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Attachments

Brad Schiffer

No

7/26/2012 102.1

No1

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted Section

Chapter

F5690  1

General Comments

Alternate Language No

No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Allow methods of compliance in The Florida Fire Prevention Code that are not mentioned in Florida Building Code.

Rationale

Since a building in Florida has to be designed to meet the requirements of this Code and The Florida Fire Prevention Code (FFPC) 

there are methods of compliance that are not addressed in this Code but are allowed in the FFPC. In the past, for parity, many of these 

methods caused Florida amendments to this Code. This would allow use. These methods do not cause conflicts nor create different 

levels of requirements but are just not mentioned in this Code.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

This should clear up any confusion on the ability to use Code compliance methods allowed in The Florida Fire Prevention Code 

but not addressed in this Code.

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

This could lower cost of compliance by adding additional methods of compliance.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

This could lower cost of compliance by adding additional methods of compliance.

Requirements

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

Being in parity with The Florida Fire Prevention Code will meet 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

By allowing additional methods of compliance improves the Code.

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

Helps prevent discrimination.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Enhances the effectiveness of the Code.
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Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

YES

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

OTHER

Methods covered by this were prior Florida Amendments. The International Building Code does not coordinate with 

NFPA requirements covered in The Florida Fire Prevention Code.

Explanation of Choice

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

Florida establishes the additional use of the NFPA 1 and NFPA 101 with The Florida Fire Prevention Code causing the 

need to coordinate.

Explanation of Choice

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

Florida Building Code amendment process?

OTHER

It would not make sense in the IBC which uses the International Fire Code.

Explanation of Choice
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Attachments

Joseph Belcher

Yes

7/25/2012 202

Yes1

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted Section

Chapter

F5639  2

General Comments

Alternate Language No

No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Adds definition for Means of Escape

Rationale

Companion change to Section 1008.1.4.5 permitting temporary covering of emergency escape and rescue opeings with impact 

resistant coverings when a storm threatens.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact. This has been in FBC since 2001 Edition.

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

No impact. This has been in FBC since 2001 Edition.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact. This has been in FBC since 2001 Edition.

Requirements

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

The change has a reasonable and substantial connection to the welfare of the general public because it is part of a system 

allowing the protection of all openings during the threat of a storm and has been in the code since the 2001 Edition.

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

The change strengthens and improves the code by providing an alternate allowing the protection of all openings during the threat 

of a storm and has been in the code since the 2001 Edition.

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 change improves the effectiveness of the code by providing an alternate allowing the protection of all openings during the 

threat of a storm and has been in the code since the 2001 Edition
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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

Joe Bigelow

No

7/16/2012 202

No2

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted Section

Chapter

F5191  3

General Comments

Alternate Language No

Yes

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

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

Rationale

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

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

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

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

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

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

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

Requirements

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

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

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

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

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

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

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

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

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

Explanation of Choice

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

General Comment - 08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012

F
5
1
9
1
-G

1
  

Proponent  Ken Cureton Submitted 9/21/2012 NoAttachments

The proposal provides for carbon monoxide control provisions as per 553.885 FS and definition of townhouse as per 481 FS.

Comment:
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Attachments

Joe Bigelow

No

7/12/2012 307

No3

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted Section

Chapter

F5105  4

General Comments

Alternate Language No

Yes

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

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

Rationale

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

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

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

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

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

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

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

Requirements

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

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

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

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

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

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

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

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

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

Explanation of Choice

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

General Comment - 08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012

F
5
1
0
5
-G

1
  

Proponent  Ken Cureton Submitted 9/21/2012 NoAttachments

The proposal provides for provisions specific to retail sale sparklers as per 791.01 FS.

Comment:
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Attachments

amador barzaga

Yes

7/16/2012 403.4.7 Smoke removal

Yes4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted Section

Chapter

F5170  5

General Comments

Alternate Language No

No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Maintaining smoke control requirements for High-Rise Buildings

Rationale

Smoke control for “high rise buildings” has been part of the FBC Section 909, since 2004. In order to maintain the same level of life 

safety for the citizens of the State of Florida we must maintain this requirement.  Inclusion in the code is necessary to avoid 

diminishing the expected level of life safety that has been established by having this as a code item for over 8 years in the Florida 

Building Code.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None. Maintains current code provisions requirements.

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

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

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

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

Requirements

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

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

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

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

of the FBC.

