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TAC: Mechanical
Total Mods for Mechanical in Approved as Submitted: 6

Total Mods for report: 42

Sub Code: Mechanical
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Attachments

Cheryl Harris

No

7/30/2012

Approved as Submitted

307.2.5

Pending Review

No3

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

M5756  1

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

Residential Building - Mechanical - M1141.5 minimum piping insulation

Summary of Modification

Maintain Florida specific code related to insulation of primary condensate drain lines

Rationale

The addition of this section is needed to prevent condensation forming on the outside of the pipe that in the Florida climate could lead 

to mold in materials surrounding the pipe.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Would need to inspect piping for proper insulation

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

Would protect property from mold with very low cost

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

Low impact

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

Strengthens code

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

Does not discriminate

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

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

YES

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

NO

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

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

amendment applies to the state?

YES

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

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO

Mechanical2013 Triennial

Page 3 of 155

22/12/2012 Page 3 of 155



Alternate Language

1st Comment Period History                      08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012
5
7
5
6
-A

1

Proponent Submitted 9/23/2012 YesAttachments Oscar Calleja

Rationale

Change related Residential Building Code, Mechanical M1411.5 to delete reference to R-4 minimum insulation and replace 

with R-3 minimum insulation to be consistent with Energy Conservation Code R403.3 ad ASHRAE 90.1 Table 6.83 and table 

503.2.8.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Pipe insulation would still have to be inspected for proper R value.

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

Protect property from mold at very low cost.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

Low impact

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

Strenghtens code by improving consistency within different sections.

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

Does not discriminate.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the Code.

YES

NO

YES

NO

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

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

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

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

code and why the proposed amendment applies to the state?

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

resubmission to the Florida Building Code amendment process?

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

M
5
7
5
6
-G

1
  

Proponent  BOAF CDC Submitted 9/23/2012 NoAttachments

This was submitted to the IMC change # M30-12 and prevent condensation on the drains. 

BOAF supports this change

Comment:

Mechanical2013 Triennial
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Attachments

Cheryl Harris

No

7/30/2012

Approved as Submitted

603.1.3

Pending Review

No6

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

M5776  2

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

To maintain Florida specific code related to the provision of sufficient space adjacent to mechanical systems.

Rationale

To provide a definition for &quot;sufficient space&quot; for mechanical systems to allow for adequate access to equipment

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Neutral

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

More cost effective

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

More cost effective

Requirements

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

Yes

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

Improves the code

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

Does not discriminate

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

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

YES

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

NO

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

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

amendment applies to the state?

YES

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

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO

Mechanical2013 Triennial
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1st Comment Period History                        08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012

M
5
7
7
6
-G

1
  

Proponent  BOAF CDC Submitted 9/23/2012 NoAttachments

No data or justification was provided.

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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Page 8 of 155

22/12/2012 Page 8 of 155



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
7
7
6
_
T

e
xt

O
fM

o
d
ifi

ca
tio

n
_
1
.p

n
g

M
5
7
7
6
  
T

e
x

t 
M

o
d

if
ic

a
ti

o
n

Mechanical2013 Triennial

Page 9 of 155

22/12/2012 Page 9 of 155



Sub Code: Residential

Mechanical2013 Triennial

Page 10 of 155

22/12/2012 Page 10 of 155



Attachments

Cheryl Harris

No

7/31/2012

Approved as Submitted

302.5.2

Pending Review

No3

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

M5868  3

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

To maintain Florida Specific Code related to duct requirements in garages

Rationale

To provide clarification on types of duct allowed in garages for Florida Buildings

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Neutral

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

More cost effective

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

More cost effective

Requirements

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

Yes

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

Improves code

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

Does not discriminate

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

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

YES

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

NO

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

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

amendment applies to the state?

YES

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

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO

Mechanical2013 Triennial
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Attachments

amador barzaga

Yes

7/24/2012

Approved as Submitted

M1602.4 Balanced Return Air.

Pending Review

Yes16

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

M5618  4

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Add Florida Specific design and performance requirement from the 2010 Florida Building Code

Rationale

Balance air return has been part of the Florida Building Code for the past three code cycles.  Maintaining this Section is consistent with 

the Florida Statutes requirements for Energy Conservation, equipment performance and inclusion in the code is necessary to avoid 

diminishing the expected level of performance standards

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

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

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

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

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

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

Requirements

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

Yes, this modification provides direction and proposed language is in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

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

Yes, this modification provides direction and proposed language is in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

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

No, this modification provides direction and proposed language is in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

No, this modification provides direction and proposed language is in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

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

Mechanical2013 Triennial
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Attachments

Michael Goolsby

No

7/6/2012

Approved as Submitted

2301.2.7

Pending Review

No23

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

M4981  5

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Section formatting

Rationale

While this entire Chapter is applicable for the HVHZ it makes reference and provides direction to sections which are not applicable. 

The purpose of this proposed modification is to provide guidance to the applicable and equivalent HVHZ sections. In this way, 

compliance with the intent of these provisions can be maintained in all jurisdictions.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Removes confusion by providing accurate direction regarding application of applicable code sections.

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

Removes confusion by providing accurate direction regarding application of applicable code sections.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

Removes confusion by providing accurate direction regarding application of applicable code sections.

Requirements

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

It does so by ensuring direction to applicable sections of the code are provided.

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

It does so by ensuring direction to applicable sections of the code are provided.

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

This modification provides guidance to the applicable code sections and does not limit the use or compliance of materials.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

This modification provides guidance to the applicable code sections and does not limit the use or compliance of materials.

