. Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without 

any new requirements being established.

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

YES

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

NO

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

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

amendment applies to the state?

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

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

1

Proponent Submitted 12/7/2012 YesAttachments Mark Zehnal

Rationale

To carry forward previous Commission approved code language providing continuity for the proper installation of roofing 

systems and components from one code edition to the next connected to Florida’s unique environmental conditions including 

extreme temperatures, enduring tropical rain events and life/property threatening high wind events. To provide the correct 

reference standard that will apply to high wind roof tile installation.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language and updated standards without any new requirements being established.

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

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language and updated standards without any new requirements being established.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language and updated standards without any new requirements being established.

Requirements

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

Current 2010 FBC code language and updated standards without any new requirements being established.

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

Current 2010 FBC code language and updated standards without any new requirements being established.

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

Does not discriminate. Current 2010 FBC code language and updated standards without any new requirements being 

established.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade. Current 2010 FBC code language and updated standards without any new requirements being 

established.

YES

NO

YES

NO

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

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

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

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

code and why the proposed amendment applies to the state?

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

resubmission to the Florida Building Code amendment process?
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Attachments

Mark Zehnal

No

7/23/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second

R905.3.3

Pending Review

No9

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

R5600  62

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo Yes

Related Modifications

R905.3, R905.3.2, R905.3.3.1, R905.3.6, R905.3.7, R905.3.7.1, R905.3.8

Summary of Modification

Provides current Florida-specific criteria including update to previous Commission approved code referenced standard.

Rationale

To carry forward previous Commission approved code language and tables including the updated version of referenced standard 

designed in compliance with ASCE 7-10 providing continuity for the proper installation of roofing systems and components from one 

code edition to the next connected to Florida’s unique environmental conditions including extreme temperatures, enduring tropical rain 

events and life/property threatening high wind events.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language and tables including updated code standard designed in compliance with ASCE 

7-10.

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

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language and tables including updated code standard designed in compliance with ASCE 

7-10.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language and tables including updated code standard designed in compliance with ASCE 

7-10.

Requirements

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

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language including updated code referenced standard 

designed in compliance with ASCE 7-10.

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

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language including updated code referenced standard 

designed in compliance with ASCE 7-10.

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

Does not discriminate. Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language including updated code 

referenced standard designed in compliance with ASCE 7-10.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade. Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language including updated code 

referenced standard designed in compliance with ASCE 7-10.

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

2nd Comment Period                                  10/31/2012 - 12/14/2012 
5
6
0
0
-A

1

Proponent Submitted 12/7/2012 YesAttachments Mark Zehnal

Rationale

To carry forward previous Commission approved code language providing continuity for the proper installation of roofing 

systems and components from one code edition to the next connected to Florida’s unique environmental conditions including 

extreme temperatures, enduring tropical rain events and life/property threatening high wind events. To provide the correct 

reference standard that will apply to high wind roof tile installation.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language compliant with ASCE 7-10 without any new requirements being established.

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

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language compliant with ASCE 7-10 without any new requirements being established.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language compliant with ASCE 7-10 without any new requirements being established.

Requirements

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

Current 2010 FBC code language compliant with ASCE 7-10 without any new requirements being established.

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

Current 2010 FBC code language compliant with ASCE 7-10 without any new requirements being established.

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

Does not discriminate. Current Commission approved 2010 FBC requirement compliant with ASCE 7-10.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade. Current Commission approved 2010 FBC requirement compliant with ASCE 7-10.

YES

NO

YES

NO

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

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

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

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

code and why the proposed amendment applies to the state?

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

resubmission to the Florida Building Code amendment process?
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Attachments

Mark Zehnal

No

7/23/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second

R905.3.6

Pending Review

No9

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

R5598  63

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo Yes

Related Modifications

R905.3, R905.3.2, R905.3.3, R905.3.3.1, R905.3.7, R905.3.7.1, R905.3.8

Summary of Modification

Provides current Florida-specific criteria including update to previous Commission approved code referenced standard.

Rationale

To carry forward previous Commission approved code language and tables including the updated version of referenced standard 

designed in compliance with ASCE 7-10 providing continuity for the proper installation of roofing systems and components from one 

code edition to the next connected to Florida’s unique environmental conditions including extreme temperatures, enduring tropical rain 

events and life/property threatening high wind events.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language and tables including updated code standard designed in compliance with ASCE 

7-10.

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

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language and tables including updated code standard designed in compliance with ASCE 

7-10.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language and tables including updated code standard designed in compliance with ASCE 

7-10.

Requirements

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

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language including updated code referenced standard 

designed in compliance with ASCE 7-10.

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

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language including updated code referenced standard 

designed in compliance with ASCE 7-10.

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

Does not discriminate. Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language including updated code 

referenced standard designed in compliance with ASCE 7-10.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade. Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language including updated code 

referenced standard designed in compliance with ASCE 7-10.

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

2nd Comment Period                                  10/31/2012 - 12/14/2012 
5
5
9
8
-A

1

Proponent Submitted 12/7/2012 YesAttachments Mark Zehnal

Rationale

To carry forward previous Commission approved code language providing continuity for the proper installation of roofing 

systems and components from one code edition to the next connected to Florida’s unique environmental conditions including 

extreme temperatures, enduring tropical rain events and life/property threatening high wind events. To provide the correct 

reference standard that will apply to high wind roof tile installation.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language compliant with ASCE 7-10 without any new requirements being established.

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

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language compliant with ASCE 7-10 without any new requirements being established.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language compliant with ASCE 7-10 without any new requirements being established.

Requirements

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

Current 2010 FBC code language compliant with ASCE 7-10 without any new requirements being established.

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

Current 2010 FBC code language compliant with ASCE 7-10 without any new requirements being established.

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

Does not discriminate. Current Commission approved 2010 FBC requirement compliant with ASCE 7-10.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade. Current Commission approved 2010 FBC requirement compliant with ASCE 7-10.

YES

NO

YES

NO

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

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

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

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

code and why the proposed amendment applies to the state?

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

resubmission to the Florida Building Code amendment process?
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Attachments

Mark Zehnal

No

7/23/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second

R905.3.7.1

Pending Review

No9

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

R5596  64

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo Yes

Related Modifications

R905.3, R905.3.2, R905.3.3, R905.3.3.1, R905.3.6, R905.3.7, R905.3.8

Summary of Modification

Provides current Florida-specific criteria including update to previous Commission approved code referenced standard.

Rationale

To carry forward previous Commission approved code language and tables including the updated version of referenced standard 

designed in compliance with ASCE 7-10 providing continuity for the proper installation of roofing systems and components from one 

code edition to the next connected to Florida’s unique environmental conditions including extreme temperatures, enduring tropical rain 

events and life/property threatening high wind events.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language and tables including updated code standard designed in compliance with ASCE 

7-10.

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

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language and tables including updated code standard designed in compliance with ASCE 

7-10.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language and tables including updated code standard designed in compliance with ASCE 

7-10.

Requirements

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

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language including updated code referenced standard 

designed in compliance with ASCE 7-10.

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

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language including updated code referenced standard 

designed in compliance with ASCE 7-10.

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

Does not discriminate. Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language including updated code 

referenced standard designed in compliance with ASCE 7-10.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade. Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language including updated code 

referenced standard designed in compliance with ASCE 7-10.