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

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

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

official.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

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

Fire2013 Triennial

Page 17 of 147

01/10/2012 Page 17 of 147



P
a

g
e

: 
1

h
tt
p
:/
/w

w
w

.f
lo

ri
d
a
b
u
ild

in
g
.o

rg
/U

p
lo

a
d
/M

o
d
ifi

ca
tio

n
s
/R

e
n
d
e
re

d
/M

o
d
_
5
1
7
0
_
T

e
xt

O
fM

o
d
ifi

ca
tio

n
_
1
.p

n
g

F
5
1
7
0
  
T

e
x

t 
M

o
d

if
ic

a
ti

o
n

Fire2013 Triennial

Page 18 of 147

01/10/2012 Page 18 of 147



P
a

g
e

: 
1

h
tt
p
:/
/w

w
w

.f
lo

ri
d
a
b
u
ild

in
g
.o

rg
/U

p
lo

a
d
/M

o
d
ifi

ca
tio

n
s
/R

e
n
d
e
re

d
/M

o
d
_
5
1
7
0
_
P

Q
2
_
M

a
in

ta
in

in
g
 s

a
fe

ty
_
1
.p

n
g

F
5
1
7
0
  
P

ri
o

r 
C

o
d

e
 V

e
rs

io
n

 q
u

e
s

ti
o

n
. 

E
v

id
e

n
c

e
 o

r 
D

a
ta

Fire2013 Triennial

Page 19 of 147

01/10/2012 Page 19 of 147



Attachments

Joe Bigelow

No

7/12/2012 505.2

No5

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted Section

Chapter

F5106  6

General Comments

Alternate Language No

Yes

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

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

Rationale

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

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

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

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

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

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

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

Requirements

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

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

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

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

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

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

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

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

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

Explanation of Choice

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

General Comment - 08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012

F
5
1
0
6
-G

1
  

Proponent  Ken Cureton Submitted 9/21/2012 NoAttachments

The proposal provides for an area limitation exception for Group S2 as per SB 442.

Comment:
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Attachments

Joe Bigelow

No

7/12/2012 510.4

No5

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted Section

Chapter

F5107  7

General Comments

Alternate Language No

No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

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

Rationale

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

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

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

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

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

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

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

Requirements

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

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

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

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

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

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

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

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

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

Explanation of Choice

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

Joe Bigelow

No

7/12/2012 706

No7

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted Section

Chapter

F5108  8

General Comments

Alternate Language No

Yes

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

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

Rationale

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

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

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

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

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

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

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

Requirements

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

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

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

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

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

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

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

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

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

Explanation of Choice

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

General Comment - 08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012

F
5
1
0
8
-G

1
  

Proponent  Ken Cureton Submitted 9/21/2012 NoAttachments

The proposal adds definition for townhouse as per 481 FS.

Comment:
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Attachments

Joe Bigelow

No

7/12/2012 708.3

No7

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted Section

Chapter

F5109  9

General Comments

Alternate Language No

No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

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

Rationale

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

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

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

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

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

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

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

Requirements

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

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

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

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

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

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

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

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

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

Explanation of Choice

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

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO

Fire2013 Triennial

Page 30 of 147

01/10/2012 Page 30 of 147



P
a

g
e

: 
1

h
tt
p
:/
/w

w
w

.f
lo

ri
d
a
b
u
ild

in
g
.o

rg
/U

p
lo

a
d
/M

o
d
ifi

ca
tio

n
s
/R

e
n
d
e
re

d
/M

o
d
_
5
1
0
9
_
T

e
xt

O
fM

o
d
ifi

ca
tio

n
_
1
.p

n
g

F
5
1
0
9
  
T

e
x

t 
M

o
d

if
ic

a
ti

o
n

Fire2013 Triennial

Page 31 of 147

01/10/2012 Page 31 of 147



Attachments

Joe Bigelow

No

7/12/2012 901.1

No9

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted Section

Chapter

F5110  10

General Comments

Alternate Language No

Yes

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

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

Rationale

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

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

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

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

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

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

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

Requirements

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

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

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

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

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

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

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

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

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

Explanation of Choice

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

General Comment - 08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012

F
5
1
1
0
-G

1
  

Proponent  Ken Cureton Submitted 9/21/2012 NoAttachments

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

Comment:
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Attachments

Joe Bigelow

No

7/12/2012 903.2.11.3

No9

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted Section

Chapter

F5111  11

General Comments

Alternate Language No

Yes

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

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

Rationale

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

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

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

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

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

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

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

Requirements

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

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

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

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

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

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

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

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

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

Explanation of Choice

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

General Comment - 08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012

F
5
1
1
1
-G

1
  

Proponent  Ken Cureton Submitted 9/21/2012 NoAttachments

The proposal provides for automatic sprinkler requirements for buildings three stories or more as per 553.895 FS.

