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Attachments

Brad Schiffer

No

12/27/2015

Pending Review

202

Pending Review

No2

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

F6797  1

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Revise definition of Horizontal Exit.

Rationale

While Horizontal Exit Section 1026.2 does discuss between buildings not having it noted in the definition, as in the past, could cause 

confusion with the ability to use this option.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Provide clarification to Code enforcement.

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

No cost to compliance. Cost could occur due to time lost due to confusion without clarification.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No cost to compliance. Cost could occur due to time lost due to confusion without clarification.

Requirements

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

Maintains equivalent compliance.

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

Maintains equivalent compliance.

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

Maintains equivalent compliance.

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

Joseph Belcher

Yes

12/30/2015

Pending Review

202

Pending Review

No2

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

F6898  2

Related Modifications

1002.1

Summary of Modification

Carries forward definition of Means of Escape

Rationale

This proposal and the companion change to Section 1010.bring forward provisions that have been in the FBC since the first edition. 

The provisions are field tested and proven to be beneficial to Florida citizens.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

The proposal will have no fiscal impact on code enforcement. The proposal is consistent with Florida Building Code, 5th Edition 

(2014).

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

No impact. The proposal is consistent with Florida Building Code, 5th Edition (2014).

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact. The proposal is consistent with Florida Building Code, 5th Edition (2014).

Requirements

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

Yes, Provisions are consistent with FBC-R, 5th Edition (2014).

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

Yes, Provisions are consistent with FBC-R, 5th Edition (2014).

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

Does not discriminate. Provisions are consistent with FBC-R, 5th Edition (2014).

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code. Provisions are consistent with FBC-R, 5th Edition (2014).

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 State of Florida is the only state of the contiguous states where the entire land mass is a hurricane prone region. 

Historically, Florida has endured numerous land falls from hurricanes and special attention is merited for the 

installation of hurricane protection. The provisions are carried over from previous editions and are field tested and 

proven to be effective. Provisions are consistent with FBC-R, 5th Edition (2014).

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

Fire2017 Triennial
Page 5 of 98



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
_
6
8
9
8
_
T

e
xt

O
fM

o
d
ifi

ca
tio

n
_
1
.p

n
g

F
6
8
9
8
  
T

e
x

t 
M

o
d

if
ic

a
ti

o
n

Fire2017 Triennial
Page 6 of 98



Attachments

Brad Schiffer

No

12/27/2015

Pending Review

403.6.1

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

F6793  3

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Allows 1 Fire Service Access Elevator serving four or less units in R-2 buildings.

Rationale

Residential Buildings designed with private elevators can have multiple cores serving a small occupant load. These cores have the 

private elevators serving the units with a service elevator meeting the Fire Service Access Elevator requirements. Since the areas 

served are smaller than cores which serve full floors and the Fire Department can take control of the private elevators there is not the 

need for two Fire Service Access Elevators.

Since the Fire Service Access Elevators provide Phase 1 recall on building alarm this allows the private elevators to be used until 

taken out of service.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact to enforcement.

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

Will reduce cost , especially in buildings with multiple cores. Will benefit designs with private elevators.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

Will reduce cost , especially in buildings with multiple cores.

Requirements

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

While allowing Fire Service Access to the single Elevator the other elevators can be placed in control if the Fire Service. Since 

the Fire Service Elevator is placed in Phase ! recall it allows the others to be used until taken out of service.

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

This is the equivalent compliance of FBC until the 5th Edition. No evidence of need in small cores.

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

No discrimination.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade the ability to access small cores.

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

Amanda Hickman

No

8/3/2015

Pending Review

407.5

Pending Review

Yes4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

F6383  4

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

The revision is more consistent with the current level of safety in 2014 FL code.

Rationale

See attached.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None. The revision is more consistent with the current level of safety in 2014  FL code.

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

This proposal will have not any impact on cost of smoke compartments in I-2 occupancies that are 22,500 sq. ft. It will reduce 

the cost of construction of smoke compartments that are permitted to be up to 40,000 sq. ft where permitted by this proposal.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

This proposal will have not any impact on cost of smoke compartments in I-2 occupancies that are 22,500 sq. ft. It will reduce 

the cost of construction of smoke compartments that are permitted to be up to 40,000 sq. ft where permitted by this proposal.

Requirements

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

Yes. The revision is more consistent with the current level of safety in 2014  FL code.

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

Yes. The revision is more consistent with the current level of safety in 2014  FL code.

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

No. The revision is more consistent with the current level of safety in 2014  FL code.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

No. The revision is more consistent with the current level of safety in 2014  FL code.

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

Amanda Hickman

No

8/3/2015

Pending Review

717.5.5

Pending Review

No7

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

F6382  5

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Deletes exception 2 of section 717.5.5 Smoke barriers in order to maintain the current level of protection provided under the 5th 

edition of the Florida Building Code.

Rationale

Deleting exception 2 maintains the current level of protection provided under the 5th edition of the Florida Building Code Section 

717.5.5.

HVAC duct is vulnerable to puncture, leakage, and disconnection due to falling debris, thermal damage, and other trauma associated 

with emergency events.  Once the duct is breeched, smoke is prone to enter the duct through such breeches and move past (or 

through) the smoke barrier to otherwise unaffected zones of the building.  Thus negating and short-circuiting the intended protection 

provided by the smoke barrier.  

Deleting Exception 2 maintains the requirement for smoke dampers at each point a duct penetrates a smoke barrier and as such 

protects those penetrations in the smoke barrier against smoke migration through the duct.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None. Already exists in previous code.

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

Using accepted methods of calculating construction costs the estimated installation cost of smoke dampers should not increase 

the cost of construction by more than one 100th of one percent of the cost of the building.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

Using accepted methods of calculating construction costs the estimated installation cost of smoke dampers should not increase 

the cost of construction by more than one 100th of one percent of the cost of the building.

Requirements

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

Yes.  Improves safety.

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

Yes.  Improves safety.

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

No. Already in previous FL code.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

No. Already in previous FL code.

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

scott waltz

No

12/22/2015

Pending Review

908.7

Pending Review

Yes9

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

F6770  6

Related Modifications

None

Summary of Modification

Moves exceptions to carbon monoxide protection and alarm placement from section 908.7.2 to 908.7. Exceptions are intended to 

apply broadly to the alarm requirements for carbon monoxide. The current code appears to limit the application of the exceptions to 

combination smoke/carbon monoxide alarms.

Rationale

This revision and relocation is needed because it is currently being misunderstood by code enforcing authorities and is not meeting 

the intent of the Florida statute chapter 553.885.

