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Attachments

Arlene Stewart

No

3/18/2011

Pending Review

101.4.7.1.1

Pending Review

Yes4

No No

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

General Comments Alternate Language

EN4874  1

Comments

2010 Glitch Energy

Related Modifications

4870

Summary of Modification

Mod adds criteria for who can test a duct system and the conditions of the test

Rationale

This modification fixes an inconsistency in state law implementation (glitch reason f) coupled with conflict fix within the updated 

integrated code (glitch reason a). It is Florida specific because it completes State legislation implementation. Impact to small 

business will be reduced because repeated justification for multiple compliance requirements will be unnecessary.

First, Section 101.4.7.1.1 implements HB 663 into FS 553.912. The Energy Code Workgroup consensus language intended to allow 

alternatives to the inspection.  However, the section does not adequately cross reference FS 553.995(4) which includes oversight for 

duct testing competency in the state.  This modification clearly adds this cross reference by citing a BERS Class 1 rater as the named 

test entity.  

The HVAC rebate program from September 2010 provided some valuable learned lessons about the unintended consequences from 

the lack of a clear citation.  The Supporting file shows where both BERS and non BERS entities (who were allowed to do testing) 

submitted inappropriate and non-compliant test results from a number of unapproved test methods.  Because the BERS rule requires 

a demonstration of competency for duct testing every three years, it is the currently appropriate qualification for executing exception 3 

along with an oversight authority when rater competency is questioned. 

Second, the method for testing ducts is currently found under Section 202 for the definition of substantially leak free, while exception 

3 cites no test method at all. Moreover the 202 definition also has a pass threshold. A direct cross-reference of the definition would be 

a conflict because it was not the workgroup's intention that existing ducts be made leakfree.  Rather it was to allow an alternative, 

while maintaining the cost-effective exception for existing duct work.  Therefore the modification inserts the established test method 

found in Section 202, without the pass threshold.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

It reduces the cost to the local entity by reducing the time officials will need to enforce the provision

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

There is no cost impact for this modification

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

There is no cost impact for this modification

Requirements

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

This mod has a resason and substantial connection to the welfare of the general public by ensuring qualified individuals will 

execute the provision in a uniform manner

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

It improves the code by requiring an established competency for the provision

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

It does not discriminate because the modification relies on a non-biased demonstration of competency.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

it increases the effectiveness of the code because it requires an established test method and qualification
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Attachments

Arlene Stewart

No

3/18/2011

Pending Review

101.4.7.1.1

Pending Review

No4

No No

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

General Comments Alternate Language

EN4875  2

Comments

2010 Glitch Energy

Related Modifications

4870, 4874

Summary of Modification

Mod provides a solution for unintended inspection difficulties that will arise from requiring certification for only one compliance 

provision for new FS 553.912.

Rationale

This modification fixes unintended consequences (glitch reason d) from a partial implementation requirement. It is Florida specific 

because it completes State legislation implementation. Impact to small business will be reduced because repeated justification for 

multiple compliance requirements will be unnecessary.

Section 101.4.7.1.1 implements HB 663 into FS 553.912 (completing implementation of new Florida law is the Florida specific 

reason). However there are unintended enforcement results (glitch reason d) from requiring only one compliance provision to be 

certified.  A survey of more than 50 enforcement officials indicates that the absence of the signed certification required (originally 

placed before the exceptions) could mean that the required inspection was forgotten or that one of the three exceptions was being 

met.  It would be time-consuming for the inspector to have to track down the compliance method, leading to higher costs not only to 

the building department and building owner but also for the small business builder (impact to small business). Conversely, it could 

lead to an excessive number of &quot;failures&quot; that were not in fact, failures - rather compliance alternatives, again costly to 

small business who have to explain what actually happened (more impact to small business).