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

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

M
4
9
8
1
-G

1
  

Proponent  Jack Glenn Submitted 9/23/2012 NoAttachments

This change is not necessary as Section R301.1 directs users to the provisions of Chapter 44 for structures located in the High 

Velocity Hurricane Zone.

Comment:

Mechanical2013 Triennial
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Attachments

Michael Goolsby

No

7/6/2012

Approved as Submitted

2302.2.2

Pending Review

No23

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

M4983  6

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Section formatting

Rationale

While this entire Chapter is applicable for the HVHZ it makes reference and provides direction to sections which are not applicable. 

The purpose of this proposed modification is to provide guidance to the applicable and equivalent HVHZ sections. In this way, 

compliance with the intent of these provisions can be maintained in all jurisdictions.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Removes confusion by providing accurate direction regarding application of applicable code sections.

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

Removes confusion by providing accurate direction regarding application of applicable code sections.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

Removes confusion by providing accurate direction regarding application of applicable code sections.

Requirements

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

It does so by ensuring direction to applicable sections of the code are provided.

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

It does so by ensuring direction to applicable sections of the code are provided.

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

This modification provides guidance to the applicable code sections and does not limit the use or compliance of materials.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

This modification provides guidance to the applicable code sections and does not limit the use or compliance of materials.

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

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

M
4
9
8
3
-G

1
  

Proponent  Jack Glenn Submitted 9/23/2012 NoAttachments

4983 This change is not necessary as Section R301.1 directs users to the provisions of Chapter 44 for structures located in the 

High Velocity Hurricane Zone. Water intrusion protection for the installation should be the same statewide. This is not a 

high-wind issue.

Comment:

Mechanical2013 Triennial
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TAC: Mechanical
Total Mods for Mechanical in No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second: 15

Total Mods for report: 42

Sub Code: Mechanical
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Attachments

Ann Stanton

No

7/17/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second

301.15

Pending Review

No3

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

M5222  7

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Repropose Florida-specific wind resistance equipment criteria.

Rationale

Proposed language is currently in the 2010 Florida Building Code. It is needed to ensure that HVAC equipment that is exposed to wind 

during storms is designed to meet those wind speeds.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

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

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

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

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

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

Requirements

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

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

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

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

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

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

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

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

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

YES

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

NO

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

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

amendment applies to the state?

OTHER

Explanation of Choice

Proposed language is currently in the 2010 Florida Building Code. Florida is often exposed to tropical storms and 

equipment on buildings should be prepared for them.

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

Mechanical2013 Triennial
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1st Comment Period History                        08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012

M
5
2
2
2
-G

1
  

Proponent  Ken Cureton Submitted 9/21/2012 NoAttachments

The proposal provides for clarification with regard to wind resistance for mechanical equipment as per DCA07-DEC-182 and 

DCA07-DEC-183.

Comment:

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

M
5
2
2
2
-G

2
  

Proponent  BOAF CDC Submitted 9/23/2012 NoAttachments

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

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

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

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

Comment:

Mechanical2013 Triennial
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Attachments

Cheryl Harris

No

7/30/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second

304.1

Pending Review

No3

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

M5747  8

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

To maintain Florida Specific addition. Exception:On changeouts or new installations of existing buildings where equipment is replaced 

that has a support platform approved under a previous code.

Rationale

On change outs of previously installed equipment or new installation in existing buildings, it would be not be economicaly feasible to 

require updates to the current code.

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

The cost would increase if exception was not added.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

Neutral

Requirements

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

If met previous code there should be no adverse impact

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

Improves code by allowing a reasonable exception.

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

Does not discriminate

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

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

YES

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

NO

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

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

amendment applies to the state?

YES

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

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO

Mechanical2013 Triennial
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1st Comment Period History                        08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012

M
5
7
4
7
-G

1
  

Proponent  BOAF CDC Submitted 9/23/2012 NoAttachments

This was submitted to the IMC change # M13-12 and would provide relief for existing conditions.

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

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

Comment:
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Attachments

Cheryl Harris

No

7/30/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second

306.3.2

Pending Review

No3

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

M5751  9

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

To maintain a Florida Specific Code that allowed installation of air handling units in attics.

Rationale

It is common practice for existing and new Florida homes to have AHUs in the attic.

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

More economical.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

Allows for common Florida design practice to be maintained

Requirements

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

Yes

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

Improves code

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

Does not discriminate

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

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

YES

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

NO

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

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

amendment applies to the state?

YES

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

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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1st Comment Period History                        08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012

M
5
7
5
1
-G

1
  

Proponent  BOAF CDC Submitted 9/23/2012 NoAttachments

This was submitted to the IMC change # M19-12 except

 “1. The service panel of the equipment is located within six (6) feet [1829 mm] of an attic access.”  Was not part of the submittal.

2. A device is installed to alert the owner or shut the unit down when the condensation drain is not working properly. 

Is no longer needed as it is covered in 307.2.3 of the 2012 IMC

3. The attic access opening is of sufficient size to replace the air handler. 

Is no longer needed as it is covered in 306.3 of the 2012 IMC

4. The notice is the only part needed to be added to the 2013 FMC.

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

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

Comment:
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Attachments

amador barzaga

Yes

7/25/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second

407 Return Air Intake

Pending Review

Yes4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

M5641  10

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Maintaining return air intakes depicting prohibited locations

Rationale

Section 407 Return Air Intake has been part of the FBC (M) since 2004. Inclusion of this prohibition in the code is necessary in order to 

maintain the same level of life safety for the citizens of the State of Florida.