Informal Interpretation from the Building Official Association of Florida, report numbers 7572 , 7618 (see attached) provide incorrect 

information to the user because of the location of this exception under the combination smoke/CO detectors.  Chapter 553.885 

(attached) clearly states the exception for hospitals, nursing homes and inpatient hospices is a general requirement to be located 

under Section 907.7. The slight revision of the existing language is meant to alert the user of this exception for those occupancies as 

excepted in Florida statute.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

There is no fiscal impact on the local entity relative to enforcement.

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

There is no fiscal impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

There is no fiscal impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance

Requirements

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

Yes.

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

Strengthens or improves the code by making the code requirements clearer to the user.

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

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

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

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

1st Comment Period History                      01/13/2016 - 02/25/2016

F
6
7
7
0
-G

1
  

Proponent  Thomas Lasprogato Submitted 2/3/2016 NoAttachments

Neutral

Comment:
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Attachments

Jennifer Hatfield

No

1/1/2016

Pending Review

1010.1.10

Pending Review

No10

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

F7075  7

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Reinstates language from the 2010 Code that was not included in the 5th edition. This is needed to ensure pool safety barrier 

requirements are addressed and there are not conflicting code requirements.

Rationale

Reinstates language from the 2010 Code that was not included in the 5th edition. This is needed to ensure pool safety barrier 

requirements are addressed and there are not conflicting code requirements.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None

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

None

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None

Requirements

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

Yes, addresses the safety of the public.

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

Yes strengthens the code by making this necessary clarification.

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?

NO

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

Building Code amendment process?

NO
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Attachments

Joseph Belcher

Yes

12/30/2015

Pending Review

1010.1.4.5

Pending Review

Yes10

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

F6899  8

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Carry forward provisions to allow protection of all openings during threat of storm; with clarifying change.

Rationale

The lack of specificity in the language has resulted in A misunderstanding of the intent of the section. Some jurisdictions and some 

designers refuse to allow protection of the required egress door which is contrary to the intent of the original change. (See Uploaded 

Rationale.)

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

The proposal will have no fiscal impact on code enforcement. The proposal is consistent with Florida Building Code, 5th Edition 

(2014). The proposal is modified from previous editions to clarify the intent of the provision allowing protection of openings during 

the time a storm is threatening.

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

The proposal is consistent with Florida Building Code, 5th Edition (2014). The proposal is modified from previous editions to 

clarify the intent of the provision allowing protection of openings during the time a storm is threatening.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact. The proposal is consistent with Florida Building Code, 5th Edition (2014). The proposal is modified from previous 

editions to clarify the intent of the provision allowing protection of openings during the time a storm is threatening.

Requirements

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

Yes. The proposal is consistent with the Florida Building Code, 5th Edition (2014). The proposal is modified from previous 

editions to clarify the intent of the provision allowing protection of openings during the time a storm is threatening.

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

Yes. The proposal is consistent with the Florida Building Code, 5th Edition (2014). The proposal is modified from previous 

editions to clarify the intent of the provision allowing protection of openings during the time a storm is threatening.

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

The proposal does not discriminate. The proposal is consistent with the Florida Building Code, 5th Edition (2014). The proposal 

is modified from previous editions to clarify the intent of the provision allowing protection of openings during the time a storm is 

threatening

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

The proposal does not degrade the effectiveness of the code. The proposal is consistent with the Florida Building Code, 5th 

Edition (2014). The proposal is modified from previous editions to clarify the intent of the provision allowing protection of 

openings during the time a storm is threatening

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 State of Florida is the only state of the contiguous states where the entire land mass is a hurricane prone region. 

Historically, Florida has endured numerous land falls from hurricanes and special attention is merited for the 

installation of hurricane protection. The provisions are carried over from previous editions and are field tested and 

proven to be effective. Provisions are consistent with FBC-R, 5th Edition (2014).

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

Joseph Belcher

Yes

12/30/2015

Pending Review

1010.1.4.5

Pending Review

No10

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

F6900  9

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Carries forward Florida specific amendment allowing protection of all opening during the threat of a storn.

Rationale

The proposal carries forward provisions that have been in the Florida Building Code since the first edition. There have been no 

reported problems or incidents.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

The proposal will have no fiscal impact on code enforcement. The proposal is consistent with Florida Building Code, 5th Edition 

(2014).

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

No impact. The proposal is consistent with Florida Building Code, 5th Edition (2014).

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact. The proposal is consistent with Florida Building Code, 5th Edition (2014).

Requirements

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

Yes. The proposal is consistent with the Florida Building Code, 5th Edition (2014).

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

Yes. The proposal is consistent with the Florida Building Code, 5th Edition (2014).

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

The proposal does not discriminate. The proposal is consistent with the Florida Building Code, 5th Edition (2014).

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

The proposal does not degrade the effectiveness of the code. The proposal is consistent with the Florida Building Code, 5th 

Edition (2014).

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 State of Florida is the only state of the contiguous states where the entire land mass is a hurricane prone region. 

Historically, Florida has endured numerous land falls from hurricanes and special attention is merited for the 

installation of hurricane protection. The provisions are carried over from previous editions and are field tested and 

proven to be effective. Provisions are consistent with FBC-R, 5th Edition (2014).

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

Katie McKay

No

9/4/2015

Pending Review

1017.2

Pending Review

Yes10

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

F6409  10

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Change travel distance for Occupancy S-1 from 250' with Sprinkler System to 400' as in 2010 FBC and 2015/5th Edition Florida Fire 

Prevention Code.

Rationale

The travel distance for S1 prior to 2004, was 400&#39; for Sprinklered Buildings.  The 2004 code changed the travel distance to 

250&#39;, which became a problem for large warehouse users.  A change was proposed to The Florida Building Code at that time to 

match The Fire Prevention Code and was approved for the 2007 and 2010  Florida Building Code cycles. The 2014 (5th Edition)FBC 

does not include the Florida Specific change to 400&#39;.  

The current Florida Fire Prevention Code 2015/ 5th Edition has the travel distance for Sprinklered, Ordinary Storage at 400’.

This proposed change would be consistent with the FFPC, past Florida Building Codes and be more practical for S1 users.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

We foresee no impact relative to code enforcement.

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

Construction costs increase when wall-to-floor area ratio increases. To capture desired sq. ft; a square building is most efficient, 

cost increases as the building aspect ratio increases.  Long skinny buildings are a lot more expensive to build than 

square/deeper ones for the same sq.ft.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

The code restricts large Distribution Centers efficiency.  Current businesses can’t expand facilities as planned. Users are 

re-considering large DC’s in Fl.  Many are deep buildings 450’-600’ +/- with loading doors, loading areas and bulk or high piled 

storage.  Logistics are severely compromised.

Requirements

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

No adverse impact. The general public benefits.  They are a necessary part of our economic infrastructure; most of the goods we 

use and consume at home and work have passed through a distribution center. They also provide jobs from unskilled labor to 

upper management and several related industries.