By shifting the certification language after the exceptions, plus providing a standard form with check boxes for all the compliance 

options, the change streamlines compliance, making the cost to implement minimal as was originally intended by the Energy 

Workgroup as well as making the provision easier to enforce and comply with.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

It reduces the cost to the local entity by reducing the time officials will need to enforce the provision

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

There is no cost impact for this modification

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

There is no cost impact for this modification

Requirements

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

This mod has a resason and substantial connection to the welfare of the general public by providing a uniform way of 

implementing the provision

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

It improves the code by requiring all compliance methods to be recorded in the same manner

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

It does not discriminate because the modification requires all compliance methods to be recorded in the same manner

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

it increases the effectiveness of the code because it provides consistency which in turn allows officials to enforce the code in the 

same manner.
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Attachments

Darrell Winters

No

2/18/2011

Pending Review

402.1.1

Pending Review

Yes4

No No

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

General Comments Alternate Language

EN4509  3

Comments

2010 Glitch Energy

Related Modifications

none

Summary of Modification

To correct language in Table 402.1.1 footnote "a" to match that approved at the ICC Final Action Hearing in Charlotte, NC.

Rationale

THIS PROPOSAL FALLS WITHIN THE GLITCH CRITERIA BECAUSE THE EXISTING LANGUAGE CONFLICTS WITH THE 

UPDATED CODE.  THE LANGUAGE SHOULD BE CORRECTED BY ALL JURISDICTIONS THAT ADOPT THE CODES, SO IT IS 

FLORIDA SPECIFIC FOR THIS REASON. THIS PROPOSAL WILL NOT INCREASE COSTS TO SMALL BUSINESSES. IT COULD 

ELIMINATE CODE COMPLIANCE ISSUES FOR INSULATION CONTRACTORS (SMALL BUSINESSES) BECAUSE THE NEW 

LANGUAGE IS MUCH CLEARER FOR INSTALLERS AND CODE OFFICIALS.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

WILL IMPROVE CODE ENFORCEMENT BY MAKING THE FLORIDA CODE CONSISTENT WITH THE NATIONAL CODE.

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

NO IMPACT RELATIVE TO COST OF CODE COMPLIANCE.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

THERE IS NO COST TO INDUSTRY, INCLUDING SMALL BUSINESSES.

Requirements

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

By providing improved language, the general public will have a better understanding of the code.

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

Makes the Florida code language consistent with International Code.

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

No discrimination against any material, product or system.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

No degradation; improves the language of the Florida code.
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Attachments

Eric Lacey

No

3/18/2011

Pending Review

402.5

Pending Review

Yes4

No No

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

General Comments Alternate Language

EN4873  4

Comments

2010 Glitch Energy

Related Modifications

4320, 4382

Summary of Modification

This proposal restores a mandatory section of the IECC that is necessary to maintain equivalency between the Florida Building Code 

and state and federal law.

Rationale

This proposal restores a section that was removed from the original draft of the Florida Building Code by proposal 4320.  For the 

sake of clarity the section (originally Section 402.5 of the 2009 IECC) has been edited to include only the requirements that apply to 

Florida’s climate zone.  There was considerable confusion at the Florida Building Commission regarding the fenestration maximums, 

and a number of Commissioners were unsure exactly what proposal 4320 did.  See the attached document for the specific criteria 

required for a glitch change as outlined in the February 16, 2011 notice.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

There will be no impact on local enforcement.

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

There should be little or no cost impact.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

There should be little or no cost impact.

Requirements

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

This proposal will save energy and reduce summer peak electrical demand.

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

This proposal is necessary to ensure equivalency to the national model code.

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

This proposal does not discriminate among products.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

This proposal does not degrade the effectiveness of the code.
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Attachments

Jennifer Hatfield

No

3/18/2011

Pending Review

403.9

Pending Review

No4

No No

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

General Comments Alternate Language

EN4863  5

Comments

2010 Glitch Energy  

Related Modifications

4869, 4864

Summary of Modification

Replaces a reference to FL Standards with national consensus standards needed to follow state law that requires energy efficiencies 

for pools and spas.