Comment:
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Attachments

Joe Bigelow

No

7/12/2012 916

No9

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted Section

Chapter

F5113  12

General Comments

Alternate Language No

Yes

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

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

Commission plan to update the 2013 Code

Rationale

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

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

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

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

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

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

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

Requirements

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

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

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

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

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

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

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

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

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

Explanation of Choice

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

General Comment - 08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012

F
5
1
1
3
-G

1
  

Proponent  Ken Cureton Submitted 9/21/2012 NoAttachments

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

Comment:
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General Comment - 08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012
F

5
1
1
3
-G

2
  

Proponent  Ken Cureton Submitted 9/21/2012 NoAttachments

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

Comment:

General Comment - 08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012

F
5
1
1
3
-G

3
  

Proponent  Joseph Eysie Submitted 9/23/2012 NoAttachments

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

Comment:
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Attachments

Joseph Belcher

Yes

7/25/2012 1002.1

Yes10

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted Section

Chapter

F5638  13

General Comments

Alternate Language No

No

Related Modifications

202 Definitions

1008.1.4.5

Summary of Modification

Add Means of Escape to list of definitions.

Rationale

Companion change for  section 1008.1.4.5 permitting hurricane temporary protection of emergency escape and rescue openings when 

a storm threatens.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact. This has been in FBC since 2001 Edition.

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

No impact. This has been in FBC since 2001 Edition.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact. This has been in FBC since 2001 Edition.

Requirements

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

The provision adding means of escape requirements has a reasonable and substantial connection to the welfare of the general 

public because it is part of a system allowing the protection of all openings during the threat of a storm.

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

The provision adding means of escape requirements improves the code because it provides an alternate for the  protection of all 

openings during the threat of a storm.

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 change improves the effectiveness of the code by providing an alternate for the protection of emergency escape and rescue 

openings when there is the threat of a storm.
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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

7/25/2012 1008.1.4.5

Yes10

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted Section

Chapter

F5640  14

General Comments

Alternate Language No

No

Related Modifications

202 Definitions

1002.1 Definitions

Summary of Modification

Adds provisons allowing opening protection of emergency escape and rewsuce opening with impact resistant covers provided a 

means of escape is provided.

Rationale

The Commission has recognized since the first edition of the FBC that opening protection is of major importance during a hurricane 

event. The proposed modification will assist in safeguarding the public during high wind events. The original intent for requiring such 

openings was to provide an opening of adequate size for the ingress of firefighters wearing full bunker gear and self-contained 

breathing apparatus. The provisions have evolved to emphasize escape; however, the opening size stipulated is still based on the 

ability of a fully bunkered firefighter to reach into the window and perform a rescue or to climb into the room. The provisions as 

currently contained in the code create a conflict between two life safety issues: escape during a fire emergency and structural integrity 

during a high wind event. 

While it is acknowledged there is a risk of fire during a hurricane, structural integrity must be considered the greatest concern. Clearly 

the damage wrought by hurricanes is wind damage, not fire damage. The provisions related to escape and rescue from bedrooms are 

based on a scenario where occupants are sleeping and a fire starts in another part of the house. The occupant awakens and finds the 

fire has blocked access to the primary means of egress. During a hurricane, it is doubtful that the occupants will be sleeping. We also 

acknowledge the potential for the opening protection to be installed a day or two in advance of a storm and to remain in place a day or 

two after the storm. However, storm protection devices are not closed or installed unless there is a serious threat of a storm 

approaching. Should entry by firefighters become necessary, tools to allow rapid entry from outside the structure are available on 

responding vehicles.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact. This has been in FBC since 2001 Edition.

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

No impact. This has been in FBC since 2001 Edition.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact. This has been in FBC since 2001 Edition.

Requirements

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

The change has a reasonable and substantial connection to the welfare of the general public because it is part of a system 

allowing the protection of all openings during the threat of a storm and has been in the code since the 2001 Edition.

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

The change strengthens and improves the code by providing an alternate allowing the protection of all openings during the threat 

of a storm and has been in the code since the 2001 Edition.