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

This change improves the code by allowing large storage facilities to exist, while maintaining safety requirements set forth by 

NFPA.

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

The code in its’ current state (250&#39; for S1 sprinklered) discriminates in the method of logistical operations used by many 

companies.  The proposed code change would remove the current discrimination discouraging companies from locating their 

DC’s in Florida, where they are needed.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

This change does not degrade code effectiveness.

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

YES

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

NO

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

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

applies to the state?

YES

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

Building Code amendment process?

NO
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1st Comment Period History                      01/13/2016 - 02/25/2016

F
6
4
0
9
-G

1
  

Proponent  Brune Matt Submitted 1/26/2016 NoAttachments

As a developer operating nationwide, I can attest that we continue to see a trend towards larger (deeper) distribution and 

warehousing facilities.  As our tenants become more efficient operationally, they can operate larger facilities and actually require 

less loading docks through automation and scheduling.   Tenants in the market for a facility of this size will look for deeper 

cross-dock facilities across their footprint so all facilities have similar functionality.  

As this petition mentions, costs do increase for a longer, skinnier building.  Estimates could vary widely since tenants will have 

different needs.  However inefficiencies with floor/wall ratio and HVAC systems will increase costs if all other items are equal.

Comment:
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Sub Code: Mechanical
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Attachments

Cheryl Harris

No

1/1/2016

Pending Review

606

Pending Review

Yes6

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

F7011  11

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Eliminates duplication of Smoke Detectors in both the supply and return side of air distribution systems and other changes to be in 

compliance with the Florida Fire Code.

Rationale

Eliminates conflicts of Smoke Detectors in both the supply and return side of air distribution systems and other changes to be in 

compliance with the Florida Fire Prevention Code and NFPA 90.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Simplifies enforcement.

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

Eliminates the cost of a duplicate smoke detector system and wiring to Fire Alarm systems which could save $500 to $2000 in 

cost per system.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

Reduces the cost in time and materials to install duplicate smoke detector systems and wiring to Fire Alarm systems.  Savings 

could range from $500 to $2000 per system on average.

Requirements

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

Modification follows Florida Fire Code requirements for life and safety.

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

Modification improves the code by eliminating conflicting requirements for Fire Alarm placement in air distribution systems.

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

There are no proprietary materials, products, methods required and follows Florida Fire Code requirements.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Eliminating requirement for smoke detectors in both the return and supply side of an air distribution system does not degrade 

the effectiveness of the code as it follows Florida Fire Code.

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

YES

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

NO

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

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

applies to the state?

NO

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

Building Code amendment process?

YES

Alternate Language

1st Comment Period History                      01/13/2016 - 02/25/2016

Fire2017 Triennial
Page 37 of 98



7
0
1
1
-A

1
Proponent  Don Whitehead Submitted 2/4/2016 Attachments Yes

1. The exception in 606.2 states that smoke detectors shall not be required for air distribution systems that are incapable of 

spreading smoke beyond the enclosing walls, floors and ceilings of the room or space in which the smoke is generated; 

however, this exception does not take into account the importance of student safety in educational areas. Student areas require 

close supervision and monitoring systems to ensure hazards are quickly identified and reported to the appropriate agencies. 

Therefore, smoke detectors should be required in such occupancies. 2. Smoke detectors are currently required in the supply 

ducts under NFPA 90A; therefore, the FBC, Building, 606 should be updated to include this requirement for smoke detectors in 

the supply ducts. However, smoke detectors should also be considered as necessary in the return ducts for the following 

reasons: a. Smoke contaminates can be more difficult to detect in the turbulent air which is discharged from the supply ducts. b. 

Smoke detectors in the return ducts can allow for faster recognition of the smoke’s point of origin. 3. Because student areas 

require close supervision and monitoring, it is necessary to provide appropriate systems to prevent the oversight of hazardous 

conditions. Therefore when facilities are monitored by supervising stations; although it may be permissible to allow one (1) duct 

smoke detector signal to be reported as a supervisory signal, two (2) signals would indicate a high probability that an actual 

hazard exists and a fire alarm should be activated.

Rationale

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No change from current requirement.

No change from current requirement.

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

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No change from current requirement.

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

No change from current requirement.

Requirements

No change from current requirement.

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

No change from current requirement.

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

No change from current requirement.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

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

Cheryl Harris

No

1/1/2016

Pending Review

12345678

Pending Review

No15

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

F7022  12

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Incorporates the National Fire Codes as referenced standards as they are referenced in the Florida Fire Code to ensure consistency 

between codes.

Rationale

There should be consistency between the Building Code and Florida Fire Code.  The National Fire Code is a referenced standard in 

the Florida Fire Code but not listed as a referenced standard in the Building Code.

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

No impact

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact

Requirements

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

The NFPA standards have been part of our Code for many years. In specifying methods of fire and smoke control, consistency 

with the Fire Code is crucial. Life safety depends on this and NFPA90a, 90b are needed in Mechanical to mirror the Fire Code.

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

Makes Mechanical and Fire Prevention Code consistent with each other. Eliminates duplication of some smoke detectors which 

creates better system function.

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

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods orsystems.

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?

NO

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

Building Code amendment process?

NO

1st Comment Period History                      01/13/2016 - 02/25/2016

F
7
0
2
2
-G

1
  

Proponent  Cheryl Harris Submitted 1/18/2016 NoAttachments

Wording should be included that states the References NFPA 90A and 90B be the 2015 version.

Comment:
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Sub Code: Residential
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Attachments

Joseph Belcher

Yes

12/28/2015

Pending Review

202

Pending Review

No2

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

F6823  13

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Modify definition of Fire Separation Distance to include zero lot line.

Rationale

The escalating cost of real estate was the original reason zero lot line subdivisions were created. Zero lot line subdivisions allow a 

greater density of construction without increasing fire hazards or fire risks. The proposed modification will allow the continued 

development of previously approved zero lot line subdivisions and allow the approval and development of future zero lot line 

subdivisions without an added burden and cost for which there has been no demonstrated need. There are thousands of units built in 

zero lot line subdivisions and there has been no demonstrated fire problem with the fire separation distance measured between 

building walls and projections versus a lot line.

The FBC-R 2007 with 2009 Supplements and the FBC-R 2010 contained a Florida specific amendment permitting the measurement 

of fire separation distance to be between building walls and/or projections for zero lot line subdivisions. The Florida specific 

amendment was unintentionally not resubmitted for the FBC-R 5th Edition. Thousands of lots in subdivisions throughout the state 

were approved and were developed or are undergoing development based on the provisions related to zero lot lines of the former 

Florida specific amendment. The estimated cost caused by this unintended consequence in the southern portion of Florida alone is 

estimated to exceed $50M for no demonstrated need. The proposed change to the definition will rectify this problem by allowing the 

fire separation distance to be measured between buildings for zero lot line subdivisions as previously permitted.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact on enforcement of code.