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, this modification maintains minimum life safety requirements regarding return air intake and 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, this modification is consistent with the statute’s requirement that any modification must maintain the same life safety 

protection of the FBC and 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

No, this modification allows the use of materials, products and systems of construction already deemed acceptable by the FBC or 

any alternate acceptable to the code official plus the proposed language for this Modification is currently included in the 2010 

Florida Building Code.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

No, this modification maintains the same safety regulations required by the current code and in effect since 2004 and 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?

YES

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

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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1st Comment Period History                        08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012

M
5
6
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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Attachments

Cheryl Harris

No

7/30/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second

602.2.1

Pending Review

No6

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

M5774  11

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

To maintain Florida Specific Code related to exceptions for exposed materials in plenums

Rationale

To provide exceptions that are commonly found in Florida buildings and do not pose a fire hazard greater than the other listed 

exceptions.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Neutral

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

More cost effective

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

More cost effective

Requirements

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

Yes

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

Improves the code

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

Does not discriminate.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

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

YES

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

NO

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

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

amendment applies to the state?

YES

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

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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1st Comment Period History                        08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012

M
5
7
7
4
-G

1
  

Proponent  BOAF CDC Submitted 9/23/2012 NoAttachments

This submittal does not match the current language in the 2012 IMC 602.2.1

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

Cheryl Harris

No

7/30/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second

603.1.4

Pending Review

No6

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

M5777  12

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

To maintain Florida Specific code related to the application of closure products

Rationale

To provide clarification on the accepted application methods for closure products.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Improves enforcement

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

nuetral

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

neutral

Requirements

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

Yes

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

Improves

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

Does not discriminate

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

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

YES

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

NO

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

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

amendment applies to the state?

YES

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

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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1st Comment Period History                        08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012

M
5
7
7
7
-G

1
  

Proponent  BOAF CDC Submitted 9/23/2012 NoAttachments

No data or justification was provided. Manufacturers installation has to be followed, code does not have to spell this out for every 

item.

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

Ann Stanton

No

7/25/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second

603

Pending Review

No6

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

M5653  13

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Replace IMC duct sealing and attachment requirements with Florida-specific requirements as contained in the FBC-Energy 

Conservation to avoid conflict in code.

Rationale

Make duct sealing and attachment requirements in the Mechanical code agree with those in the Energy code and to maintain Florida 

efficiencies per Florida law.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

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

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

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

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

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

Requirements

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

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

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

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

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

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

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

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

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

YES

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

OTHER

Explanation of Choice

Duct sealing and attachment criteria are minimal in the IMC compared to Florida-specific criteria.

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

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

amendment applies to the state?

OTHER

Explanation of Choice

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

Building Commission for the purpose of maintaining Florida efficiencies.

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

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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1st Comment Period History                        08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012

M
5
6
5
3
-G

1
  

Proponent  BOAF CDC Submitted 9/23/2012 NoAttachments

The manufacturers’ installation requirements cover what the IMC base code does not, this is unnecessary language for the code.

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

 

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

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

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

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

avoid resubmission to the Florida Building Code amendment process.

We do not need to repeat the SMACNA Manual in the code.

Comment:
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Attachments

Cheryl Harris

No

7/31/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second

Table 603

Pending Review

No6

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

M5800  14

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

To maintain the Florida Specific Duct System Construction and Sealing

Rationale

To provide clarification on duct system construction and sealing for Florida buildings.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Improves

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

Neutral

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

Neutral

Requirements

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

Yes

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

Improves the code

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

Does not discriminate

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code.

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

YES

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

NO

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

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

amendment applies to the state?

YES

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

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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1st Comment Period History                        08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012

M
5
8
0
0
-G

1
  

Proponent  BOAF CDC Submitted 9/23/2012 NoAttachments

The manufacturers’ installation requirements cover what the IMC base code does not, this is unnecessary language for the code.

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

 

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

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

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

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

avoid resubmission to the Florida Building Code amendment process.

Comment:
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Sub Code: Residential
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Attachments

Jack Glenn

No

7/19/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second

M1305.1.3

Pending Review

No3

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

M5418  15

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Provides for installing air handlers in attics

Rationale

This is a change from previous editions of the code based on a settlement agree between the Florida Building Commission and the 

Florida Home Builders Association.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None. Proposed language is consistent with the 2010 Florida Building Code.

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

None. Proposed language is consistent with the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None. Proposed language is consistent with the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Requirements

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

Yes. Proposed language is consistent with the 2010 Florida Building Code.

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

Yes. Proposed language is consistent with the 2010 Florida Building Code.

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

No, does not discriminate.   Proposed language is consistent with the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade the code. Proposed language is consistent with 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?

YES

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

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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Attachments

Michael Goolsby

No

7/6/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second

1308.1

Pending Review

No13

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

M4973  16

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Section formatting

Rationale

While this entire Chapter is applicable for the HVHZ it makes reference and provides direction to sections which are not applicable. 

The purpose of this proposed modification is to provide guidance to the applicable and equivalent HVHZ sections. In this way, 

compliance with the intent of these provisions can be maintained in all jurisdictions.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Removes confusion by providing accurate direction regarding application of applicable code sections

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

Removes confusion by providing accurate direction regarding application of applicable code sections

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

Removes confusion by providing accurate direction regarding application of applicable code sections

Requirements

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

It does so by ensuring direction to applicable sections of the code are provided.

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

It does so by ensuring direction to applicable sections of the code are provided.

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

This modification provides guidance to the applicable code sections and does not limit the use or compliance of materials.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

This modification provides guidance to the applicable code sections and does not limit the use or compliance of materials.