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 change improves the effectiveness of the code by providing an alternate allowing the protection of all openings during the 

threat of a storm and has been in the code since the 2001 Edition
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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

Jim Heise

No

7/30/2012 1008.1.7

No10

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted Section

Chapter

F5719  15

General Comments

Alternate Language No

No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

to maintain exceptions under 1008.1.7 Thresholds

Rationale

Language carried over from the 2010 Code.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact as these provisions are currently being enforced by the 2010 FBC.

Continues improved efficiency in enforcing the code.

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

No impact as these provisions are currently being enforced by the 2010 FBC.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact as these provisions are currently being enforced by the 2010 FBC.

Requirements

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

Helps protect the health and welfare of the public by having products properly water tested and labeled to these standards.

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

This will improve the code by reinstating these standards that exist in the Florida Code with the current edition.

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

This modification does not discriminate as it allows the use of any product that shows proof of meeting the code established 

standards.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

No adverse impact.
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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

Fire2013 Triennial

Page 54 of 147

01/10/2012 Page 54 of 147



P
a

g
e

: 
1

h
tt
p
:/
/w

w
w

.f
lo

ri
d
a
b
u
ild

in
g
.o

rg
/U

p
lo

a
d
/M

o
d
ifi

ca
tio

n
s
/R

e
n
d
e
re

d
/M

o
d
_
5
7
1
9
_
T

e
xt

O
fM

o
d
ifi

ca
tio

n
_
1
.p

n
g

F
5
7
1
9
  
T

e
x

t 
M

o
d

if
ic

a
ti

o
n

Fire2013 Triennial

Page 55 of 147

01/10/2012 Page 55 of 147



Attachments

Ken Cureton

No

8/2/2012 1015

No10

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted Section

Chapter

F5985  16

General Comments

Alternate Language No

Yes

Related Modifications

None

Summary of Modification

Modify SECTIONS 1015.1 and 1015.2.1

Rationale

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

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

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

compliance with Florida Statutes.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

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

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

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

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

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

Requirements

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

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

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

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

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

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

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

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

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

in order to maintain compliance with Florida Statutes.

Explanation of Choice

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

General Comment - 08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012

F
5
9
8
5
-G

1
  

Proponent  Ken Cureton Submitted 9/21/2012 NoAttachments

The proposal provides for provisions with regard to travel distance and exists for Group R2 as per SB 442.

Comment:
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Attachments

Joseph Belcher

No

7/31/2012 1029.1

Yes10

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted Section

Chapter

F5796  17

General Comments

Alternate Language No

No

Related Modifications

1008.4.5

Summary of Modification

Retains provision refering to hurricane devices on emergency escape and rescue openings.

Rationale

The Commission has recognized since the first edition of the FBC that opening protection is of major importance during a hurricane 

event. The proposed modification will assist in safeguarding the public during high wind events. The original intent for requiring such 

openings was to provide an opening of adequate size for the ingress of firefighters wearing full bunker gear and self-contained 

breathing apparatus. The provisions have evolved to emphasize escape; however, the opening size stipulated is still based on the 

ability of a fully bunkered firefighter to reach into the window and perform a rescue or to climb into the room. The provisions as 

currently contained in the code create a conflict between two life safety issues: escape during a fire emergency and structural integrity 

during a high wind event. 

While it is acknowledged there is a risk of fire during a hurricane, structural integrity must be considered the greatest concern. 

Clearly the damage wrought by hurricanes is wind damage, not fire damage. The provisions related to escape and rescue from 

bedrooms are based on a scenario where occupants are sleeping and a fire starts in another part of the house. The occupant awakens 

and finds the fire has blocked access to the primary means of egress. During a hurricane, it is doubtful that the occupants will be 

sleeping. We also acknowledge the potential for the opening protection to be installed a day or two in advance of a storm and to 

remain in place a day or two after the storm. However, storm protection devices are not closed or installed unless there is a serious 

threat of a storm approaching. Should entry by firefighters become necessary, tools to allow rapid entry from outside the structure are 

available on responding vehicles.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact. This has been in FBC since 2001 Edition.

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

No impact. This has been in FBC since 2001 Edition.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact. This has been in FBC since 2001 Edition.

Requirements

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

The change has a reasonable and substantial connection to the welfare of the general public because it is part of a system 

allowing the protection of all openings during the threat of a storm and has been in the code since the 2001 Edition.

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

The change strengthens and improves the code by providing an alternate allowing the protection of all openings during the threat 

of a storm and has been in the code since the 2001 Edition.