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

2nd Comment Period                                  10/31/2012 - 12/14/2012 
5
5
9
6
-A

1

Proponent Submitted 12/7/2012 YesAttachments Mark Zehnal

Rationale

To carry forward previous Commission approved code language providing continuity for the proper installation of roofing 

systems and components from one code edition to the next connected to Florida’s unique environmental conditions including 

extreme temperatures, enduring tropical rain events and life/property threatening high wind events. To provide the correct 

reference standard that will apply to high wind roof tile installation.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language compliant with ASCE 7-10 without any new requirements being established.

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

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language compliant with ASCE 7-10 without any new requirements being established.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language compliant with ASCE 7-10 without any new requirements being established.

Requirements

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

Current 2010 FBC code language compliant with ASCE 7-10 without any new requirements being established.

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

Current 2010 FBC code language compliant with ASCE 7-10 without any new requirements being established.

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

Does not discriminate. Current Commission approved 2010 FBC requirement compliant with ASCE 7-10.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade. Current Commission approved 2010 FBC requirement compliant with ASCE 7-10.

YES

NO

YES

NO

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

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

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

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

code and why the proposed amendment applies to the state?

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

resubmission to the Florida Building Code amendment process?
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Attachments

Mark Zehnal

No

7/23/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second

R905.3.7

Pending Review

No9

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

R5597  65

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo Yes

Related Modifications

R905.3, R905.3.2, R905.3.3, R905.3.3.1, R905.3.6, R905.3.7.1, R905.3.8

Summary of Modification

Provides current Florida-specific criteria including update to previous Commission approved code referenced standard.

Rationale

To carry forward previous Commission approved code language and tables including the updated version of referenced standard 

designed in compliance with ASCE 7-10 providing continuity for the proper installation of roofing systems and components from one 

code edition to the next connected to Florida’s unique environmental conditions including extreme temperatures, enduring tropical rain 

events and life/property threatening high wind events.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language and tables including updated code standard designed in compliance with ASCE 

7-10.

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

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language and tables including updated code standard designed in compliance with ASCE 

7-10.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language and tables including updated code standard designed in compliance with ASCE 

7-10.

Requirements

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

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language including updated code referenced standard 

designed in compliance with ASCE 7-10.

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

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language including updated code referenced standard 

designed in compliance with ASCE 7-10.

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

Does not discriminate. Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language including updated code 

referenced standard designed in compliance with ASCE 7-10.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade. Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language including updated code 

referenced standard designed in compliance with ASCE 7-10.

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

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

1

Proponent Submitted 12/7/2012 YesAttachments Mark Zehnal

Rationale

To carry forward previous Commission approved code language providing continuity for the proper installation of roofing 

systems and components from one code edition to the next connected to Florida’s unique environmental conditions including 

extreme temperatures, enduring tropical rain events and life/property threatening high wind events. To provide the correct 

reference standard that will apply to high wind roof tile installation.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language compliant with ASCE 7-10 without any new requirements being established.

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

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language compliant with ASCE 7-10 without any new requirements being established.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language compliant with ASCE 7-10 without any new requirements being established.

Requirements

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

Current 2010 FBC code language compliant with ASCE 7-10 without any new requirements being established.

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

Current 2010 FBC code language compliant with ASCE 7-10 without any new requirements being established.

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

Does not discriminate. Current Commission approved 2010 FBC requirement compliant with ASCE 7-10.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade. Current Commission approved 2010 FBC requirement compliant with ASCE 7-10.

YES

NO

YES

NO

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

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

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

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

code and why the proposed amendment applies to the state?

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

resubmission to the Florida Building Code amendment process?
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Attachments

Mark Zehnal

No

7/23/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second

R905.3.8

Pending Review

No9

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

R5595  66

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo Yes

Related Modifications

R905.3, R905.3.2, R905.3.3, R905.3.3.1, R905.3.6, R905.3.7, R905.3.7.1

Summary of Modification

Provides current Florida-specific criteria including update to previous Commission approved code referenced standard.

Rationale

To carry forward previous Commission approved code language and tables including the updated version of referenced standard 

designed in compliance with ASCE 7-10 providing continuity for the proper installation of roofing systems and components from one 

code edition to the next connected to Florida’s unique environmental conditions including extreme temperatures, enduring tropical rain 

events and life/property threatening high wind events.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language and tables including updated code standard designed in compliance with ASCE 

7-10.

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

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language and tables including updated code standard designed in compliance with ASCE 

7-10.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language and tables including updated code standard designed in compliance with ASCE 

7-10.

Requirements

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

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language including updated code referenced standard 

designed in compliance with ASCE 7-10.

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

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language including updated code referenced standard 

designed in compliance with ASCE 7-10.

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

Does not discriminate. Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language including updated code 

referenced standard designed in compliance with ASCE 7-10.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade. Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language including updated code 

referenced standard designed in compliance with ASCE 7-10.

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

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

1

Proponent Submitted 12/7/2012 YesAttachments Mark Zehnal

Rationale

To carry forward previous Commission approved code language providing continuity for the proper installation of roofing 

systems and components from one code edition to the next connected to Florida’s unique environmental conditions including 

extreme temperatures, enduring tropical rain events and life/property threatening high wind events. To provide the correct 

reference standard that will apply to high wind roof tile installation.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language compliant with ASCE 7-10 without any new requirements being established.

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

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language compliant with ASCE 7-10 without any new requirements being established.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language compliant with ASCE 7-10 without any new requirements being established.

Requirements

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

Current 2010 FBC code language compliant with ASCE 7-10 without any new requirements being established.

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

Current 2010 FBC code language compliant with ASCE 7-10 without any new requirements being established.

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

Does not discriminate. Current Commission approved 2010 FBC requirement compliant with ASCE 7-10.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade. Current Commission approved 2010 FBC requirement compliant with ASCE 7-10.

YES

NO

YES

NO

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

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

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

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

code and why the proposed amendment applies to the state?

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

resubmission to the Florida Building Code amendment process?
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Attachments

Mark Zehnal

No

7/23/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second

R905.3

Pending Review

No9

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

R5603  67

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageYes No

Related Modifications

R905.3, R905.3.2, R905.3.3, R905.3.3.1, R905.3.6, R905.3.7, R905.3.7.1, R905.3.8

Summary of Modification

Provides current Florida-specific criteria including update to previous Commission approved code referenced standard.

Rationale

To carry forward previous Commission approved code language and tables including the updated version of referenced standard 

designed in compliance with ASCE 7-10 providing continuity for the proper installation of roofing systems and components from one 

code edition to the next connected to Florida’s unique environmental conditions including extreme temperatures, enduring tropical rain 

events and life/property threatening high wind events.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language and tables including updated code standard designed in compliance with ASCE 

7-10.

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

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language and tables including updated code standard designed in compliance with ASCE 

7-10.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language and tables including updated code standard designed in compliance with ASCE 

7-10.

Requirements

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

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language including updated code referenced standard 

designed in compliance with ASCE 7-10.

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

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language including updated code referenced standard 

designed in compliance with ASCE 7-10.

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

Does not discriminate. Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language including updated code 

referenced standard designed in compliance with ASCE 7-10.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade. Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language including updated code 

referenced standard designed in compliance with ASCE 7-10.

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

R
5
6
0
3
-G

1
  

Proponent  Mark Zehnal Submitted 12/7/2012 NoAttachments

This Code Modification can be withdrawn

Comment:
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Attachments

Mark Zehnal

No

7/18/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second

R905.4 Metal roof shingles.

Pending Review

No9

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

R5307  68

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageYes Yes

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Provides current Florida-specific criteria

Rationale

To carry forward previous Commission approved code language, standards and tables, providing continuity for the proper installation 

of roofing systems and components from one code edition to the next connected to Florida’s unique environmental conditions including 

extreme temperatures, enduring tropical rain events and life/property threatening high wind events.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

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

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

Requirements

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

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without any new 

requirements being established.