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

Will result in decreased cost of $2000 to $3000 per unit.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

Will allow continued development of previously approved zero lot line subdivisions without added burden and cost of providing 

fire resistance rated walls and soffits.

Requirements

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

The change will allow keeping the cost of housing down, thereby allowing more members of the public the opportunity to 

purchase a home.

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

The change to the code was not intentional on the part of the original proponent or the Florida Building Commission. Adoption of 

the proposed change will strengthen the code by readopting a proven method of construction while maintaining fire safety.

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

The change does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated 

capabilities.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

The proposed change does not degrade the effectiveness of the code. Thousands of units have been constructed as permitted 

by the proposed code change and there has been no demonstrated problem of fire spread in such subdivisions due to exposure 

from neighboring buildings.

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

Joseph Belcher

Yes

12/28/2015

Pending Review

202

Pending Review

Yes2

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

F6856  14

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Modify definition of townhouse to incorporate Ch. 481 F.S.

Rationale

Brings the definition of townhouse in line with that contained in Chapter 481.203(7), Florida Statute

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None.

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

None.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None.

Requirements

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

Yes, the proposal incorporates statutory provisions defining townhouses.

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

Yes, the proposal incorporates statutory provisions defining townhouses.

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?  No
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Attachments

Joseph Belcher

Yes

12/27/2015

Pending Review

311.3.2

Pending Review

Yes2

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

F6810  15

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Adds exception to requirement for landing at other exterior doors.

Rationale

The change carries forward a Florida specific amendment and is in keeping with the existing code language to allow an outswing door 

without a landing to minimize water intrusion at exterior doors while allowing outswing doors for better wind design protection.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None. Proposed language is in the Florida Building Code, 5th Edition (2014).

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

None. Proposed language is in the Florida Building Code, 5th Edition (2014).

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None. Proposed language is in the Florida Building Code, 5th Edition (2014).

Requirements

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

Yes. Proposed language is consistent with the Florida Building Code, 5th Edition (2014).

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

Yes. Proposed language is consistent with the Florida Building Code, 5th Edition (2014).

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

No, change does not degrade the code. Proposed language is consistent with the Florida Building Code 5th Edition (2014).

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

No, change does not degrade the code. Proposed language is consistent with the Florida Building Code 5th Edition (2014).

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

Joseph Belcher

Yes

12/30/2015

Pending Review

202

Pending Review

No3

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

F6913  16

Related Modifications

R310.4

Summary of Modification

Carries forward definition of Means of Escape

Rationale

This proposal and the companion change to Section R310.4 bring forward provisions that have been in the FBC since the first edition. 

The provisions are field tested and proven to be beneficial to Florida citizens.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

This proposal and the companion change to Section R310.4 bring forward provisions that have been in the FBC since the first 

edition. The provisions are field tested and proven to be beneficial to Florida citizens.

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

No impact. The proposal is consistent with Florida Building Code, 5th Edition (2014).

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact. The proposal is consistent with Florida Building Code, 5th Edition (2014).

Requirements

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

Yes, Provisions are consistent with FBC-R, 5th Edition (2014).

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

Yes, Provisions are consistent with FBC-R, 5th Edition (2014).

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

Does not discriminate. Provisions are consistent with FBC-R, 5th Edition (2014).

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code. Provisions are consistent with FBC-R, 5th Edition (2014).

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 State of Florida is the only state of the contiguous states where the entire land mass is a hurricane prone region. 

Historically, Florida has endured numerous land falls from hurricanes and special attention is merited for the 

installation of hurricane protection. The provisions are carried over from previous editions and are field tested and 

proven to be effective. Provisions are consistent with FBC-R, 5th Edition (2014).

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

Joseph Belcher

Yes

12/27/2015

Pending Review

302.1

Pending Review

Yes3

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

F6799  17

Related Modifications

Table R302.1(1)

Table R302.1(2)

Summary of Modification

Delete Tables R302.1(1) and R302.1(2) and add Table R302.1

Rationale

Thousands of houses have been built in Florida and around the country using the 3 feet fire separation distance standard and there is 

no indication or information demonstrating that there is a problem with fire spread by exposure to neighboring fires due to inadequate 

fire separation. The changes to the fire separation distance provisions of the foundation code were not justified. The reasons given in 

the ICC Code Change Hearings were unsupported The proponent stated several times the reason for the changes was to provide an 

incentive to provide fire sprinklers. Stated differently, the reason could just as easily have been “Make one type of construction more 

expensive so the builder will provide sprinklers”. Mention is made that a separation of 5 feet is safer than a separation of 3 feet, but no 

justification of the statement is provided. (See Reason RB184-09/10 following.) Again, thousands, if not tens of thousands, of homes 

have been built around the country using the fire separation distance standard of 3 feet and with no reported problems of fire spread 

by exposure to neighboring fires due to inadequate fire separation. 

In addition, thousands of lots throughout Florida have been platted and subdivisions approved at the local level. The change of the fire 

separation distance provisions in the code have resulted in millions of dollars in costs to allowed continued development. Whether the 

costs be for fire rating the underside of soffits or adding sprinklers, they were not costs considered during the planning of the 

subdivisions. Once again, there is no demonstrated need for the increase in the minimum fire separation distance.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

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

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

Reverting to the 3 feet versus 5 feet fire separation distance will lower costs $2000.00 to $3000.00 per house without sacrificing 

safety.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

The industry conservatively estimates a cost of $2000.00 to $3000.00 per house to provide a fire resistance rating to the 

underside of projections. The proposed change will eliminate the cost.

Requirements

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

The proposal provides for public health, safety and welfare by reducing the cost of construction while maintaining the time 

proven fire separation distance requirements and providing options to the builder and the public desiring fire sprinkler protection.

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

The proposal improves the code by providing time proven fire separation distance requirements while including options to 

builders or the public desiring to provide fire sprinkler systems.

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

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

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

The proposal does not degrade the effectiveness of the code as proven safety measures are reinstated.

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

Joseph Belcher

Yes

12/28/2015

Pending Review

302.1

Pending Review

No3

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

F6822  18

Related Modifications

Table R302.1(1)

Table R302.1(2)

Summary of Modification

Reinstates exception for zero lot line fire separation distance; Substitutes reference to Table R302.1 for reference to Tables R302.1(1) 

and R302.1(2).

Rationale

The proposal reinstates a previously adopted Florida specific amendment that was inadvertently not resubmitted for the current code. 