Rationale

This proposed code change falls within the glitch criteria stated.  It replaces a reference to FL Standards with national consensus 

standards needed to follow state law that requires energy efficiencies for pools and spas. The national consensus standards follow 

what was addressed in the FL Standards and what was addressed in the subsections of 403.9 that were removed. It is unnecessary 

to have both in the body of the code and in the standard.  Small business will not be affected by this modification.

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

Not applicable, making a standards update.

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

Improves the code by eliminating unnecessary Florida specific langauge and replacing with national consensus standards.

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

It does not.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

It does not.
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Attachments

Mike Ennis

No

2/21/2011

Pending Review

Table 502.1.1.1

Pending Review

Yes5

No No

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

General Comments Alternate Language

EN4511  6

Comments

2010 Glitch Energy

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Change cool roof requirements in Table 502.1.1.1 from absorptance to reflectance to resolve a conflict that currently exists between 

the Commercial and Residental requirements that are in Table 402.1.1.

Rationale

This code change proposal is being submitted to resolve a conflict within the updated code. The prescriptive requirements for 

residential construction contained in Table 402.1.1 reference a cool roof requirement of a minimum 0.25 reflectance value. This Table 

further provides reference to test procedures that manufacturers can use to demonstrate compliance to the code. These requirements 

and test procedures are commonoy referenced in other energy codes such as the IECC. Table 502.1.1.1, which provides prescriptive 

requirements for commercial construction lists an absoptance value instead of a reflectance value for cool roofs. In addition no 

guidance in the form of test procedures that can be used to demonstrate compliance to the code requirements are provided. The code 

change proposal revises Table 502.1.1.1 to reference reflectance values in place of absorptance values to make it consistent with the 

residential portion of the code, and other energy codes. It also provides reference to a method (ANSI/CRRC-1)  that can be used to 

demonstrate compliance with the code.

Does the code change have a Florida specific need - Yes, cool roofs are a particularly effective energy conservation measure in warm 

climate zones as demonstrated in various studies. It is well known that the reflective properties of roof surfaces decreases with time, 

which is why the three year requirement is included as part of the proposal, and is included in ANSI/CRRC-1.

Impact on small businesses - This proposal will have no adverse impact on small business and will allow manufacturers of roof 

membranes and coatings to demonstrate compliance with the code and make it easier for code officials to verify conformance.

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

Helps clarify code requirements and provides a method to test the required value.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

Industry has already completed testing to address cool roof requirements in other areas. This change would make the FL Code 

consistent with other requirements thereby reducing the burden on industry to meet these requirements.

Requirements

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

Cool roofs reduce energy consumption in warm climate zones, and can help mitigate the urban heat island impact.

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

This change would provide a method to measure cool roof properties, and make it consistent with other energy code 

requirements.

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

No

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

No - this proposal will increase the effectiveness of the code by providing measurable performance criteria that can be used to 

demonstrate code compliance.
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Attachments

T Stafford

No

3/3/2011

Pending Review

Table 502.1.1.1

Pending Review

No5

No No

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

General Comments Alternate Language

EN4744  7

Comments

2010 Glitch Energy

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Combine Tables 502.1.1.1(1) and 502.2.1.1(2) into a single table.

Rationale

Eliminate table 502.1.1.1(1) and 502.1.1.1.(2) and substitute new Table 502.1.1.1 which combines the requirements into a signle 

table for ease of use. The proposed code change will have no impact on small business.

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

Not applicable. Corrects a conflict within the updated code.

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

Not applicable. Corrects a conflict within the updated code.

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

Not applicable. Corrects a conflict within the updated code.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Not applicable. Corrects a conflict within the updated code.
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Attachments

Arlene Stewart

No

3/18/2011

Pending Review

Form 410

Pending Review

Yes9

No No

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

General Comments Alternate Language

EN4877  8

Comments

2010 Glitch Energy

Related Modifications

Energy Conservation, may need cross reference to Section 403.2.2.1

Summary of Modification

Modification closes gaps by adding a mandatory compliance form for executing the new provision in 403.2.2.1

Rationale

The glitch rationale for this provision meets (c) and (d). Section 403.2.2.1 provides a new mandatory requirement for duct testing or 

ducts in conditioned space as a result of the IECC implementation. Unfortunately, the duct testing form that has been used previously 

can only be found in ENERGY GAUGE USA and can only be printed when specific house details are entered into the computer 

program. The Florida specific need is to preserve the direct reference for a Florida specific provision (test form) that has been 

included with the building code since 2004. The direct reference no longer exists because ENERGY GAUGE is no longer cited directly 

by the building code (glitch reason c).  