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

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without any new 

requirements being established.

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

Does not discriminate. Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, 

without any new requirements being established.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade. Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without 

any new requirements being established.

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

YES

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

NO

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

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

amendment applies to the state?

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

2nd Comment Period                                  10/31/2012 - 12/14/2012 
5
3
0
7
-A

1

Proponent Submitted 12/7/2012 YesAttachments Mark Zehnal

Rationale

To carry forward previous Commission approved code language, standards and tables, providing continuity for the proper 

installation of roofing systems and components from one code edition to the next connected to Florida’s unique environmental 

conditions including extreme temperatures, enduring tropical rain events and life/property threatening high wind events.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

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

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

Requirements

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

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without any new 

requirements being established.

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

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without any new 

requirements being established.

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

Does not discriminate. Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and 

tables, without any new requirements being established.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade. Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, 

without any new requirements being established.

YES

NO

YES

NO

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

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

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

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

code and why the proposed amendment applies to the state?

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

resubmission to the Florida Building Code amendment process?
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2nd Comment Period                                    10/31/2012 - 12/14/2012

R
5
3
0
7
-G

1
  

Proponent  Andy Williams Submitted 12/13/2012 NoAttachments

My recommendation is that the minimum thicknesses for aluminum-zinc coated steel and galvanized steel be deleted using the 

following rationale. 

International Building Code, 2012 edition, Table 1507.4.3(1) defines metal roof coverings and does not provide a minimum 

thickness for either aluminum-zinc coated steel or galvanized steel.  A similar code change proposal was submitted during the 

2012/2013 ICC Code Development Cycle (Group A) to include a minimum thickness for these two metal roof coverings.  The 

International Building Code Structural Committee recommended disapproval of this proposal (S39-12).  The committee provided 

the following reason for disapproval: “The committee believes that the roof covering manufacturer should cover the minimum 

thickness required for metal roof coverings and the proposed values are not consistent with the source document mentioned in 

the reason (Table 6-1 of the SMACNA Architectural Sheet Metal Manual).” 

The Florida Building Code, 2010 edition, Section 1504.3.2 Metal Panel Roof Systems requires that these metal roof coverings be 

tested to determine their structural capacity.  This testing insures that the metal roof coverings are adequate for their intended 

use.  Inclusion of a prescriptive requirement such as minimum thickness is unnecessary and may also limit the ability of the 

metal roof covering manufacturer to design economical metal roof coverings.  The Florida Building Code should only deviate 

from the International Building Code where there is a Florida specific need.  It does not seem reasonable that the minimum 

thickness for aluminum-zinc coated steel and galvanized steel metal roof coverings qualifies as a Florida specific need.

Comment:
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Attachments

Mark Zehnal

No

7/21/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second

R905.4.3.2 Underlayment and high winds.

Pending Review

No9

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

R5507  69

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageYes No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Provides and carries forward current 2010 FBC Florida-specific criteria.

Rationale

To carry forward previous Commission approved code language, standards and tables, providing continuity for the proper installation 

of roofing systems and components from one code edition to the next connected to Florida’s unique environmental conditions including 

extreme temperatures, enduring tropical rain events and life/property threatening high wind events.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

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

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

Requirements

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

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without any new 

requirements being established.

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

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without any new 

requirements being established.

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

Does not discriminate. Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, 

without any new requirements being established.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade. Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without 

any new requirements being established.

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

YES

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

NO

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

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

amendment applies to the state?

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

R
5
5
0
7
-G

1
  

Proponent  Mark Zehnal Submitted 12/7/2012 NoAttachments

This Code Modification can be withdrawn

Comment:
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Attachments

Mark Zehnal

No

7/18/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second

R905.5 Mineral-surfaced roll roofing.

Pending Review

No9

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

R5308  70

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo Yes

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Provides current Florida-specific criteria

Rationale

To carry forward previous Commission approved code language, standards and tables, providing continuity for the proper installation 

of roofing systems and components from one code edition to the next connected to Florida’s unique environmental conditions including 

extreme temperatures, enduring tropical rain events and life/property threatening high wind events.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without any new 

requirements being established.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without any new 

requirements being established.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

Does not discriminate. Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, 

without any new requirements being established.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade. Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without 

any new requirements being established.

Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

YES

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?

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

2nd Comment Period                                  10/31/2012 - 12/14/2012 
5
3
0
8
-A

1

Proponent Submitted 12/7/2012 YesAttachments Mark Zehnal

Rationale

To carry forward previous Commission approved code language, standards and tables, providing continuity for the proper 

installation of roofing systems and components from one code edition to the next connected to Florida’s unique environmental 

conditions including extreme temperatures, enduring tropical rain events and life/property threatening high wind events.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without any new 

requirements being established.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without any new 

requirements being established.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

Does not discriminate. Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and 

tables, without any new requirements being established.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade. Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, 

without any new requirements being established.

YES

NO

YES

NO

Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?  

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a 

need to strengthen the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation 

code and why the proposed amendment applies to the state?

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid 

resubmission to the Florida Building Code amendment process?
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Attachments

Mark Zehnal

No

7/18/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second

R905.6 Slate and slate-type shingles.

Pending Review

No9

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

R5312  71

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo Yes

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Provides current Florida-specific criteria

Rationale

To carry forward previous Commission approved code language, standards and tables, providing continuity for the proper installation 

of roofing systems and components from one code edition to the next connected to Florida’s unique environmental conditions including 

extreme temperatures, enduring tropical rain events and life/property threatening high wind events.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without any new 

requirements being established.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without any new 

requirements being established.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

Does not discriminate. Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, 

without any new requirements being established.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade. Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without 

any new requirements being established.

Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

YES

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?

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

2nd Comment Period                                  10/31/2012 - 12/14/2012 
5
3
1
2
-A

1

Proponent Submitted 12/7/2012 YesAttachments Mark Zehnal

Rationale

To carry forward previous Commission approved code language, standards and tables, providing continuity for the proper 

installation of roofing systems and components from one code edition to the next connected to Florida’s unique environmental 

conditions including extreme temperatures, enduring tropical rain events and life/property threatening high wind events.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without any new 

requirements being established.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without any new 

requirements being established.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

Does not discriminate. Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and 

tables, without any new requirements being established.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade. Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, 

without any new requirements being established.

YES

NO

YES

NO

Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?  

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a 

need to strengthen the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation 

code and why the proposed amendment applies to the state?

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid 

resubmission to the Florida Building Code amendment process?
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Attachments

Mark Zehnal

No

7/21/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second

R905.6.3 Underlayment.

Pending Review

No9

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

R5558  72

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageYes Yes

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Incorporates intent of foundation code for attachment of underlayment in high wind section and unifies installation guidelines of 

underlayment with current Florida-specific criteria.

Rationale

This code modification unites the intent of the foundation code for enhanced attachment and types of underlayment in the high wind 

section with the 2010 FBC Florida specific code language. The subsequent foundation code solution for the ASCE 7-10 increased 

wind speeds to enhance attachment and upgrade types of underlayment  is consistent with the 2010 FBC code language and has 

been performance proven in Florida’s unique environment including enduring high wind tropical rains and life/property threatening high 

wind events.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact. Will incorporate the intent of the foundation code for enhanced attachment and types of underlayment used in high 

wind section with current commission approved 2010 FBC code language.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

No impact. Will incorporate the intent of the foundation code for enhanced attachment and types of underlayment used in high 

wind section with current commission approved 2010 FBC code language.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact. Will incorporate the intent of the foundation code for enhanced attachment and types of underlayment used in high 

wind section with current commission approved 2010 FBC code language.