The escalating cost of real estate was the original reason zero lot line subdivisions were created. Zero lot line subdivisions allow a 

greater density of construction without increasing fire hazards or fire risks. The proposed modification will allow the continued 

development of previously approved zero lot line subdivisions and allow the approval and development of future zero lot line 

subdivisions without an added burden and cost for which there has been no demonstrated need. There are thousands of units built in 

zero lot line subdivisions and there has been no demonstrated fire problem with the fire separation distance measured between 

building walls and projections versus a lot line.

The FBC-R 2007 with 2009 Supplements and the FBC-R 2010 contained this Florida specific amendment permitting the 

measurement of fire separation distance to be between building walls and/or projections for zero lot line subdivisions. The Florida 

specific amendment was unintentionally not resubmitted for the FBC-R 5th Edition. Thousands of lots in subdivisions throughout the 

state were approved and were developed or are undergoing development based on the provisions related to zero lot lines of the former 

Florida specific amendment. The estimated cost caused by this unintended consequence in the southern portion of Florida alone is 

estimated to exceed $50M for no demonstrated need. The proposed change to the definition will rectify this problem by reinstating the 

Florida specific amendment allowing the fire separation distance to be measured between buildings for zero lot line subdivisions as 

previously permitted.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact on enforcement of code.

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

Will result in decreased cost of $2000 to $3000 per unit.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

Will allow continued development of previously approved zero lot line subdivisions without added burden and cost of providing 

fire resistance rated walls and soffits.

Requirements

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

The change will allow keeping the cost of housing down, thereby allowing more members of the public the opportunity to 

purchase a home.

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

The change to the code was not intentional on the part of the original proponent or the Florida Building Commission. Adoption of 

the proposed change will strengthen the code by readopting a proven method of construction while maintaining fire safety.

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

The change does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated 

capabilities.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

The proposed change does not degrade the effectiveness of the code. Thousands of units have been constructed as permitted 

by the proposed code change and there has been no demonstrated problem of fire spread in such subdivisions due to exposure 

from neighboring buildings.

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
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The base code does not address the construction of zero lot line subdivisions. A considerable number of such 

subdivisions exist in South Florida and other regions of Florida. Thousands of lots have been previously approved 

through local development review processes. The cost of real estate was the original reason for the creation of zero lot 

line subdivisions to keep housing within the means of the public. The continued high cost of real estate, the fact that 

the base code does not address the situation, and the thousands of existing platted lots which have been approved at 

the local level demonstrate that there is a need to expand the foundation code to address zero lot line subdivisions.

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

Joseph Belcher

Yes

1/1/2016

Pending Review

302.1

Pending Review

No3

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

F7040  19

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Retains exception from fire-resistance-rating for screen enclosure walls.

Rationale

This proposal retains a modification accepted in the 2010 FBC-R and in the current 5th Edition. A problem occurs when a homeowner 

wants to attach a screen enclosure to a two-family dwelling or townhouse. Some jurisdictions classify the screen enclosure wall as 

either an exterior wall or a dwelling unit separation wall requiring a one-hour fire resistant separation citing Section R302.1 or R302.3. 

Obviously, a fire rated wall of insect screen is not possible. A similar issue was addressed in the townhouse section at the ICC level 

by requiring the fire separation wall to be continuous through enclosed accessory structures (IRC &#167;R302.2.1)

IRC 2003 “R317.2.1 Continuity. The common wall for townhouses shall be continuous from the  foundation to the underside of the roof 

sheathing, deck or slab and shall extend the full length of the common wall including walls extending through and separating attached 

accessory structures.” (Emphasis provided.)

 

This proposal seeks to extend the allowance given to townhouses to single family dwellings. The proposal would allow roofs of insect 

screening, plastic, aluminum, or similar lightweight materials. However, the proposal specifies walls of insect screening and the use 

of wind break panels or other means of closing off the screen would not be permitted. The 25% flexible solid finishes is to allow for 

items such as kick plates.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact. Proposal is consistent with Florida Building Code, 5th Edition (2014).

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

No impact. Proposal is consistent with Florida Building Code, 5th Edition (2014).

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact. Proposal is consistent with Florida Building Code, 5th Edition (2014).

Requirements

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

Yes, by providing a means for homeowners to attach a screen enclosure to the house without requiring fire resistance rating of 

the screen wall. The provision is consistent with the Florida Building Code-Residential, 5th Edition (2014)

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

The proposal improves the code by providing a means for a homeowner of a two family dwelling to attach a popular structure 

increasing the recreational space available to the homeowner and her or his family. The provision is consistent with the Florida 

Building Code-Residential, 5th Edition (2014)

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

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

capabilities. The provision is consistent with the Florida Building Code-Residential, 5th Edition (2014).

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

The proposal increases the effectiveness of the code by providing a means for a homeowner of a to attach a popular structure 

increasing the recreational space available to the homeowner and her or his family. The provision is consistent with the Florida 

Building Code-Residential, 5th Edition (2014)

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 base code does not address the design of screen enclosures adequately and they are a common structure 

throughout Florida. The provisions were originally proposed to the code because some jurisdictions did not believe the 

code provided the flexibility for them to approve a wall of insect screening and aluminum columns between attached 

dwellings without a fire resistance-rating. The problem arose because of the large number of screen enclosures in the 

State of Florida requiring a Florida specific amendment to solve the problem

Fire2017 Triennial
Page 66 of 98



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

Joseph Belcher

Yes

12/28/2015

Pending Review

302.2

Pending Review

No3

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

F6852  20

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Modifies townhouse fire separation requirements to retain Florida specific amendment.

Rationale

The proposal: 1. Brings forward the provisions of the current code; 2.  Incorporates statutory provisions related to townhouse 

construction and fire separation; 3. Clarifies that when providing walls per Section R302.1 the requirement is for separate walls 

meeting the requirements for zero clearance from the property line between units; 4. Brings the definition of townhouse in line with 

that contained in Florida Statute; and 5. Deletes an Exception to the requirements for structural independence for consistency with the 

other changes to the townhouse provisions and to agree with Florida Statute. 

The statutory provisions related to townhouses must be considered by the code because adopting contrary provisions within the code 

creates a conflict for designers of townhouse projects. Townhouses are defined in Florida Statute and the statutory definition contains 

provisions addressing the property line between units, the fire resistant separation required, and the exception permitting a single 

two-hour fire resistance-rated wall. [Ch. 781.203(7)] There is no provision in statute permitting a reduction in the required two-hour fire 

resistance-rating of the common wall or the use of a when used to separate townhouses. There is no provision in statute permitting 

the use of a single one-hour fire resistance-rated wall to separate townhouse units. The Florida Legislature has spoken prohibiting the 

efforts to require fire sprinkler systems in single family dwelling construction.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None. Proposed language is consistent with the Florida Building Code, 5th Edition (2014).