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 change improves the effectiveness of the code by providing an alternate allowing the protection of all openings during the 

threat of a storm and has been in the code since the 2001 Edition
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Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

YES

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

NO

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

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

amendment applies to the state?
YES

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

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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Attachments

Michael Goolsby

Yes

7/6/2012 2601.1

No26

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted Section

Chapter

F4961  18

General Comments

Alternate Language No

No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Section formatting

Rationale

Legislative mandate resulted in the deletion on sections of Chapter 26 HVHZ not directly related to wind. This proposed modification 

serves to adopt the entire base code Chapter 26 and the one remaining HVHZ wind related section.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None. Base code provisions are now applicable, formatting only.

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

None. Base code provisions are now applicable, formatting only.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None. Base code provisions are now applicable, formatting only.

Requirements

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

This modification provides guidance to the applicable sections of the base code necessary for the proper design and installation 

plastic components and systems.

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

This modification provides guidance to the applicable sections of the base code necessary for the proper design and installation 

plastic components and systems.

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

This modification provides guidance to the applicable sections of the base code necessary for the proper design and installation 

plastic components and systems.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

This modification provides guidance to the applicable sections of the base code necessary for the proper design and installation 

plastic components and systems.
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Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

NO

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

Bryan Holland

No

7/6/2012 UL

No35

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted Section

Chapter

F5003  19

General Comments

Alternate Language No

No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Add standard UL 325 to list.

Rationale

The ANSI/UL standard is referenced in Section 406.1.5 &amp; 3110.4 but not identified in Chapter 35 of the FBC-B.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None.

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

None.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None.

Requirements

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

Yes.

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

Yes.

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

No.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

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

NO

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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Sub Code: Existing Building
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Attachments

Jim Heise

No

7/31/2012 604.1

No6

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted Section

Chapter

F5771  20

General Comments

Alternate Language No

Yes

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

window & door dimension 5% reduction clause

Rationale

In today&#39;s market, consumers are replacing older and smaller framed products with a more structural framed product creating a 

slight smaller clear opening inside the frame.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact as these provisions are currently being enforced by the 2010 FBC.

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

No impact as these provisions are currently being enforced by the 2010 FBC.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact as these provisions are currently being enforced by the 2010 FBC.

Requirements

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

Contributes to the health, safety and welfare of the general public by not requireing existing openings to be compromised.

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

Preserves improvement of the code.

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

No adverse impact.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

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

NO

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

General Comment - 08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012

F
5
7
7
1
-G

1
  

Proponent  BOAF CDC Submitted 9/23/2012 NoAttachments

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

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

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

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

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

avoid resubmission to the Florida Building Code amendment process.

Comment:
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Attachments

Ken Cureton

No

7/16/2012 1102

No11

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted Section

Chapter

F5158  21

General Comments

Alternate Language Yes

Yes

Related Modifications

None

Summary of Modification

Modify SECTION 1102.3

Rationale

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

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

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

legislative mandates as well as the Florida Building Codes – Accessibility and Energy Conservation.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

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

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

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

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

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

Requirements

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

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

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

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

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

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

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

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

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

in order to implement legislative mandates as well as the Florida Building Codes – Accessibility and Energy 

Conservation.

Explanation of Choice

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

Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO
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Alternate Language - 08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012
F

5
1
5
8
-A

1
Proponent  Jack Glenn Submitted 9/23/2012 YesAttachments Glenn

The proper term is “Fire” area not allowable area. 

1102.3 Fire protection systems. Existing fire allowable areas increased by the addition shall comply with Chapter 9 of the 

International Building Code. Florida Building Code, Building.

No change to proposed exception

Text of Modification

Rationale

The coreect term in the current code is Fire area not allowable area.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

no differnce from original submittal

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

no differnce from original submittal

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

no differnce from original submittal

Requirements

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

no differnce from original submittal

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

no differnce from original submittal

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

no differnce from original submittal

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

no differnce from original submittal

General Comment - 08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012

F
5
1
5
8
-G

1
  

Proponent  BOAF CDC Submitted 9/17/2012 NoAttachments

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

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

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

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

avoid resubmission to the Florida Building Code amendment process.

Comment:

General Comment - 08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012

F
5
1
5
8
-G

2
  

Proponent  Ken Cureton Submitted 9/21/2012 NoAttachments

The proposal provides for provisions with regard to allowable area increase for existing warehouse as per SB 2836.