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Strengthens and unifies the code by incorporating the intent of the foundation code for enhanced attachment and types of 

underlayment used in high wind section with current commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Strengthens and unifies the code by incorporating the intent of the foundation code for enhanced attachment and types of 

underlayment used in high wind section with current commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

Does not discriminate. Strengthens and unifies the code by incorporating the intent of the foundation code for enhanced 

attachment and types of underlayment used in high wind section with current commission approved 2010 FBC performance 

proven code language.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade. Strengthens and unifies the code by incorporating the intent of the foundation code for enhanced attachment 

and types of underlayment used in high wind section with current commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code 

language.

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?

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

2nd Comment Period                                  10/31/2012 - 12/14/2012 
5
5
5
8
-A

1

Proponent Submitted 12/13/2012 YesAttachments T Stafford

Rationale

This comment only modifies the text of the original modification as shown in the comment. The remainder of the original 

proposal is intended to go forward as submitted. The original proposal is recommended for approval with the modifications 

shown in this comment. The comment proposes that underlayment used in Florida be of a type that is equivalent to 30# felt or 

ASTM D 226 Type II. Observations of roof underlayment performance following Hurricane Ike in Texas and in two sets of tests 

conducted at the University of Florida and Florida International University demonstrated that relatively new and new ASTM 226 

Type I underlayments performed very poorly when subjected to wind speeds over about 110 mph. In the laboratory tests, 

specimens covered with ASTM 226 Type I and Type II underlayments performed dramatically different. ASTM Type I felt (15#) 

material completely blew off some portions of the specimen as winds exceeded 110 mph and pulled over the plastic caps on 

other parts of the specimen. In contrast, the ASTM 226 Type II (30#) material remained in place and showed very few signs of 

distress. The cost increase associated with using 30# felt as opposed to 15# felt is approximately $100.00 for a single layer 

system for a roof size of 20 squares and approximately $200.oo for a double layer system for a roof size of 20 squares.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

This proposal will not impact local entities relative to enforcement of the code.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

The cost increase associated with using 30# felt as opposed to 15# felt is approximately $100.00 for a single layer system 

for a roof size of 20 squares and approximately $200.00 for a double layer system for a roof size of 20 squares.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

The cost increase associated with using 30# felt as opposed to 15# felt is approximately $100.00 for a single layer system 

for a roof size of 20 squares and approximately $200.00 for a double layer system for a roof size of 20 squares.

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

This code change will provide greater resistance to water penetration in the event the roof covering is blown off during a 

design wind event.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

This proposal will strengthen the code by providing greater resistance to water penetration in the event the roof covering is 

blown off during a design wind event.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

This proposal does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated 

capabilities.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

This proposal does not degrade the effectiveness of the code.

Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?  No

2nd Comment Period                                    10/31/2012 - 12/14/2012

R
5
5
5
8
-G

1
  

Proponent  Mark Zehnal Submitted 12/7/2012 YesAttachments

TAC comment about R905.6.3.1 Ice Barrier was an issue in FLorida however removing language not an issue with other 

systems. 

US National Climatic Data Center

Average temperatures for the year for places in Florida are listed below. You&#39;ll find separate tables for each region: South 

Florida (including the Florida Keys), Central Florida, North Florida and the Florida Panhandle.

The tables give the normal maximum and minimum temperatures based on weather data collected from 1981 to 2010 by the US 

National Climatic Data Center.

See attached US National Climatic Data Center information.

Comment:
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US National Climatic Data Center 
 

Average temperatures for the year for places in Florida are listed below. You'll find separate tables for each region: 

South Florida (including the Florida Keys), Central Florida, North Florida and the Florida Panhandle. 

The tables give the normal maximum and minimum temperatures based on weather data collected from 1981 to 

2010 by the US National Climatic Data Center. 

 
 
South Florida 
South Florida weather records include the counties of Broward, Collier, DeSoto, Highlands, Indian River, Lee, 

Manatee, Miami-Dade, Monroe, Palm Beach, St Lucie and Sarasota. 

Average annual temperatures 

High 
°F 

Low 
°F 

Place High 
°C 

Low 
°C 

84 60 Arcadia 29 16 

85 61 Avon Park 29 16 

87 65 Big Cypress National Preserve 30 18 

82 64 Bradenton 28 18 

89 65 Everglades Park, Royal Palm 32 18 

83 68 Ft. Lauderdale 29 20 

85 66 Ft. Myers 29 19 

82 65 Ft. Pierce 28 18 

83 69 Hialeah 28 21 

83 73 Key West 28 23 

84 70 Miami 29 21 
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81 71 Miami Beach 27 22 

85 65 Naples 30 18 

82 69 Pompano Beach 28 21 

83 72 Tavernier (Key Largo) 29 22 

82 64 Venice 28 18 

81 64 Vero Beach 27 18 

83 68 West Palm Beach 28 20 

 

Central Florida 
Climate records for the central Florida region include cities in the counties of Brevard, Hillsborough, Orange, Pinellas, 

Polk and Volusia. 

Average yearly temperatures 

High 
°F 

Low 
°F 

Place High 
°C 

Low 
°C 

84 63 Bartow 29 17 

80 62 Daytona Beach 27 17 

83 63 Lakeland 28 17 

82 63 Melbourne 28 17 

83 63 Orlando 28 17 

83 62 Plant City 28 17 

82 67 St. Petersburg 28 19 
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82 65 Tampa 28 18 

 

North Florida 
North Florida temperatures are for weather stations in the counties of Alachua, Baker, Columbia, Duval, Hamilton, 

Madison, Marion, St Johns and Suwannee. 

Normal annual temperatures 

High 
°F 

Low 
°F 

Place High 
°C 

Low 
°C 

81 56 Gainesville 27 14 

80 55 Glen St. Mary 26 13 

79 58 Jacksonville 26 14 

78 62 Jacksonville Beach 26 17 

79 55 Jasper 26 13 

80 58 Lake City 26 14 

82 57 Live Oak 28 14 

79 55 Madison 26 13 

84 59 Ocala 29 15 

80 61 St. Augustine 26 16 

 

Florida Panhandle 
Florida Panhandle weather data come from the counties of Bay, Escambia, Franklin, Jefferson, Leon, Okaloosa and 

Walton. 

Annual temperature averages 
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High 
°F 

Low 
°F 

Place High 
°C 

Low 
°C 

78 59 Apalachicola 26 15 

78 53 Crestview 26 12 

78 56 DeFuniak Springs 26 13 

79 55 Monticello 26 13 

77 55 Niceville 25 13 

78 59 Panama City 26 15 

77 59 Pensacola 25 15 

80 56 Tallahassee 26 13 
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Attachments

Mark Zehnal

No

7/21/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second

R905.6.3.2 Underlayment and high winds.

Pending Review

No9

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

R5516  73

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageYes No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Provides and carries forward current 2010 FBC Florida-specific criteria.

Rationale

To carry forward previous Commission approved code language, standards and tables, providing continuity for the proper installation 

of roofing systems and components from one code edition to the next connected to Florida’s unique environmental conditions including 

extreme temperatures, enduring tropical rain events and life/property threatening high wind events.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without any new 

requirements being established.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without any new 

requirements being established.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

Does not discriminate. Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, 

without any new requirements being established.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade. Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without 

any new requirements being established.

Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

YES

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?

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

R
5
5
1
6
-G

1
  

Proponent  Mark Zehnal Submitted 12/7/2012 YesAttachments

The was no reason given other than Ice Barriers for this mod to recieve an NAR and all other revised underlayment code 

modifications were approved. This mod needs to be approved to be consistant with all other underlayment approved mods.

Comment:
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US National Climatic Data Center 
 

Average temperatures for the year for places in Florida are listed below. You'll find separate tables for each region: 

South Florida (including the Florida Keys), Central Florida, North Florida and the Florida Panhandle. 

The tables give the normal maximum and minimum temperatures based on weather data collected from 1981 to 

2010 by the US National Climatic Data Center. 

 
 
South Florida 
South Florida weather records include the counties of Broward, Collier, DeSoto, Highlands, Indian River, Lee, 

Manatee, Miami-Dade, Monroe, Palm Beach, St Lucie and Sarasota. 

Average annual temperatures 

High 
°F 

Low 
°F 

Place High 
°C 

Low 
°C 

84 60 Arcadia 29 16 

85 61 Avon Park 29 16 

87 65 Big Cypress National Preserve 30 18 

82 64 Bradenton 28 18 

89 65 Everglades Park, Royal Palm 32 18 

83 68 Ft. Lauderdale 29 20 

85 66 Ft. Myers 29 19 

82 65 Ft. Pierce 28 18 

83 69 Hialeah 28 21 

83 73 Key West 28 23 

84 70 Miami 29 21 
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81 71 Miami Beach 27 22 

85 65 Naples 30 18 

82 69 Pompano Beach 28 21 

83 72 Tavernier (Key Largo) 29 22 

82 64 Venice 28 18 

81 64 Vero Beach 27 18 

83 68 West Palm Beach 28 20 

 

Central Florida 
Climate records for the central Florida region include cities in the counties of Brevard, Hillsborough, Orange, Pinellas, 

Polk and Volusia. 

Average yearly temperatures 

High 
°F 

Low 
°F 

Place High 
°C 

Low 
°C 

84 63 Bartow 29 17 

80 62 Daytona Beach 27 17 

83 63 Lakeland 28 17 

82 63 Melbourne 28 17 

83 63 Orlando 28 17 

83 62 Plant City 28 17 

82 67 St. Petersburg 28 19 
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82 65 Tampa 28 18 

 

North Florida 
North Florida temperatures are for weather stations in the counties of Alachua, Baker, Columbia, Duval, Hamilton, 

Madison, Marion, St Johns and Suwannee. 

Normal annual temperatures 

High 
°F 

Low 
°F 

Place High 
°C 

Low 
°C 

81 56 Gainesville 27 14 

80 55 Glen St. Mary 26 13 

79 58 Jacksonville 26 14 

78 62 Jacksonville Beach 26 17 

79 55 Jasper 26 13 

80 58 Lake City 26 14 

82 57 Live Oak 28 14 

79 55 Madison 26 13 

84 59 Ocala 29 15 

80 61 St. Augustine 26 16 

 

Florida Panhandle 
Florida Panhandle weather data come from the counties of Bay, Escambia, Franklin, Jefferson, Leon, Okaloosa and 

Walton. 

Annual temperature averages 
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High 
°F 

Low 
°F 

Place High 
°C 

Low 
°C 

78 59 Apalachicola 26 15 

78 53 Crestview 26 12 

78 56 DeFuniak Springs 26 13 

79 55 Monticello 26 13 

77 55 Niceville 25 13 

78 59 Panama City 26 15 

77 59 Pensacola 25 15 

80 56 Tallahassee 26 13 
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Attachments

Mark Zehnal

No

7/18/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second

R905.7 Wood shingles.

Pending Review

No9

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

R5315  74

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo Yes

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Provides current Florida-specific criteria

Rationale

To carry forward previous Commission approved code language, standards and tables, providing continuity for the proper installation 

of roofing systems and components from one code edition to the next connected to Florida’s unique environmental conditions including 

extreme temperatures, enduring tropical rain events and life/property threatening high wind events.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without any new 

requirements being established.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without any new 

requirements being established.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

Does not discriminate. Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, 

without any new requirements being established.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade. Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without 

any new requirements being established.

Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

YES

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?

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

2nd Comment Period                                  10/31/2012 - 12/14/2012 
5
3
1
5
-A

1

Proponent Submitted 12/7/2012 YesAttachments Mark Zehnal

Rationale

To carry forward previous Commission approved code language, standards and tables, providing continuity for the proper 

installation of roofing systems and components from one code edition to the next connected to Florida’s unique environmental 

conditions including extreme temperatures, enduring tropical rain events and life/property threatening high wind events.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without any new 

requirements being established.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without any new 

requirements being established.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

Does not discriminate. Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and 

tables, without any new requirements being established.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade. Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, 

without any new requirements being established.

YES

NO

YES

NO

Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?  

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a 

need to strengthen the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation 

code and why the proposed amendment applies to the state?

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid 

resubmission to the Florida Building Code amendment process?
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Attachments

Mark Zehnal

No

7/21/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second

R905.7.3 Underlayment..

Pending Review

No9

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

R5559  75

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageYes Yes

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Incorporates intent of foundation code for attachment of underlayment in high wind section and unifies installation guidelines of 

underlayment with current Florida-specific criteria.

Rationale

This code modification unites the intent of the foundation code for enhanced attachment and types of underlayment in the high wind 

section with the 2010 FBC Florida specific code language. The subsequent foundation code solution for the ASCE 7-10 increased 

wind speeds to enhance attachment and upgrade types of underlayment  is consistent with the 2010 FBC code language and has 

been performance proven in Florida’s unique environment including enduring high wind tropical rains and life/property threatening high 

wind events.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact. Will incorporate the intent of the foundation code for enhanced attachment and types of underlayment used in high 

wind section with current commission approved 2010 FBC code language.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

No impact. Will incorporate the intent of the foundation code for enhanced attachment and types of underlayment used in high 

wind section with current commission approved 2010 FBC code language.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact. Will incorporate the intent of the foundation code for enhanced attachment and types of underlayment used in high 

wind section with current commission approved 2010 FBC code language.

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Strengthens and unifies the code by incorporating the intent of the foundation code for enhanced attachment and types of 

underlayment used in high wind section with current commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Strengthens and unifies the code by incorporating the intent of the foundation code for enhanced attachment and types of 

underlayment used in high wind section with current commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

Does not discriminate. Strengthens and unifies the code by incorporating the intent of the foundation code for enhanced 

attachment and types of underlayment used in high wind section with current commission approved 2010 FBC performance 

proven code language.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade. Strengthens and unifies the code by incorporating the intent of the foundation code for enhanced attachment 

and types of underlayment used in high wind section with current commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code 

language.

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?