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

None. Proposed language is consistent with the Florida Building Code, 5th Edition (2014).

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None. Proposed language is consistent with the Florida Building Code, 5th Edition (2014).

Requirements

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

Yes. Proposed language is consistent with the Florida Building Code, 5th Edition (2014).

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

Yes. Proposed language is consistent with the Florida Building Code, 5th Edition (2014).

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

No. Proposed language is consistent with the Florida Building Code, 5th Edition (2014).

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

No. the proposed amendment does not degrade the effectiveness of the code. Proposed language is consistent with the Florida 

Building Code, 5th Edition (2014).

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 amendment incorporates statutory provisions related to town house construction.

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

Joseph Belcher

Yes

12/28/2015

Pending Review

302.2

Pending Review

No3

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

F6861  21

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Modifies townhouse fire separation requirements to retain Florida specific amendment.

Rationale

The proposal: 1. Brings forward the provisions of the current code; 2.  Incorporates statutory provisions related to townhouse 

construction and fire separation; 3. Clarifies that when providing walls per Section R302.1 the requirement is for separate walls 

meeting the requirements for zero clearance from the property line between units; 4. Brings the definition of townhouse in line with 

that contained in Florida Statute; and 5. Deletes an Exception to the requirements for structural independence for consistency with the 

other changes to the townhouse provisions and to agree with Florida Statute. 

The statutory provisions related to townhouses must be considered by the code because adopting contrary provisions within the code 

creates a conflict for designers of townhouse projects. Townhouses are defined in Florida Statute and the statutory definition contains 

provisions addressing the property line between units, the fire resistant separation required, and the exception permitting a single 

two-hour fire resistance-rated wall. [Ch. 781.203(7)] There is no provision in statute permitting a reduction in the required two-hour fire 

resistance-rating of the common wall or the use of a when used to separate townhouses. There is no provision in statute permitting 

the use of a single one-hour fire resistance-rated wall to separate townhouse units. The Florida Legislature has spoken prohibiting the 

efforts to require fire sprinkler systems in single family dwelling construction.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None. Proposed language is consistent with the Florida Building Code, 5th Edition (2014).

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

None. Proposed language is consistent with the Florida Building Code, 5th Edition (2014).

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None. Proposed language is consistent with the Florida Building Code, 5th Edition (2014).

Requirements

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

Yes. Proposed language is consistent with the Florida Building Code, 5th Edition (2014).

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

Yes. Proposed language is consistent with the Florida Building Code, 5th Edition (2014).

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

No. Proposed language is consistent with the Florida Building Code, 5th Edition (2014).

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

No. the proposed amendment does not degrade the effectiveness of the code. Proposed language is consistent with the Florida 

Building Code, 5th Edition (2014).

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

Joseph Belcher

Yes

1/1/2016

Pending Review

302.3

Pending Review

No3

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

F7041  22

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Retains exception for two-family swellings fire rating of screen enclosure walls.

Rationale

This proposal retains a modification accepted in the 2010 FBC-R and in the current 5th Edition. A problem occurs when a homeowner 

wants to attach a screen enclosure to a two-family dwelling or townhouse. Some jurisdictions classify the screen enclosure wall as 

either an exterior wall or a dwelling unit separation wall requiring a one-hour fire resistant separation citing Section R302.1 or R302.3. 

Obviously, a fire rated wall of insect screen is not possible. A similar issue was addressed in the townhouse section at the ICC level 

by requiring the fire separation wall to be continuous through enclosed accessory structures (IRC &#167;R302.2.1)

IRC 2003 “R317.2.1 Continuity. The common wall for townhouses shall be continuous from the  foundation to the underside of the roof 

sheathing, deck or slab and shall extend the full length of the common wall including walls extending through and separating attached 

accessory structures.” (Emphasis provided.)

 

This proposal seeks to extend the allowance given to townhouses to single family dwellings. The proposal would allow roofs of insect 

screening, plastic, aluminum, or similar lightweight materials. However, the proposal specifies walls of insect screening and the use 

of wind break panels or other means of closing off the screen would not be permitted. The 25% flexible solid finishes is to allow for 

items such as kick plates.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact. Proposal is consistent with Florida Building Code, 5th Edition (2014).

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

No impact. Proposal is consistent with Florida Building Code, 5th Edition (2014).

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact. Proposal is consistent with Florida Building Code, 5th Edition (2014).

Requirements

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

Yes, by providing a means for homeowners to attach a screen enclosure to the house without requiring fire resistance-rating of 

the screen wall. The provision is consistent with the Florida Building Code-Residential, 5th Edition (2014)

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

The proposal improves the code by providing a means for a homeowner of a two family dwelling to attach a popular structure 

increasing the recreational space available to the homeowner and her or his family. The provision is consistent with the Florida 

Building Code-Residential, 5th Edition (2014)

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

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

capabilities. The provision is consistent with the Florida Building Code-Residential, 5th Edition (2014)

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

The proposal increases the effectiveness of the code by providing a means for a homeowner of a to attach a popular structure 

increasing the recreational space available to the homeowner and her or his family. The provision is consistent with the Florida 

Building Code-Residential, 5th Edition (2014)

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 base code does not address the design of screen enclosures adequately and they are a common structure 

throughout Florida. The provisions were originally proposed to the code because some jurisdictions did not believe the 

code provided the flexibility for them to approve a wall of insect screening and aluminum columns between attached 

dwellings without a fire resistance-rating. The problem arose because of the large number of screen enclosures in the 

State of Florida requiring a Florida specific amendment to solve the problem.
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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

Joseph Belcher

Yes

12/27/2015

Pending Review

302.5.2

Pending Review

No3

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

F6808  23

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Allow Class 0 or Class 1 duct board for dwelling/garage penetration.

Rationale

This is a proposal to carry forward a Florida specific amendment that has been in the Florida Building Code-Residential since the 

2004 Edition. The original proposal was based on testing showing the method to be equivalent in performance to the requirement of 

the foundation code. The data was submitted and accepted at the time. There have been no known reported problems or incidents in 

the many years the Florida Building Code has permitted the use of 1 inch (25.4 mm) minimum rigid nonmetallic Class 0 or Class 1 

duct board for duct penetrations between dwellings and garages.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No fiscal impact on cost of enforcement. Proposed language is in the Florida Building Code, 5th Edition (2014).

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

: No fiscal impact on building and property owners. Proposed language is in the Florida Building Code, 5th Edition (2014).

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No fiscal impact on industry. Proposed language is in the Florida Building Code, 5th Edition (2014).

Requirements

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

The proposal carries forward a long standing Florida specific amendment that has a reasonable and substantial connection with 

the health, safety, and welfare of the general public because it provides another tested method of duct penetration between a 

dwelling and a garage.