Further, the form from ENERGY GAUGE has a signature block for the building official. The lessons learned from the HVAC rebate 

program in September 2010 indicated that lawyers from many municipalities will not allow their enforcement officials to sign because 

the local building official represents the municipality, not the State of Florida. Further the duct test form is not found in Section 110 of 

the Building Code for required documents signed by the building official. Therefore, the opposing rationale contends this compounds 

the conflict. Thus, the proposed form 410 changes it to &quot;received by&quot;, allowing the building official to delegate receipt to 

the appropriate staff person.  

The unintended results (glitch reason d) is an increased cost to small businesses in terms of time, form development and form 

approval, in the absence of a standardize form.  When doing business in a municipality that does not have access to ENERGY 

GAUGE and/or does not recognize the corresponding form from the software (although arguably they should), each small business 

could be required to come up with a unique form, but would also have additional costs of waiting for enforcement officials to approve 

the form.  Copies of various forms from the HVAC rebate are included as evidence.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

This modification reduces the costs to enforcment officials by providing a consistent form that indicates test method or 

alternative for compliance

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

This will reduce the cost and liability for building owners because compliance documentation can be more easily processed by 

the building department

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

There is reduced cost for compliance because it creates standardization and is included in Appendix C

Requirements

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

Has a connection with health, safety and welfare because it closes a complaince gap

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

Strengthens the code because it clsoes a copliance gape

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

does not descriminate because it includes both compliance paths

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

it increases the effectivness of the codes becasue it closes a complaince gap
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Attachments

Arlene Stewart

No

3/18/2011

Pending Review

Form 420

Pending Review

Yes9

No No

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

General Comments Alternate Language

EN4870  9

Comments

2010 Glitch Energy

Related Modifications

Energy Conservation Code, section 101.4.7.1., may need a form cross reference.  This is the first of 3 modifications to this section, 

so the mod numbers are not available.

Summary of Modification

Mod provides for uniform signed certification for the contractor to add to the air handler unit as indicated by section 101.4.7.1.

Rationale

Section 101.4.7.1 is the implementation of HB 663 into FS 553.912 (glitch reason f).  The section requires a signed certification by 

the contractor is attached to the air handler unit stipulating that this work has been accomplished. However, the Energy Code 

Workgroup did not indicate a corresponding form for this provision.

The unintended consequence of this integration with the model code (glitch reason d) is that enforcement officials are likely to se a 

wide variety of forms, coupled with the difficulty of determining if an alternate exists because the 3 other options do not require 

certification.  If there is no certification on the air handler, it may be because the replacement is compliant with one of the three 

exceptions or because the house is not compliant at all.  

A consistent form will close this gap and increase ease of complaince for all involved.

This modification meets glitch reasons (d) and (f). 

It is Florida specific because it completes the implementation of State legislation. 

It reduces the impact to small businesses because it will create consistency in enforcement thereby reducing cost because it will 

reduce the likelihood of multiple compliance requirements across municipalities with no direction in code.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

It will reduce the time (and thus cost) it takes to enforce this new provision because it creates consistency in the inspection 

process.

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

It will reduce the cost because it will ease compliance and reduce the time enforcement officials will need review a multitude of 

differen form formats

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

This will reduce the cost to industry because a uniform form will be available, saving time that each company will require to 

make their own signed certification to meet the provision

Requirements

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

This modification will make enforcement easier, thereby increasing 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

It strengthens the code by including the field application for this new provision.

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

No, because it makes provisions for all the possibly compliance options included in the provision

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

No, it will increase the effectiveness of the code because it closes a compliance gap.
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