Comment:
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Attachments

Ken Cureton

No

7/16/2012 APPENDIX D

No2904

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted Section

Chapter

F5162  22

General Comments

Alternate Language No

Yes

Related Modifications

None

Summary of Modification

Add APPENDIX D as indicated

Rationale

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

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

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

Commission’s Working Group initiatives of formatting and improving the application of the Florida Building Code – Existing Building, as 

well as correlate with other sections of the Florida Building Code.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

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

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

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

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

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

Requirements

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

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

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

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

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

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

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

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

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

in order to carry forward the Commission’s Working Group initiatives of formatting and improving the application of the 

Florida Building Code – Existing Building, as well as correlate with other sections of the Florida Building Code.

Explanation of Choice

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

General Comment - 08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012

F
5
1
6
2
-G

1
  

Proponent  BOAF CDC Submitted 9/17/2012 NoAttachments

Unnecessary, we have had 3 code cycles since the type of construction changed.

This is an example of why the process was changed.

 

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

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

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

avoid resubmission to the Florida Building Code amendment process.

Comment:
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Sub Code: Mechanical
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Attachments

amador barzaga

Yes

7/16/2012 513 Smoke Control Systems

Yes5

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted Section

Chapter

F5173  23

General Comments

Alternate Language No

Yes

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Maintaining smoke control requirements for High-Rise Buildings

Rationale

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

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

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

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

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None. Maintains current code provisions requirements.

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

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

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

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

Requirements

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

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

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

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

of the FBC.

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

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

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

official.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

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

General Comment - 08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012

F
5
1
7
3
-G

1
  

Proponent  BOAF CDC Submitted 9/23/2012 NoAttachments

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

 

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

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

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

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

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

avoid resubmission to the Florida Building Code amendment process.:

Comment:
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Sub Code: Residential
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Attachments

Ken Cureton

No

7/20/2012 R202

No2

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted Section

Chapter

F5424  24

General Comments

Alternate Language No

Yes

Related Modifications

None

Summary of Modification

Modify SECTION R202 (Fire)

Rationale

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

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

change process for the update to the 2013 Florida Building Code.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

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

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

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

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

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

Requirements

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

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

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

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

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

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

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

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

Fire2013 Triennial

Page 88 of 147

01/10/2012 Page 88 of 147



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

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

in order to supplement the most current version of the International Existing Building Code (IEBC) base code with 

Florida specific requirements.

Explanation of Choice

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

General Comment - 08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012

F
5
4
2
4
-G

1
  

Proponent  Ken Cureton Submitted 9/21/2012 NoAttachments

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

Comment:
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Attachments

Joseph Belcher

No

7/28/2012 R202

Yes2

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted Section

Chapter

F5716  25

General Comments

Alternate Language No

No

Related Modifications

R310.4

Summary of Modification

Adds definition for means of escape.

Rationale

This proposal and the companion change to 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.

The Commission determined that the protection of openings, even emergency escape and rescue openings when there is a threat of a 

storm is of extreme importance.The original intent for requiring such openings was to provide an opening of adequate size for the 

ingress of firefighters wearing full bunker gear and self-contained breathing apparatus. The provisions have evolved to emphasize 

escape; however, the opening size stipulated is still based on the ability of a fully bunkered firefighter to reach into the window and 

perform a rescue or to climb into the room. The provisions as currently contained in the code create a conflict between two life safety 

issues: escape during a fire emergency and structural integrity during a high wind event. 

While it is acknowledged there is a risk of fire during a hurricane, structural integrity must be considered the greatest concern. Clearly 

the damage wrought by Hurricane Andrew was wind damage, not fire damage. The provisions related to escape and rescue from 

bedrooms are based on a scenario where occupants are sleeping and a fire starts in another part of the house. The occupant awakens 

and finds the fire has blocked access to the primary means of egress. During a hurricane, it is doubtful that the occupants will be 

sleeping. We also acknowledge the potential for the opening protection to be installed a day or two in advance of a storm and to 

remain in place a day or two after the storm. However, storm protection devices are not closed or installed unless there is a serious 

threat of a storm approaching. Should entry by firefighters become necessary, tools to allow rapid entry from outside the structure are 

available on responding vehicles.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

The proposal will have no fiscal impact on code enforcement as it brings forward long-standing provisions of the FBCR

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

The proposal will have no fiscal impact on code enforcement as it brings forward long-standing provisions of the FBCR

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

The proposal will have no fiscal impact on code enforcement as it brings forward long-standing provisions of the FBCR

Requirements

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

The proposed modification will assist in safeguarding the public during high wind events.

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

The proposed modification will assist in safeguarding the public during high wind events.