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

The proposal strengthens the code by providing an alternate that has demonstrated by testing that it provides an equivalent 

method to that contained in the foundation code.

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

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

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?

OTHER

Explanation of Choice

The proposal carries forward a Florida specific amendment allowing a method equivalent to that of the foundation code 

that has been in all editions of the code since the Florida Building Code-Residential. 2004 Edition.  Approval of the 

proposal will continue to allow the option of an equivalent method of safeguarding penetrations between a dwelling and 

its garage by ductwork.

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

Jeff Inks

No

12/29/2015

Pending Review

310.2

Pending Review

Yes3

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

F6894  24

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Incorporates a new section to R310.2 (R3102.5) regarding provisions for EERO window replacement that was approved by ICC for 

2015 edition but was inadvertently excluded from the published edition but has been published by ICC for the 2015 edition as an 

errata.

Rationale

As noted in the summary, this new section was approved by the ICC for Section 310 of the 2015 IRC but was inadvertently excluded 

from the published edition as were a number of other amendments not related to this amendment, but have since been published by 

the ICC as an errata.  The reason statement for the original ICC proposal (RB122-13) is being submitted as a support file as additional 

information/substantiation.

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

Will ensure property owners do not incure unnecessary costs when replacing windows that are provided to meet EERO 

requirements.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None

Requirements

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

Yes.  Please see attached reason statement

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

Yes.  Please see attached reason statement

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

Yes.  Please see attached reason statement

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Please see attached reason statement.

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

Joseph Belcher

Yes

12/30/2015

Pending Review

310.4

Pending Review

No3

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

F6915  25

Related Modifications

R202

Summary of Modification

Carries forward provision allowing protection of openings during threat of storm.

Rationale

This proposal carries forward provisions that have been in the FBC since the first edition. The provisions are field tested and proven to 

be beneficial to Florida citizens.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

The proposal will have no fiscal impact on code enforcement. The proposal is consistent with Florida Building Code, 5th Edition 

(2014).

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

No impact. The proposal is consistent with Florida Building Code, 5th Edition (2014).

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact. The proposal is consistent with Florida Building Code, 5th Edition (2014).

Requirements

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

Yes, Provisions are consistent with FBC-R, 5th Edition (2014).

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

Yes, Provisions are consistent with FBC-R, 5th Edition (2014).

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

Does not discriminate. Provisions are consistent with FBC-R, 5th Edition (2014).

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code. Provisions are consistent with FBC-R, 5th Edition (2014).

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 State of Florida is the only state of the contiguous states where the entire land mass is a hurricane prone region. 

Historically, Florida has endured numerous land falls from hurricanes and special attention is merited for the 

installation of hurricane protection. The provisions are carried over from previous editions and are field tested and 

proven to be effective. Provisions are consistent with FBC-R, 5th Edition (2014).

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

Joseph Belcher

Yes

12/30/2015

Pending Review

310.4

Pending Review

Yes3

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

F6916  26

Related Modifications

R202

Summary of Modification

Carries forward provision allowing protection of openings during threat of storm with clarifying modification.

Rationale

The lack of specificity in the language has resulted in A misunderstanding of the intent of the section. Some jurisdictions and some 

designers refuse to allow protection of the required egress door which is contrary to the intent of the original change. (See Uploaded 

Rationale.)

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact. The proposal is consistent with Florida Building Code, 5th Edition (2014). The proposal is modified from previous 

editions to clarify the intent of the provision allowing protection of openings during the time a storm is threatening.

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

No impact. The proposal is consistent with Florida Building Code, 5th Edition (2014). The proposal is modified from previous 

editions to clarify the intent of the provision allowing protection of openings during the time a storm is threatening.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact. The proposal is consistent with Florida Building Code, 5th Edition (2014). The proposal is modified from previous 

editions to clarify the intent of the provision allowing protection of openings during the time a storm is threatening.

Requirements

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

Yes. The proposal is consistent with the Florida Building Code, 5th Edition (2014). The proposal is modified from previous 

editions to clarify the intent of the provision allowing protection of openings during the time a storm is threatening.

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

Yes. The proposal is consistent with the Florida Building Code, 5th Edition (2014). The proposal is modified from previous 

editions to clarify the intent of the provision allowing protection of openings during the time a storm is threatening.

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

The proposal does not discriminate. The proposal is consistent with the Florida Building Code, 5th Edition (2014). The proposal 

is modified from previous editions to clarify the intent of the provision allowing protection of openings during the time a storm is 

threatening

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

The proposal does not degrade the effectiveness of the code. The proposal is consistent with the Florida Building Code, 5th 

Edition (2014). The proposal is modified from previous editions to clarify the intent of the provision allowing protection of 

openings during the time a storm is threatening

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 State of Florida is the only state of the contiguous states where the entire land mass is a hurricane prone region. 

Historically, Florida has endured numerous land falls from hurricanes and special attention is merited for the 

installation of hurricane protection. The provisions are carried over from previous editions and are field tested and 

proven to be effective. Provisions are consistent with FBC-R, 5th Edition (2014).

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

Joseph Belcher

No

12/27/2015

Pending Review

311.3.1

Pending Review

Yes3

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

F6809  27

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Retain Florida specific amendment allowing exterior door to swing over step down,

Rationale

This is a proposal to carry forward a long standing Florida specific amendment from previous editions of the code. The change was 

previously approved and is needed because Florida is subject to high wind events such as hurricanes. In addition, thunderstorms with 

attendant high wind gusts lash the state frequently with wind driven rain. Exterior doors that swing out are more readily able to resist 

wind pressures due to the ability to provide a stop the full length of the jambs of the door. The step down is a very effective means for 

providing protection from wind driven rain which occurs during our frequent thunderstorms as well as hurricane and flooding events.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No fiscal impact to local entity relative to code enforcement. Proposed language is in the Florida Building Code, 5th Edition 

(2014).

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

No fiscal impact to local entity relative to code enforcement. Proposed language is in the Florida Building Code, 5th Edition 

(2014).

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No fiscal impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with the code. Proposed language is in the Florida Building Code, 

5th Edition (2014).

Requirements

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

The proposal has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public by carrying 

forward a Florida specific amendment that provides exterior doors which more readily will resist wind pressures due to the 

arrangement of stops.

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

The proposal strengthens the code by carrying forward a Florida specific amendment that provides exterior doors which more 

readily will resist wind pressures due to the arrangement of stops.

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

The proposal does not degrade the effectiveness of the code.

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

YES

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

NO

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

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

applies to the state?

YES

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

Building Code amendment process?

NO
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Attachments

Joseph Belcher

Yes

12/27/2015

Pending Review

311.7.6

Pending Review

Yes3

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

F6811  28

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Landings for stairways. Add reference to R311,3 for exterior door step down provisions.