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

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

M
4
9
7
3
-G

1
  

Proponent  Jack Glenn Submitted 9/23/2012 NoAttachments

This change is not necessary as Section R301.1 directs users to the provisions of Chapter 44 for structures located in the High 

Velocity Hurricane Zone.

Comment:

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

M
4
9
7
3
-G

2
  

Proponent  Jack Glenn Submitted 9/23/2012 NoAttachments

This change is not necessary as Section R301.1 directs users to the provisions of Chapter 44 for structures located in the High 

Velocity Hurricane Zone.

Comment:
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Attachments

Michael Goolsby

No

7/6/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second

1413.1

Pending Review

No14

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

M4974  17

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Section formatting

Rationale

While this entire Chapter is applicable for the HVHZ it makes reference and provides direction to sections which are not applicable. 

The purpose of this proposed modification is to provide guidance to the applicable and equivalent HVHZ sections. In this way, 

compliance with the intent of these provisions can be maintained in all jurisdictions.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Removes confusion by providing accurate direction regarding application of applicable code sections.

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

Removes confusion by providing accurate direction regarding application of applicable code sections.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

Removes confusion by providing accurate direction regarding application of applicable code sections.

Requirements

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

It does so by ensuring direction to applicable sections of the code are provided.

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

It does so by ensuring direction to applicable sections of the code are provided.

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

This modification provides guidance to the applicable code sections and does not limit the use or compliance of materials.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

This modification provides guidance to the applicable code sections and does not limit the use or compliance of materials.

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

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

M
4
9
7
4
-G

1
  

Proponent  Jack Glenn Submitted 9/23/2012 NoAttachments

This change is not necessary as Section R301.1 directs users to the provisions of Chapter 44 for structures located in the High 

Velocity Hurricane Zone.

Comment:
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Attachments

Michael Goolsby

No

7/6/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second

1601.1.1

Pending Review

No16

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

M4975  18

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Section formatting

Rationale

While this entire Chapter is applicable for the HVHZ it makes reference and provides direction to sections which are not applicable. 

The purpose of this proposed modification is to provide guidance to the applicable and equivalent HVHZ sections. In this way, 

compliance with the intent of these provisions can be maintained in all jurisdictions.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Removes confusion by providing accurate direction regarding application of applicable code sections.

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

Removes confusion by providing accurate direction regarding application of applicable code sections.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

Removes confusion by providing accurate direction regarding application of applicable code sections.

Requirements

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

It does so by ensuring direction to applicable sections of the code are provided.

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

It does so by ensuring direction to applicable sections of the code are provided.

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

This modification provides guidance to the applicable code sections and does not limit the use or compliance of materials.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

This modification provides guidance to the applicable code sections and does not limit the use or compliance of materials.

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

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

M
4
9
7
5
-G

1
  

Proponent  Jack Glenn Submitted 9/23/2012 NoAttachments

This change is not necessary as Section R301.1 directs users to the provisions of Chapter 44 for structures located in the High 

Velocity Hurricane Zone.

Comment:
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Attachments

Michael Goolsby

No

7/6/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second

1601.4.4

Pending Review

No16

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

M4976  19

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Section formatting

Rationale

While this entire Chapter is applicable for the HVHZ it makes reference and provides direction to sections which are not applicable. 

The purpose of this proposed modification is to provide guidance to the applicable and equivalent HVHZ sections. In this way, 

compliance with the intent of these provisions can be maintained in all jurisdictions.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Removes confusion by providing accurate direction regarding application of applicable code sections.

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

Removes confusion by providing accurate direction regarding application of applicable code sections.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

Removes confusion by providing accurate direction regarding application of applicable code sections.

Requirements

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

It does so by ensuring direction to applicable sections of the code are provided.

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

It does so by ensuring direction to applicable sections of the code are provided.

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

This modification provides guidance to the applicable code sections and does not limit the use or compliance of materials.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

This modification provides guidance to the applicable code sections and does not limit the use or compliance of materials.

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

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

M
4
9
7
6
-G

1
  

Proponent  Jack Glenn Submitted 9/23/2012 NoAttachments

This change is not necessary as Section R301.1 directs users to the provisions of Chapter 44 for structures located in the High 

Velocity Hurricane Zone.

Comment:
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Attachments

Michael Goolsby

No

7/6/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second

1601.5.1

Pending Review

No16

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

M4977  20

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Section formatting

Rationale

While this entire Chapter is applicable for the HVHZ it makes reference and provides direction to sections which are not applicable. 

The purpose of this proposed modification is to provide guidance to the applicable and equivalent HVHZ sections. In this way, 

compliance with the intent of these provisions can be maintained in all jurisdictions.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Removes confusion by providing accurate direction regarding application of applicable code sections.

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

Removes confusion by providing accurate direction regarding application of applicable code sections.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

Removes confusion by providing accurate direction regarding application of applicable code sections.

Requirements

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

It does so by ensuring direction to applicable sections of the code are provided.

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

It does so by ensuring direction to applicable sections of the code are provided.

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

This modification provides guidance to the applicable code sections and does not limit the use or compliance of materials.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

This modification provides guidance to the applicable code sections and does not limit the use or compliance of materials.

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

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

M
4
9
7
7
-G

1
  

Proponent  Jack Glenn Submitted 9/23/2012 NoAttachments

This change is not necessary as Section R301.1 directs users to the provisions of Chapter 44 for structures located in the High 

Velocity Hurricane Zone.