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

The proposal does not discriminate.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

The proposal improves the effectiveness of the code by providing a means to increase life and structural safety during the threat 

of a storm.
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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

Alfonso Fernandez-Fraga

No

8/2/2012 303.4

No3

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted Section

Chapter

F5994  26

General Comments

Alternate Language No

No

Related Modifications

Proposed R324 Carbon Dioxide Alarms

Summary of Modification

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

Rationale

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

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

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

taking place.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None.

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

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

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

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

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

down.

Requirements

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

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

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

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

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

No this does not discriminate.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

No this does not degrade the effectiveness of the code, it is an improvement.
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Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

NO

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

7/31/2012 R302.1

Yes3

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted Section

Chapter

F5902  27

General Comments

Alternate Language No

No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Retains provision granting exception to fire resistance rating of screen enclosure walls of insect screening.

Rationale

This proposal retains a modification accepted in the 2010 FBCR. 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 kick 

plates.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

The change poses no impact on the cost of compliance relative to the enforcement of the code.

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

The change will reduce costs and make the attachment of a screen enclosure possible in those jurisdictions where a one hour 

fire resistance rating for screen enclosure walls is being required.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

The change will reduce costs and make the attachment of a screen enclosure possible in those jurisdictions where a one hour 

fire resistance rating for screen enclosure walls is being required.

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 welfare of the general public by providing a means for 

homeowners to attach a screen enclosure to the house without requiring fire resistance rating of the screen wall.

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.

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 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.
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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

8/2/2012 R302.2

No3

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted Section

Chapter

F6011  28

General Comments

Alternate Language No

No

Related Modifications

None

Summary of Modification

Retains single two-hour fire rated wall exception for townhouses.

Rationale

The provision maintains the traditional exception allowing a single two-hour fire rated wall for townhouse separation. There was 

considerable discussion on this issue during the adoption of the FBC 2010. (Mod 4087) This is an unintended consequence in the 

adoption of the base code. The base code provides for a common one-hour wall because all residential occupancies are required to 

be protected by fire sprinklers. The Florida Legislature prohibits the adoption of the base code provisions requiring all residential 

occupancies to be protected by fire sprinkler systems, so adoption would decrease fire safety. Further, Florida Statute also defines 

townhouses and includes the exception allowing a single two-hour fire rated separation wall. (Ch. 471, F.S.) In adopting these 

provisions for the FBC 2010, the Commission recognized that it is doubtful the legislature would provide one set of criteria in law for 

townhouses and allow all others to use a different set of criteria.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No cost impacts as provisions are currently adopted.

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

No cost impacts as provisions are currently adopted.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No cost impacts as provisions are currently adopted.

Requirements

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

Retains provisions for two-hour fire rated separation in townhouses which increases fire safety.

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

Improves the code by retaining provisions for two-hour fire rated separation in townhouses which increases fire safety.

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

The provisions do not discriminate

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Improves effectiveness of the code by retaining provisions for two-hour fire rated separation in townhouses which increases fire 

safety.
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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

Adoption of the base code provision is predicated on the base code requirment that all residential occupancies are 

protected by fire sprinklers. The Florida Legislature has prohibited the adoption of such measures. Permitting a 

one-hour separtion wall would be a considerable decrease in firesafety in these structures.

Explanation of Choice

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

7/31/2012 R302.3

Yes3

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted Section

Chapter

F5904  29

General Comments

Alternate Language No

No

Related Modifications

None

Summary of Modification

Retains provision granting exception to fire resistance rating of screen enclosure walls of insect screening.

Rationale

This proposal retains a modification accepted in the 2010 FBCR. 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.” 

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 kick 

plates.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

The change poses no impact on the cost of compliance relative to the enforcement of the code.

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

The change will reduce costs and make the attachment of a screen enclosure possible in those jurisdictions where a one hour 

fire resistance rating for screen enclosure walls is being required.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

The change will reduce costs and make the attachment of a screen enclosure possible in those jurisdictions where a one hour 

fire resistance rating for screen enclosure walls is being required.

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 welfare of the general public by providing a means for 

homeowners to attach a screen enclosure to the house without requiring fire resistance rating of the screen wall.

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.

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 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.
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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

Jack Glenn

No

7/19/2012 R302.5.2

No3

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted Section

Chapter

F5417  30

General Comments

Alternate Language No

No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Allow continued use of Class I ductboard in garages in addition to metal ductwork.