Rationale

The change carries forward a Florida specific amendment and is in keeping with the existing code language to allow an outswing door 

without a landing to minimize water intrusion at exterior doors while allowing outswing doors for better wind design protection.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None. Proposed language is in the Florida Building Code, 5th Edition (2014).

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

None. Proposed language is in the Florida Building Code, 5th Edition (2014).

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None. Proposed language is in the Florida Building Code, 5th Edition (2014).

Requirements

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

Yes. Proposed language is consistent with the Florida Building Code, 5th Edition (2014).

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

Yes. Proposed language is consistent with the Florida Building Code, 5th Edition (2014).

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

No. Proposed language is consistent with the Florida Building Code, 5th Edition (2014).

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade code. Proposed language is consistent with the Florida Building Code, 5th Edition (2014).

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

Joseph Belcher

No

12/27/2015

Pending Review

312.1.1

Pending Review

No3

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

F6801  29

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Modify measurement for determining where guards are required.

Rationale

The requirement to measure the difference in elevation between a walking surface and the adjacent grade has been in the code for 

many years. When the requirement was changed in the base code there was no justification or proof that a problem existed. At no 

time during the public hearing, nor the Final Action Hearing was any technical justification presented to substantiate the change 

requiring the building official to measure 36 inches away from the leading edge of the walking surface or tread to determine when a 

guardrail should or should not be required. There are no studies that can support claims that this will have an effect on reducing 

possible injuries. While the proponent promoted this as a means for consistent enforcement of the guard requirements, there is no 

evidence of increased risk to the safety of the occupant if measuring from the edge of the walking surface to grade below as has been 

the practice for many, many years.  This proposal is consistent with the intent expressed in Florida Statute of providing requirements 

which will allow effective and reasonable protection for public safety, health, and general welfare for all the people of Florida at the 

most reasonable cost to the consumer. [Ch. 553.72(1), F.S.]

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

The proposed change would reduce the time required for the inspection thereby reducing the cost to provide the inspection.

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

The cost of compliance would be reduced in cases where the difference in elevation was not located in an area posing an 

immediate fall danger.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

The cost of compliance to industry would be reduced in cases where the difference in elevation was not located in an area 

posing an immediate fall danger.

Requirements

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

The proposal has a reasonable connection with the safety of the general public by continuing to require guards where an 

immediate danger from a fall is presented by the difference in elevation between a walking surface and the adjoining grade.

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

The proposal strengthens the code by eliminating the unnecessary extension of the horizontal distance from a walking surface to 

a difference in elevation to a point where no danger is presented.

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

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

capabilities.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

The proposal does not degrade the effectiveness of the code.

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

Joseph Belcher

Yes

12/27/2015

Pending Review

312.2

Pending Review

No3

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

F6802  30

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Modify window fall protection provisions.

Rationale

This change will allow the builder and the building official to use their judgment for when these devices shall be installed and insure 

that where these devices are provided they will conform with the referenced industry standard. 

During the 2007/2008 Code Development Cycle and the International Code Council’s Code Technology Committee (CTC) meetings, 

the Window and Door Manufacturers Association (WDMA) presented credible information that raised questions and concerns 

regarding the established minimum window sill heights. Despite the Consumer Product Safety Commission (CPSC) reports indicating 

a decrease in the number of injuries and deaths from children falling from windows, WDMA had discovered that in Denver, Colorado, 

one of the few areas in the country that has had a minimum sill height requirement for the past decade, the number of child injuries 

and deaths were increasing. One of the many concerns is that there is the potential for the occupant to place furniture or other objects 

under the window that a child could climb upon. Code provisions cannot regulate the actions of building occupants once the 

construction is complete and the building is occupied.

It is our opinion that the foundation code body needs to earnestly review the information presented by the WDMA and reconsider their 

position on minimum window sill heights. Furthermore, the recommendation to require window opening limiting devices contradicts 

conclusions of the CTC Work Study Group. It was clear to many in the CTC Work Group that public education was the most effective 

means of reducing the number of falls by children through windows. The proposal provides for an option which may be exercised by 

home buyers with young children without placing the burden on home buyers that do not have small children.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Approval of the proposal will result in savings in time needed for inspections and verification of documentation to ascertain 

installed devices are approved and operate properly.

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

Approval of the proposed change will result in a savings by not requiring the installation of window fall protection, while leaving to 

option to the builder and consumer and providing guidance when the option is exercised.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

Approval of the proposed change will result in a savings to the builder which will be passed on to the home buyer by not 

requiring the installation of window fall protection while leaving to option to the builder and consumer and providing guidance 

when the option is exercised.

Requirements

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

The proposal gives homeowners the option of providing fall protection and provides standards to follow when the option is 

exercised. Not all home buyers will have children in their homes and the provision is an added cost and inconvenience to those 

that have no need for the protection

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

The proposed change improves the code by making a universal requirement an option for home buyers having a need and desire 

for the protection. Where exercised, the proposal provides guidance for the devices.

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

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

capabilities.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

This proposal is consistent with the intent of the code expressed in Florida Statute of providing requirements which will allow 

effective and reasonable protection for public safety, health, and general welfare for all the people of Florida at the most 

reasonable cost to the consumer.

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

Fire2017 Triennial
Page 95 of 98



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
_
6
8
0
2
_
T

e
xt

O
fM

o
d
ifi

ca
tio

n
_
1
.p

n
g

F
6
8
0
2
  
T

e
x

t 
M

o
d

if
ic

a
ti

o
n

Fire2017 Triennial
Page 96 of 98



Attachments

Joseph Belcher

Yes

12/27/2015

Pending Review

325.5

Pending Review

No3

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

F6803  31

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Modify wall height requirements; Add P2904 sprinkler system

Rationale

The intent of the proposal is to clarify that a wall height consistent with the height requirements for guards is allowable, and to provide 

the option of using the prescriptive sprinkler system contained within the code.

While the existing language says the wall shall be not more than 42 inches, it is feared that will be considered the minimum 

requirement. Further, with no lower limit specified a 24 inch wall arguably satisfies the requirement of not more than 42 inches. The 

intent is to clarify that a wall that is the same height as the requirement for guards is acceptable.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact to cost to local entity relative to enforcement.

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

No cost impact to owners relative to cost of compliance with code as proposal clarifies intent of section.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact to industry as changes are for clarification and to allow additional options.

Requirements

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

The proposal by clarifying the allowable wall height for a mezzanine and allowing an additional sprinkler system type has a 

positive influence on the health, safety, and welfare of the general public.

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

The proposal strengthens and improves the code by clarifying certain provisions and permitting the use of a type of sprinkler 

system established within the code.

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

The code does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

The proposal does not degrade the effectiveness of the code.

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