Comment:
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Attachments

Ann Stanton

No

7/25/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second

1601

Pending Review

No16

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

M5655  21

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Add Florida-specific duct sealing and attachment criteria to be consistent with requirements from the Energy Conservation code to 

maintain Florida-specific efficiencies per Statute.

Rationale

Add Florida-specific duct sealing and attachment critieria from the Energy code to maintain consistency among codes and 

Florida-specific efficiencies.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

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

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

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

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

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

Requirements

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

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

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

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

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

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

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

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

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

YES

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

OTHER

Explanation of Choice

Florida-specific duct sealing and attachment criteria are much more detailed than those in the IRC.

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

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

amendment applies to the state?

OTHER

Explanation of Choice

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

Building Commission for the purpose of maintaining Florida efficiencies.

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

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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TAC: Mechanical
Total Mods for Mechanical in Withdrawn: 4

Total Mods for report: 42

Sub Code: Mechanical
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Attachments

Ann Stanton

No

7/25/2012

Withdrawn

306.3.2

Pending Review

No3

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

M5652  22

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Add FL-specific air handler in the attic criteria from the 2010 code.

Rationale

This requirement resulted from an administrative challenge to the 2001 Florida Building Code as an alternative to getting air handlers 

out of residential attics.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

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

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

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

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

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

Requirements

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

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

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

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

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

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

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

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

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

YES

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

NO

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

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

amendment applies to the state?

OTHER

Explanation of Choice

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

Building Commission for the purpose of maintaining Florida efficiencies.

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

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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1st Comment Period History                        08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012

M
5
6
5
2
-G

1
  

Proponent  BOAF CDC Submitted 9/23/2012 NoAttachments

This was submitted to the IMC change # M19-12 except “1. The service panel of the equipment is located within six (6) feet [1829 

mm] of an attic access.” Was not part of the submittal.

2. A device is installed to alert the owner or shut the unit down when the condensation drain is not working properly. 

Is no longer needed as it is covered in 307.2.3 of the 2012 IMC

3. The attic access opening is of sufficient size to replace the air handler. 

Is no longer needed as it is covered in 306.3 of the 2012 IMC

4. The notice is the only part needed to be added to the 2013 FMC.

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

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

Comment:
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Attachments

Jeff Sonne / FSEC

No

7/23/2012

Withdrawn

601.5

Pending Review

No6

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

M5397  23

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

Residential Section M1602.4

Summary of Modification

Balanced return air requirement and alternatives

Rationale

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

building durability, and health and safety issues.  

Supporting publication:

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

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

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

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

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

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

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

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

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

use and can cause comfort, building durability, and health and safety issues.  Proposed language is in the 2010 Florida Building 

Code.

Requirements

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

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

cause comfort, building durability, and health and safety issues.  Proposed language is in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

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

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

cause comfort, building durability, and health and safety issues.  Proposed language is in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

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

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

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

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

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

YES

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

NO

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

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

amendment applies to the state?

OTHER

Explanation of Choice

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

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

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

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

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

Florida Building Code amendment process?

OTHER

Explanation of Choice

Submitted for 2012/13 ICC code development cycle.
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1st Comment Period History                        08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012
M

5
3
9
7
-G

1
  

Proponent  BOAF CDC Submitted 9/23/2012 NoAttachments

This change is incomplete if compared to 601.4 FMC 2010 the 3rd option is missing “3. Habitable rooms only shall be required 

to meet these requirements for proper balanced return air excluding bathrooms, closets, storage rooms and laundry rooms, 

except that all supply air into the master suite shall be included.”

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

Ann Stanton

No

7/25/2012

Withdrawn

M1305.1.3.2

Pending Review

No13

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

M5658  24

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

5655, 5656

Summary of Modification

Add Florida-specific requirement to post notice that air handler is in the attic.

Rationale

This Florida-specific language resulted from resolution to an administrative challenge to the 2001 Florida Building Code and should be 

maintained.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

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

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

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

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

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

Requirements

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

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

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

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

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

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

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

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

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

YES

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

NO

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

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

amendment applies to the state?

OTHER

Explanation of Choice

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

Building Commission for the purpose of maintaining Florida efficiencies.

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

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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Attachments

Ken Cureton

No

7/20/2012

Withdrawn

M1305

Pending Review

No13

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

M5442  25

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

None

Summary of Modification

Add SECTION M1305.1.3.2

Rationale

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

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

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

reference correlation to relevant Energy Conservation Codes, as well as to maintain the settlement agreement on the subject of AHU 

location with the Florida Homebuilder’s Association.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

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

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

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

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

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

Requirements

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

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

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

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

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

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

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

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

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

YES

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

NO

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

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

amendment applies to the state?

OTHER

Explanation of Choice

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

in order to provide for reference correlation to relevant Energy Conservation Codes, as well as to maintain the 

settlement agreement on the subject of AHU location with the Florida Homebuilder’s Association.

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

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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TAC: Mechanical
Total Mods for Mechanical in No Affirmative Recommendation without a Second: 17

Total Mods for report: 42

Sub Code: Mechanical
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Attachments

Ann Stanton

No

7/17/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation without a Second

202

Pending Review

No2

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

M5204  26

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Propose Florida-specific definitions.

Rationale

These definitions maintain Florida-specific efficiencies from the FBC-Energy Conservation and/or Florida law.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None. These definitions are in the 2010 Florida Building Code, Mechanical.

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

None. These definitions are in the 2010 Florida Building Code, Mechanical.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None. These definitions are in the 2010 Florida Building Code, Mechanical.

Requirements

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

Yes. These definitions are in the 2010 Florida Building Code, Mechanical.