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

2nd Comment Period                                  10/31/2012 - 12/14/2012 
5
5
5
9
-A

1

Proponent Submitted 12/13/2012 YesAttachments T Stafford

Rationale

This comment only modifies the text of the original modification as shown in the comment. The remainder of the original 

proposal is intended to go forward as submitted. The original proposal is recommended for approval with the modifications 

shown in this comment. The comment proposes that underlayment used in Florida be of a type that is equivalent to 30# felt or 

ASTM D 226 Type II. Observations of roof underlayment performance following Hurricane Ike in Texas and in two sets of tests 

conducted at the University of Florida and Florida International University demonstrated that relatively new and new ASTM 226 

Type I underlayments performed very poorly when subjected to wind speeds over about 110 mph. In the laboratory tests, 

specimens covered with ASTM 226 Type I and Type II underlayments performed dramatically different. ASTM Type I felt (15#) 

material completely blew off some portions of the specimen as winds exceeded 110 mph and pulled over the plastic caps on 

other parts of the specimen. In contrast, the ASTM 226 Type II (30#) material remained in place and showed very few signs of 

distress. The cost increase associated with using 30# felt as opposed to 15# felt is approximately $100.00 for a single layer 

system for a roof size of 20 squares and approximately $200.oo for a double layer system for a roof size of 20 squares.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

This proposal will not impact local entities relative to enforcement of the code.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

The cost increase associated with using 30# felt as opposed to 15# felt is approximately $100.00 for a single layer system 

for a roof size of 20 squares and approximately $200.00 for a double layer system for a roof size of 20 squares.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

The cost increase associated with using 30# felt as opposed to 15# felt is approximately $100.00 for a single layer system 

for a roof size of 20 squares and approximately $200.00 for a double layer system for a roof size of 20 squares.

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

This code change will provide greater resistance to water penetration in the event the roof covering is blown off during a 

design wind event.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

This proposal will strengthen the code by providing greater resistance to water penetration in the event the roof covering is 

blown off during a design wind event.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

This proposal does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated 

capabilities.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

This proposal does not degrade the effectiveness of the code.

Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?  No

2nd Comment Period                                    10/31/2012 - 12/14/2012

R
5
5
5
9
-G

1
  

Proponent  Mark Zehnal Submitted 12/7/2012 YesAttachments

Cold weather and possible ice was the reason for the TAC to give this mod an NAR. All other revised underlayment code 

modifications approved. Attach Cedar Shake &amp; Shingle Bureau Technical Bulletin and US National Climatic Data Center 

average temperatures for the year for places in Florida.

Comment:
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US National Climatic Data Center 
 

Average temperatures for the year for places in Florida are listed below. You'll find separate tables for each region: 

South Florida (including the Florida Keys), Central Florida, North Florida and the Florida Panhandle. 

The tables give the normal maximum and minimum temperatures based on weather data collected from 1981 to 

2010 by the US National Climatic Data Center. 

 
 
South Florida 
South Florida weather records include the counties of Broward, Collier, DeSoto, Highlands, Indian River, Lee, 

Manatee, Miami-Dade, Monroe, Palm Beach, St Lucie and Sarasota. 

Average annual temperatures 

High 
°F 

Low 
°F 

Place High 
°C 

Low 
°C 

84 60 Arcadia 29 16 

85 61 Avon Park 29 16 

87 65 Big Cypress National Preserve 30 18 

82 64 Bradenton 28 18 

89 65 Everglades Park, Royal Palm 32 18 

83 68 Ft. Lauderdale 29 20 

85 66 Ft. Myers 29 19 

82 65 Ft. Pierce 28 18 

83 69 Hialeah 28 21 

83 73 Key West 28 23 

84 70 Miami 29 21 
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81 71 Miami Beach 27 22 

85 65 Naples 30 18 

82 69 Pompano Beach 28 21 

83 72 Tavernier (Key Largo) 29 22 

82 64 Venice 28 18 

81 64 Vero Beach 27 18 

83 68 West Palm Beach 28 20 

 

Central Florida 
Climate records for the central Florida region include cities in the counties of Brevard, Hillsborough, Orange, Pinellas, 

Polk and Volusia. 

Average yearly temperatures 

High 
°F 

Low 
°F 

Place High 
°C 

Low 
°C 

84 63 Bartow 29 17 

80 62 Daytona Beach 27 17 

83 63 Lakeland 28 17 

82 63 Melbourne 28 17 

83 63 Orlando 28 17 

83 62 Plant City 28 17 

82 67 St. Petersburg 28 19 

Page 526 of 589

02/01/2013 Page 526 of 589

joe.bigelow
Typewritten Text
5559 G1



82 65 Tampa 28 18 

 

North Florida 
North Florida temperatures are for weather stations in the counties of Alachua, Baker, Columbia, Duval, Hamilton, 

Madison, Marion, St Johns and Suwannee. 

Normal annual temperatures 

High 
°F 

Low 
°F 

Place High 
°C 

Low 
°C 

81 56 Gainesville 27 14 

80 55 Glen St. Mary 26 13 

79 58 Jacksonville 26 14 

78 62 Jacksonville Beach 26 17 

79 55 Jasper 26 13 

80 58 Lake City 26 14 

82 57 Live Oak 28 14 

79 55 Madison 26 13 

84 59 Ocala 29 15 

80 61 St. Augustine 26 16 

 

Florida Panhandle 
Florida Panhandle weather data come from the counties of Bay, Escambia, Franklin, Jefferson, Leon, Okaloosa and 

Walton. 

Annual temperature averages 
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High 
°F 

Low 
°F 

Place High 
°C 

Low 
°C 

78 59 Apalachicola 26 15 

78 53 Crestview 26 12 

78 56 DeFuniak Springs 26 13 

79 55 Monticello 26 13 

77 55 Niceville 25 13 

78 59 Panama City 26 15 

77 59 Pensacola 25 15 

80 56 Tallahassee 26 13 
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US National Climatic Data Center 
 

Average temperatures for the year for places in Florida are listed below. You'll find separate tables for each region: 

South Florida (including the Florida Keys), Central Florida, North Florida and the Florida Panhandle. 

The tables give the normal maximum and minimum temperatures based on weather data collected from 1981 to 

2010 by the US National Climatic Data Center. 

 
 
South Florida 
South Florida weather records include the counties of Broward, Collier, DeSoto, Highlands, Indian River, Lee, 

Manatee, Miami-Dade, Monroe, Palm Beach, St Lucie and Sarasota. 

Average annual temperatures 

High 
°F 

Low 
°F 

Place High 
°C 

Low 
°C 

84 60 Arcadia 29 16 

85 61 Avon Park 29 16 

87 65 Big Cypress National Preserve 30 18 

82 64 Bradenton 28 18 

89 65 Everglades Park, Royal Palm 32 18 

83 68 Ft. Lauderdale 29 20 

85 66 Ft. Myers 29 19 

82 65 Ft. Pierce 28 18 

83 69 Hialeah 28 21 

83 73 Key West 28 23 

84 70 Miami 29 21 
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81 71 Miami Beach 27 22 

85 65 Naples 30 18 

82 69 Pompano Beach 28 21 

83 72 Tavernier (Key Largo) 29 22 

82 64 Venice 28 18 

81 64 Vero Beach 27 18 

83 68 West Palm Beach 28 20 

 

Central Florida 
Climate records for the central Florida region include cities in the counties of Brevard, Hillsborough, Orange, Pinellas, 

Polk and Volusia. 

Average yearly temperatures 

High 
°F 

Low 
°F 

Place High 
°C 

Low 
°C 

84 63 Bartow 29 17 

80 62 Daytona Beach 27 17 

83 63 Lakeland 28 17 

82 63 Melbourne 28 17 

83 63 Orlando 28 17 

83 62 Plant City 28 17 

82 67 St. Petersburg 28 19 
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82 65 Tampa 28 18 

 

North Florida 
North Florida temperatures are for weather stations in the counties of Alachua, Baker, Columbia, Duval, Hamilton, 

Madison, Marion, St Johns and Suwannee. 