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

Yes. These definitions are in the 2010 Florida Building Code, Mechanical.

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

No. These definitions are in the 2010 Florida Building Code, Mechanical.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

No. These definitions are in the 2010 Florida Building Code, Mechanical.

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

YES

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

NO

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

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

amendment applies to the state?

OTHER

Explanation of Choice

These definitions are in the 2010 Florida Building Code, Mechanical.

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

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO

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

M
5
2
0
4
-G

1
  

Proponent  Ken Cureton Submitted 9/21/2012 NoAttachments

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

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

M
5
2
0
4
-G

2
  

Proponent  BOAF CDC Submitted 9/23/2012 NoAttachments

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Comment:

Mechanical2013 Triennial

Page 101 of 155

22/12/2012 Page 101 of 155



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
2
0
4
_
T

e
xt

O
fM

o
d
ifi

ca
tio

n
_
1
.p

n
g

M
5
2
0
4
  
T

e
x

t 
M

o
d

if
ic

a
ti

o
n

Mechanical2013 Triennial

Page 102 of 155

22/12/2012 Page 102 of 155



Attachments

Ann Stanton

No

7/17/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation without a Second

301.4

Pending Review

No3

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

M5220  27

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Move Florida-specific testing and labeling of materials, eqipment and appliance reuse from 2010 to 2013 FBC-Mechanical.

Rationale

Florida has maintained testing and labeling requirements for alternate materials and methods, equipment and appliances since the 

2001 code. This proposal would move them to the 2013 FBC-Mechanical.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

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

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

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

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

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

Requirements

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

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

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

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

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

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

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

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

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

YES

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

NO

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

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

amendment applies to the state?

OTHER

Explanation of Choice

Proposed language was in the 2010 FBC.  It was processed for the purpose of maintaining Florida-specific criteria.

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

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO

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

M
5
2
2
0
-G

1
  

Proponent  Ken Cureton Submitted 9/21/2012 NoAttachments

The proposal relocates certain sections of Chapter 1 to Chapter 3 as per the 2010 FBC format.

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

M
5
2
2
0
-G

2
  

Proponent  BOAF CDC Submitted 9/23/2012 NoAttachments

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

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

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

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

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

This is covered in 104.10 of the building code and does not need to be repeated.

Comment:

Mechanical2013 Triennial
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Attachments

Robert Cochell

No

7/24/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation without a Second

307.2.1

Pending Review

No3

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

M5606  28

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Condensate shall not........cause a nuisance; but may be discharged to a green space.

Rationale

The addition of &quot;green space&quot; better clarifies in Florida where condensate may be discharged.  This is Florida specific as 

there is a low probability that the area would freeze and cause a nuisance. It was at one time in the code but was deleted for unknown 

reasons.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact.

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

More economical for property owners.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

More economical for industry.

Requirements

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

Neutral.

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

Strengthens the code by providing an economical discharge option for Florida.

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

Does not discriminate.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade effectiveness.

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

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

M
5
6
0
6
-G

1
  

Proponent  BOAF CDC Submitted 9/23/2012 NoAttachments

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

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

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:

Mechanical2013 Triennial
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Attachments

Cheryl Harris

No

7/30/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation without a Second

307.2.2

Pending Review

No3

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

M5752  29

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

To maintain a Florida Specific exception to condensate drainage on wall mounted ductless mini units.

Rationale

To allow an exception for wall mounted ductless split units that are more commonly found in Florida and not addressed in the ICC.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Neutral

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

More cost effective

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

More cost effective

Requirements

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

Yes

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

Improves the code by providing a better method for ductless mini units

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

Does not discriminate

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

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

YES

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

NO

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

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

amendment applies to the state?

YES

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

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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Alternate Language

1st Comment Period History                      08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012
5
7
5
2
-A

1

Proponent Submitted 9/23/2012 YesAttachments BOAF CDC

Rationale

This mod would match the current submitted change to the base code M21-12.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

improve the enforcement, allowing flexability

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

reduce cost, allow for smaller drain.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

reduce cost, allow for smaller drain.

Requirements

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

Yes, allow for the drain to function as the unit was designed

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

Yes, allow for the drain to function as the unit was designed

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

No, allows for the drain to function as the unit was designed per the manufacturer

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

No, allows for the drain to function as the unit was designed per the manufacturer

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

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

M
5
7
5
2
-G

1
  

Proponent  BOAF CDC Submitted 9/23/2012 NoAttachments

Something similar was submitted to the IMC change # M21-12 and would provide relief for oversizing the drains on ductless split 

units. M21-12

Exception: Where the drain line is less than 10 feet (3048 mm) in length, for wall mounted ductless split units less than 36,001 

Btu/h, the size of the drainpipe need not be larger than the size of the factory drain outlet on the equipment.

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

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

Comment:

Mechanical2013 Triennial
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Attachments

Cheryl Harris

No

7/30/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation without a Second

307.2.3

Pending Review

No3

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

M5754  30

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

To maintain a current Florida specific code that allows an alternate to a separate drain line for overflow of condensate from a drain 

pan.

Rationale

Provides an economical alternate to a separate drain line for condensate overflow particularly for condomium applications that are 

prevalent in Florida.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Neutral

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

More cost effective

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

More cost effective

Requirements

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

Yes.

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

Improves the code by allowing an alternate method/system.

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

Does not discrimiante

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

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

YES

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

NO

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

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

amendment applies to the state?

YES

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

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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1st Comment Period History                        08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012

M
5
7
5
4
-G

1
  

Proponent  BOAF CDC Submitted 9/23/2012 NoAttachments

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

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

2012 IMC 307.2.3 4 covers this issue.

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:

Mechanical2013 Triennial
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Attachments

Cheryl Harris

No

7/30/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation without a Second

307.2.3

Pending Review

No3

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

M5755  31

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Maintain Florida Specific Code related to alternate method of condensate drainage pan overflow.

Rationale

This item is redundant if the Florida Specific modification to 307.2.3 is accepted.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Neutral

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

More cost effective

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

More cost effective

Requirements

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

yes

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

Improves the code

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

Does not discriminate

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

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

YES

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

NO

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

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

amendment applies to the state?

YES

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

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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Alternate Language

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

1

Proponent Submitted 9/23/2012 YesAttachments Oscar Calleja

Rationale

Underlined additions to the Base Code for proper Code language.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Neutral

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

More cost effective.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

More cost effective.

Requirements

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

Yes

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

Improves the Code

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

Does not.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not.

YES

NO

YES

NO

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

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

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

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

code and why the proposed amendment applies to the state?

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

resubmission to the Florida Building Code amendment process?

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

M
5
7
5
5
-G

1
  

Proponent  BOAF CDC Submitted 9/23/2012 NoAttachments

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

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

2012 IMC 307.2.3 4 covers this issue.

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:

Mechanical2013 Triennial
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Attachments

Cheryl Harris

No

7/30/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation without a Second

504.3

Pending Review

No5

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

M5758  32

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

To maintain Florida Specific Code related to an alternate method for a clothes dryer exhaust vent cleanout.

Rationale

To provide a clarification on a means for cleanout that occurs frequently in Florida condomium and apartment complexes.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Neutral

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

More cost effective

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

More cost effective

Requirements

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

Yes

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

Strengthens the code

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

Does not discriminate

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

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

YES

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

NO

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

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

amendment applies to the state?

YES

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

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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1st Comment Period History                        08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012

M
5
7
5
8
-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.

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

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

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

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

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

avoid resubmission to the Florida Building Code amendment process.

Comment:
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Attachments

Cheryl Harris

No

7/30/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation without a Second

504.6.4.1

Pending Review

No5

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

M5761  33

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

To maintain Florida Specific Code as related to clothes dryer exhaust booster fans.

Rationale

To provide clarification and and alternative methods for clothes dryer booster fans in the Florida market that has frequent installations 

in condomium and apartment complexes.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Neutral

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

More cost effective

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

More cost effective

Requirements

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

Yes

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

Strengthens code

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

Does not discriminate

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code.

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

YES

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

NO

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

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

amendment applies to the state?

YES

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

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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1st Comment Period History                        08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012

M
5
7
6
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.

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

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

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

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

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

avoid resubmission to the Florida Building Code amendment process.:

Comment:

Mechanical2013 Triennial
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Attachments

Cheryl Harris

No

7/30/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation without a Second

508.1.1

Pending Review

No5

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

M5767  34

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

To maintain Florida Specific code related to makeup air temperature

Rationale

To maintain current Florida specific code that is a more appropriate temperature differential for Florida climate.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Neutral

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

Elimimates potential problems

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

Eliminates potential problems

Requirements

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

Yes

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

Improves the code

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

Does not discriminate

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code.

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

YES

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

NO

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

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

amendment applies to the state?

YES

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

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO

Mechanical2013 Triennial
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1st Comment Period History                        08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012

M
5
7
6
7
-G

1
  

Proponent  BOAF CDC Submitted 9/23/2012 NoAttachments

this change does not match the language in 508.1 IMC 2012

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

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

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

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

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

avoid resubmission to the Florida Building Code amendment process.:

Comment:

Mechanical2013 Triennial
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Attachments

Cheryl Harris

No

7/30/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation without a Second

510.8.1

Pending Review

No5

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

M5768  35

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

To maintain Florida specific code related to duct joints.

Rationale

Provides needed clarification to the code.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Neutral

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

Neutral

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

Neutral

Requirements

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

Yes

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

Improves the code

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

Does not discriminate.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade the effectivess of the code.

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

YES

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

NO

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

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

amendment applies to the state?

YES

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

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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Alternate Language

1st Comment Period History                      08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012
5
7
6
8
-A

1

Proponent Submitted 9/23/2012 YesAttachments Oscar Calleja

Rationale

Provides needed clarification to the Code and language made consistent with the IMC

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Neutral

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

Neutral

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

Neutral

Requirements

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

Yes

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

Improves the code.

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

Does not discriminate.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code.

YES

NO

YES

NO

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

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

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

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

code and why the proposed amendment applies to the state?

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

resubmission to the Florida Building Code amendment process?

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

M
5
7
6
8
-G

1
  

Proponent  BOAF CDC Submitted 9/23/2012 NoAttachments

This change does not match the language in 510.8.1 IMC 2012

There is no justification show for this code change.