Normal annual temperatures 

High 
°F 

Low 
°F 

Place High 
°C 

Low 
°C 

81 56 Gainesville 27 14 

80 55 Glen St. Mary 26 13 

79 58 Jacksonville 26 14 

78 62 Jacksonville Beach 26 17 

79 55 Jasper 26 13 

80 58 Lake City 26 14 

82 57 Live Oak 28 14 

79 55 Madison 26 13 

84 59 Ocala 29 15 

80 61 St. Augustine 26 16 

 

Florida Panhandle 
Florida Panhandle weather data come from the counties of Bay, Escambia, Franklin, Jefferson, Leon, Okaloosa and 

Walton. 

Annual temperature averages 
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High 
°F 

Low 
°F 

Place High 
°C 

Low 
°C 

78 59 Apalachicola 26 15 

78 53 Crestview 26 12 

78 56 DeFuniak Springs 26 13 

79 55 Monticello 26 13 

77 55 Niceville 25 13 

78 59 Panama City 26 15 

77 59 Pensacola 25 15 

80 56 Tallahassee 26 13 
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Attachments

Mark Zehnal

No

7/18/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second

R905.8 Wood shakes.

Pending Review

No9

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

R5314  76

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo Yes

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Provides current Florida-specific criteria

Rationale

To carry forward previous Commission approved code language, standards and tables, providing continuity for the proper installation 

of roofing systems and components from one code edition to the next connected to Florida’s unique environmental conditions including 

extreme temperatures, enduring tropical rain events and life/property threatening high wind events.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without any new 

requirements being established.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without any new 

requirements being established.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

Does not discriminate. Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, 

without any new requirements being established.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade. Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without 

any new requirements being established.

Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

YES

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?

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

2nd Comment Period                                  10/31/2012 - 12/14/2012 
5
3
1
4
-A

1

Proponent Submitted 12/7/2012 YesAttachments Mark Zehnal

Rationale

To carry forward previous Commission approved code language, standards and tables, providing continuity for the proper 

installation of roofing systems and components from one code edition to the next connected to Florida’s unique environmental 

conditions including extreme temperatures, enduring tropical rain events and life/property threatening high wind events.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without any new 

requirements being established.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without any new 

requirements being established.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

Does not discriminate. Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and 

tables, without any new requirements being established.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade. Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, 

without any new requirements being established.

YES

NO

YES

NO

Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?  

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a 

need to strengthen the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation 

code and why the proposed amendment applies to the state?

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid 

resubmission to the Florida Building Code amendment process?
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Alternate Language

2nd Comment Period                                  10/31/2012 - 12/14/2012 
5
5
6
0
-A

1

Proponent Submitted 12/13/2012 YesAttachments T Stafford

Rationale

This comment only modifies the text of the original modification as shown in the comment. The remainder of the original 

proposal is intended to go forward as submitted. The original proposal is recommended for approval with the modifications 

shown in this comment. The comment proposes that underlayment used in Florida be of a type that is equivalent to 30# felt or 

ASTM D 226 Type II. Observations of roof underlayment performance following Hurricane Ike in Texas and in two sets of tests 

conducted at the University of Florida and Florida International University demonstrated that relatively new and new ASTM 226 

Type I underlayments performed very poorly when subjected to wind speeds over about 110 mph. In the laboratory tests, 

specimens covered with ASTM 226 Type I and Type II underlayments performed dramatically different. ASTM Type I felt (15#) 

material completely blew off some portions of the specimen as winds exceeded 110 mph and pulled over the plastic caps on 

other parts of the specimen. In contrast, the ASTM 226 Type II (30#) material remained in place and showed very few signs of 

distress. The cost increase associated with using 30# felt as opposed to 15# felt is approximately $100.00 for a single layer 

system for a roof size of 20 squares and approximately $200.oo for a double layer system for a roof size of 20 squares.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

This proposal will not impact local entities relative to enforcement of the code.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

The cost increase associated with using 30# felt as opposed to 15# felt is approximately $100.00 for a single layer system 

for a roof size of 20 squares and approximately $200.00 for a double layer system for a roof size of 20 squares.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

The cost increase associated with using 30# felt as opposed to 15# felt is approximately $100.00 for a single layer system 

for a roof size of 20 squares and approximately $200.00 for a double layer system for a roof size of 20 squares.

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

This code change will provide greater resistance to water penetration in the event the roof covering is blown off during a 

design wind event.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

This proposal will strengthen the code by providing greater resistance to water penetration in the event the roof covering is 

blown off during a design wind event.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

This proposal does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated 

capabilities.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

This proposal does not degrade the effectiveness of the code.

Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?  No

2nd Comment Period                                    10/31/2012 - 12/14/2012

R
5
5
6
0
-G

1
  

Proponent  Mark Zehnal Submitted 12/7/2012 YesAttachments

TAC comment was concern with ice and covering the substrate with peel and stick underlayment. All other revised underlayment 

code modifications approved. Attach Cedar Shake &amp; Shingle Bureau Technical Bulletin and US National Climatic Data 

Center average temperatures for the year for places in Florida.

Comment:
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US National Climatic Data Center 
 

Average temperatures for the year for places in Florida are listed below. You'll find separate tables for each region: 

South Florida (including the Florida Keys), Central Florida, North Florida and the Florida Panhandle. 

The tables give the normal maximum and minimum temperatures based on weather data collected from 1981 to 

2010 by the US National Climatic Data Center. 

 
 
South Florida 
South Florida weather records include the counties of Broward, Collier, DeSoto, Highlands, Indian River, Lee, 

Manatee, Miami-Dade, Monroe, Palm Beach, St Lucie and Sarasota. 

Average annual temperatures 

High 
°F 

Low 
°F 

Place High 
°C 

Low 
°C 

84 60 Arcadia 29 16 

85 61 Avon Park 29 16 

87 65 Big Cypress National Preserve 30 18 

82 64 Bradenton 28 18 

89 65 Everglades Park, Royal Palm 32 18 

83 68 Ft. Lauderdale 29 20 

85 66 Ft. Myers 29 19 

82 65 Ft. Pierce 28 18 

83 69 Hialeah 28 21 

83 73 Key West 28 23 

84 70 Miami 29 21 
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81 71 Miami Beach 27 22 

85 65 Naples 30 18 

82 69 Pompano Beach 28 21 

83 72 Tavernier (Key Largo) 29 22 

82 64 Venice 28 18 

81 64 Vero Beach 27 18 

83 68 West Palm Beach 28 20 

 

Central Florida 
Climate records for the central Florida region include cities in the counties of Brevard, Hillsborough, Orange, Pinellas, 

Polk and Volusia. 

Average yearly temperatures 

High 
°F 

Low 
°F 

Place High 
°C 

Low 
°C 

84 63 Bartow 29 17 

80 62 Daytona Beach 27 17 

83 63 Lakeland 28 17 

82 63 Melbourne 28 17 

83 63 Orlando 28 17 

83 62 Plant City 28 17 

82 67 St. Petersburg 28 19 
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82 65 Tampa 28 18 

 

North Florida 
North Florida temperatures are for weather stations in the counties of Alachua, Baker, Columbia, Duval, Hamilton, 

Madison, Marion, St Johns and Suwannee. 

Normal annual temperatures 

High 
°F 

Low 
°F 

Place High 
°C 

Low 
°C 

81 56 Gainesville 27 14 

80 55 Glen St. Mary 26 13 

79 58 Jacksonville 26 14 

78 62 Jacksonville Beach 26 17 

79 55 Jasper 26 13 

80 58 Lake City 26 14 

82 57 Live Oak 28 14 

79 55 Madison 26 13 

84 59 Ocala 29 15 

80 61 St. Augustine 26 16 

 

Florida Panhandle 
Florida Panhandle weather data come from the counties of Bay, Escambia, Franklin, Jefferson, Leon, Okaloosa and 

Walton. 