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

 

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

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

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

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

Comment:

Mechanical2013 Triennial

Page 130 of 155

22/12/2012 Page 130 of 155



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
7
6
8
_
T

e
xt

O
fM

o
d
ifi

ca
tio

n
_
1
.p

n
g

M
5
7
6
8
  
T

e
x

t 
M

o
d

if
ic

a
ti

o
n

Mechanical2013 Triennial

Page 131 of 155

22/12/2012 Page 131 of 155



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
7
6
8
_
A

1
_
T

e
xt

O
fM

o
d
ifi

ca
tio

n
_
1
.p

n
g

M
5
7
6
8
 -

A
1
 T

e
x

t 
M

o
d

if
ic

a
ti

o
n

Mechanical2013 Triennial

Page 132 of 155

22/12/2012 Page 132 of 155



Attachments

amador barzaga

Yes

7/24/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation without a Second

601.5 Balanced Return Air.

Pending Review

Yes6

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

M5616  36

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Add Florida Specific design and performance requirement from the 2010 Florida Building Code

Rationale

Balance air return has been part of the Florida Building Code for the past three code cycles.  Maintaining this Section is consistent with 

the Florida Statutes requirements for Energy Conservation, equipment performance and inclusion in the code is necessary to avoid 

diminishing the expected level of performance standards

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

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

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

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

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

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

Requirements

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

Yes, this modification provides direction and proposed language is in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

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

Yes, this modification provides direction and proposed language is in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

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

No, this modification provides direction and proposed language is in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

No, this modification provides direction and proposed language is in the 2010 Florida Building Code.

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

YES

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

NO

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

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

amendment applies to the state?

YES

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

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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1st Comment Period History                        08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012

M
5
6
1
6
-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:

Mechanical2013 Triennial
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Attachments

Cheryl Harris

No

7/30/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation without a Second

603.1.5

Pending Review

No6

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

M5779  37

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Maintain Florida Specific Code as related to the application of closure products to air distribution systems.

Rationale

Provides needed clarification on the application of closure products for Florida buildings.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Improves

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

Neutral

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

Neutral

Requirements

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

Yes

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

Improves

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

Does not discriminate

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

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

YES

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

NO

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

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

amendment applies to the state?

YES

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

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO

Mechanical2013 Triennial
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1st Comment Period History                        08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012

M
5
7
7
9
-G

1
  

Proponent  BOAF CDC Submitted 9/23/2012 NoAttachments

No data or justification was provided.

 Manufacturers installation has to be followed, code does not have to spell this out for every item.

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:

Mechanical2013 Triennial
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Attachments

Cheryl Harris

No

7/30/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation without a Second

603.1.6

Pending Review

No6

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

M5783  38

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

To maintain Florida Specific Code as related to approved mechanical attachments to air distribution system components.

Rationale

To provide clarification on approved mechanical attachments for air distribution system componnents for Florida buildings.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Improves

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

Neutral

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

Neutral

Requirements

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

yes

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

Improves the code

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

Does not discriminate

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

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

YES

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

NO

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

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

amendment applies to the state?

YES

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

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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1st Comment Period History                        08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012

M
5
7
8
3
-G

1
  

Proponent  BOAF CDC Submitted 9/23/2012 NoAttachments

No data or justification was provided.

 Manufacturers installation has to be followed, code does not have to spell this out for every item.

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:

Mechanical2013 Triennial
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Attachments

Cheryl Harris

No

7/30/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation without a Second

603.1.7

Pending Review

No6

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

M5784  39

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

To maintain Florida Specific Code related to approved closure systems for air distribution systems.

Rationale

To provide clarification of approved closure systems for air distribution systems in Florida buildings.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Improves

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

neutral

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

neutral

Requirements

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

Yes

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

Improves

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

Does not discriminate

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code.

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

YES

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

NO

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

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

amendment applies to the state?

YES

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

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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1st Comment Period History                        08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012

M
5
7
8
4
-G

1
  

Proponent  BOAF CDC Submitted 9/23/2012 NoAttachments

No data or justification was provided. 

Manufacturers installation has to be followed, code does not have to spell this out for every item. 

These item are covered in 603.9 IMC 2012.

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

Cheryl Harris

No

7/30/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation without a Second

603.10

Pending Review

No6

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

M5787  40

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

To maintain Florida Specific Code as related to duct supports

Rationale

To provide clarification as to acceptable duct support in Florida buildings.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Improves

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

Neutral

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

Neutral

Requirements

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

Yes

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

Improves the code

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

Does not discriminate

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code.

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

YES

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

NO

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

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

amendment applies to the state?

YES

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

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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1st Comment Period History                        08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012

M
5
7
8
7
-G

1
  

Proponent  BOAF CDC Submitted 9/23/2012 NoAttachments

No data or justification was provided. 

Manufacturers installation has to be followed, code does not have to spell this out for every item. 

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

applicable international code. Per FS 553.73 (7) (g) these items are covered in 603.9 IMC 2012.

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

Cheryl Harris

No

7/30/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation without a Second

603.2

Pending Review

No6

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

M5785  41

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

To maintain Florida Specific Code related to duct sizing.

Rationale

Provides clarification for equivalent computation method as it relates to Florida buildings.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Improves

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

Neutral

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

Neutral

Requirements

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

Yes.

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

Improves

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

Does not discriminate

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code.

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

YES

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

NO

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

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

amendment applies to the state?

YES

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

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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1st Comment Period History                        08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012

M
5
7
8
5
-G

1
  

Proponent  BOAF CDC Submitted 9/23/2012 NoAttachments

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

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

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

Ann Stanton

No

7/25/2012

No Affirmative Recommendation without a Second

202

Pending Review

No2

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

M5656  42

Comments

General Comments Alternate LanguageNo No

Related Modifications

5655

Summary of Modification

Add definitions relative to duct sealing criteria common to the Energy, Mechanical and Residenital codes.

Rationale

Definitions common to Florida-specific duct sealing and attachment criteria from the Energy code are needed in explanation of terms 

not used in the base code.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

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

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

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

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

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

Requirements

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

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

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

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

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

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

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

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

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

YES

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

NO

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

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

amendment applies to the state?

OTHER

Explanation of Choice

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

Building Commission for the purpose of maintaining Florida efficiencies.

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

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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