Annual temperature averages 
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High 
°F 

Low 
°F 

Place High 
°C 

Low 
°C 

78 59 Apalachicola 26 15 

78 53 Crestview 26 12 

78 56 DeFuniak Springs 26 13 

79 55 Monticello 26 13 

77 55 Niceville 25 13 

78 59 Panama City 26 15 

77 59 Pensacola 25 15 

80 56 Tallahassee 26 13 
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Attachments

Mark Zehnal

No

7/18/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second

R905

Pending Review

No9

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

R5301  78

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageYes No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Provides current Florida-specific criteria

Rationale

To carry forward previous Commission approved code language, standards and tables, providing continuity for the proper installation 

of roofing systems and components from one code edition to the next connected to Florida’s unique environmental conditions including 

extreme temperatures, enduring tropical rain events and life/property threatening high wind events.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without any new 

requirements being established.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without any new 

requirements being established.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

Does not discriminate. Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, 

without any new requirements being established.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade. Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without 

any new requirements being established.

Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

YES

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?

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

R
5
3
0
1
-G

1
  

Proponent  Mark Zehnal Submitted 12/7/2012 NoAttachments

This Code Modification can be withdrawn

Comment:
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Attachments

Mark Zehnal

No

7/21/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second

R907 REROOFING

Pending Review

No9

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

R5554  79

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo Yes

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Moves current Florida-specific criteria from Existing Buildings volume used in residential reroofing to the Residential volume.

Rationale

Currently the only Foundation Code references that provide guidance specific to residential reroofing are found in the Foundation 

Residential Code.  Chapter 6 of the Florida Existing Building Code contains supplementary regulatory requirements exclusive to 

residential reroofing not contained within in the Foundation Code. However, these supplementary regulatory requirements must be 

combined with the materials and installation procedures of the Residential Code “611.1- Materials and methods of application used for 

recovering or replacing an existing roof covering shall comply with the requirements of Chapter 15 of the Florida Building Code, 

Building or Chapter 9 of the Florida Building Code, Residential”.  

The purpose of this code modification is to create uniformity by following the Foundation Code model through the consolidation of all 

the associated roofing/reroofing code sections into one volume providing a single location for contractors, design professionals and 

code officials to find all code information related to the evaluation and installation of residential reroofing including the mitigation 

requirements specific to site-built single family residential structures in the Residential Code volume.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without any new 

requirements being established.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without any new 

requirements being established.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

Does not discriminate. Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, 

without any new requirements being established.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade. Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without 

any new requirements being established.

Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

YES

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?

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

2nd Comment Period                                  10/31/2012 - 12/14/2012 
5
5
5
4
-A

4

Proponent Submitted 12/14/2012 YesAttachments T Stafford

Rationale

This comment modifies the original proposal. The intent is for the original code change to be approved with the modification 

provided in this comment. This comment incorporates results of recent tests on ring shank nails and discussion with industry 

on more commonly acceptable and available nails on the market.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

This proposal will have no impact to local entities regarding enforcement of the code as the 2010 FBCR currently contains 

this requirement.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

The cost impact to building and property owners will be minimal to negligible as the cost increase will be less than $10 for a 

2000 square foot roof.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

The cost impact to building and property owners will be minimal to negligible as the cost increase will be less than $10 for a 

2000 square foot roof.

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

This requirement will strengthen the code which will improve the performance of buildings impacted by hurricanes.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

The requirement will strengthen the code.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

This requirement will not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated 

capabilities.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

This requirement will not degrade the effectiveness of the code.

Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?  No

Alternate Language

2nd Comment Period                                  10/31/2012 - 12/14/2012 

5
5
5
4
-A

3

Proponent Submitted 12/13/2012 YesAttachments T Stafford

Rationale

This comment only modifies the text of the original modification as shown in the comment. The remainder of the original 

proposal is intended to go forward as submitted. The original proposal is recommended for approval with the modifications 

shown in this comment. The FBCR and FBCEB have been somewhat inconsistent with the minimum dimensional 

characteristics of the ring shank nail that forms the basis of this proposal. This comment, in addition to other comments 

submitted, will make the codes consistent in regard to this and will reference nails commonly used in the field that are 

consistent with tests that formed the basis of the original code change.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

This language is currently contained in the 2010 FBC. No new requirements are being proposed.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

This language is currently contained in the 2010 FBC. No new requirements are being proposed.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

This language is currently contained in the 2010 FBC. No new requirements are being proposed.

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

This language is currently contained in the 2010 FBC. No new requirements are being proposed.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

This language is currently contained in the 2010 FBC. No new requirements are being proposed.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

This language is currently contained in the 2010 FBC. No new requirements are being proposed.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

This language is currently contained in the 2010 FBC. No new requirements are being proposed.

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?
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YES

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?

The proposed amendment was submitted or attempted to be included in the foundation codes to avoid 

resubmission to the Florida Building Code amendment process?

Alternate Language

2nd Comment Period                                  10/31/2012 - 12/14/2012 

5
5
5
4
-A

1

Proponent Submitted 12/7/2012 YesAttachments Mark Zehnal

Rationale

Currently the only Foundation Code references that provide guidance specific to residential reroofing are found in the 

Foundation Residential Code. Chapter 6 of the Florida Existing Building Code contains supplementary regulatory requirements 

exclusive to residential reroofing not contained within in the Foundation Code. However, these supplementary regulatory 

requirements must be combined with the materials and installation procedures of the Residential Code “611.1- Materials and 

methods of application used for recovering or replacing an existing roof covering shall comply with the requirements of Chapter 

15 of the Florida Building Code, Building or Chapter 9 of the Florida Building Code, Residential”. The purpose of this code 

modification is to create uniformity by following the Foundation Code model through the consolidation of all the associated 

roofing/reroofing code sections into one volume providing a single location for contractors, design professionals and code 

officials to find all code information related to the evaluation and installation of residential reroofing including the mitigation 

requirements specific to site-built single family residential structures in the Residential Code volume.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without any new 

requirements being established.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without any new 

requirements being established.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

Does not discriminate. Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and 

tables, without any new requirements being established.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade. Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, 

without any new requirements being established.

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?

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

Mark Zehnal

No

7/18/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second

R907

Pending Review

No9

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

R5316  80

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageYes No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Provides current Florida-specific criteria

Rationale

To carry forward previous Commission approved code language, standards and tables, providing continuity for the proper installation 

of roofing systems and components from one code edition to the next connected to Florida’s unique environmental conditions including 

extreme temperatures, enduring tropical rain events and life/property threatening high wind events.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact. Current 2010 FBC code language, standards and tables, without any new requirements being established.

Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without any new 

requirements being established.

Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems of construction

Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without any new 

requirements being established.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities

Does not discriminate. Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, 

without any new requirements being established.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade. Current, Commission approved 2010 FBC performance proven code language, standards and tables, without 

any new requirements being established.

Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

YES

The provisions contained in the proposed amendment are addressed in the applicable international code?

NO

The amendment demonstrates by evidence or data that the geographical jurisdiction of Florida exihibits a need to strengthen 

the foundation code beyond the needs or regional variation addressed by the foundation code and why the proposed 

amendment applies to the state?

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
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Proponent  Mark Zehnal Submitted 12/7/2012 NoAttachments

This Code Modification can be withdrawn

Comment:
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