Rationale

Change clarifies that steel, 1 inch minimum rigid nonmetallic Class 0 or Class 1 duct board, is equivalent to 20 gauge sheet metal.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

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

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

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

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

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

Requirements

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

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

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

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

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

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

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade the code. Proposed language is consistent with the 2010 Florida Building Code.
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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

Jack Glenn

No

7/19/2012 R310.1

No3

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted Section

Chapter

F5419  31

General Comments

Alternate Language No

No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Maintain the provision for means of escape to a screen enclosure

Rationale

This change will reinsert language from previous code editions allowing for bedroom escape and rescue opening to open into a screen 

enclosure.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

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

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

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

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

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

Requirements

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

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

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

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

the 2010 Florida Building Code.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code. Proposed language consistent is with in the 2010 Florida Building Code.
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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

7/28/2012 R310.4

Yes3

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted Section

Chapter

F5717  32

General Comments

Alternate Language No

No

Related Modifications

R202 Definition of Means of Escape

Summary of Modification

Adds provision permitting the temporary installation of or closing of opening protection on emergency escape and resuce openings.

Rationale

This proposal and the companion change to R202 Means of Escape.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.

The Commission determined that the protection of openings, even emergency escape and rescue openings when there is a threat of a 

storm is of extreme importance.The original intent for requiring such openings was to provide an opening of adequate size for the 

ingress of firefighters wearing full bunker gear and self-contained breathing apparatus. The provisions have evolved to emphasize 

escape; however, the opening size stipulated is still based on the ability of a fully bunkered firefighter to reach into the window and 

perform a rescue or to climb into the room. The provisions as currently contained in the code create a conflict between two life safety 

issues: escape during a fire emergency and structural integrity during a high wind event. 

While it is acknowledged there is a risk of fire during a hurricane, structural integrity must be considered the greatest concern. Clearly 

the damage wrought by Hurricane Andrew was wind damage, not fire damage. The provisions related to escape and rescue from 

bedrooms are based on a scenario where occupants are sleeping and a fire starts in another part of the house. The occupant awakens 

and finds the fire has blocked access to the primary means of egress. During a hurricane, it is doubtful that the occupants will be 

sleeping. We also acknowledge the potential for the opening protection to be installed a day or two in advance of a storm and to 

remain in place a day or two after the storm. However, storm protection devices are not closed or installed unless there is a serious 

threat of a storm approaching. Should entry by firefighters become necessary, tools to allow rapid entry from outside the structure are 

available on responding vehicles.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact. The proposal brings forward provision that have been in the FBCR since the first edition.

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

No impact. The proposal brings forward provision that have been in the FBCR since the first edition.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact. The proposal brings forward provision that have been in the FBCR since the first edition.

Requirements

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

The proposed modification will assist in safeguarding the public during high wind events.

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

The proposed modification will assist in safeguarding the public during high wind events.

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

The proposed modification will assist in safeguarding the public during high wind events and does not discriminate.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

The proposed modification will assist in safeguarding the public during high wind events, thereby imnproving the effectiveness of 

the code.
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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

Jack Glenn

No

7/19/2012 R311.3

No3

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted Section

Chapter

F5415  33

General Comments

Alternate Language No

No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Retain current code criteria to limit water intrusion while providing maximum better wind resistance.

Rationale

The change 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 2010 Florida Building Code.

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

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

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

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

Requirements

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

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

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

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

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

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

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

No,change does not degrade the code. Proposed language is consistent with the 2010 Florida Building Code.
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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

Ken Cureton

No

7/20/2012 R315

No3

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted Section

Chapter

F5438  34

General Comments

Alternate Language No

Yes

Related Modifications

None

Summary of Modification

Modify SECTIONS R315.1 through R315.3

Rationale

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

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

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

compliance with Florida Statutes.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

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

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

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

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

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

Requirements

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

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

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

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

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

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

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

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

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

in order to maintain compliance with Florida Statutes.

Explanation of Choice

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

General Comment - 08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012

F
5
4
3
8
-G

1
  

Proponent  Ken Cureton Submitted 9/21/2012 NoAttachments

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

Comment:
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Attachments

Alfonso Fernandez-Fraga

No

8/2/2012 R324

No3

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted Section

Chapter

F5995  35

General Comments

Alternate Language No

No

Related Modifications

R303.4

Summary of Modification

Adds carbon dioxide alarm requirement, where called for by other sections of the Code.

Rationale

The elaboration on carbon dioxide alarms is required as part of the proposed change to R303.4

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None, unless required by the proposed change to 303.4.

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

None, unless required by the proposed change to 303.4.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None, unless required by the proposed change to 303.4.

Requirements

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

Yes.  Refer to proposed change to R303.4

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

Yes.  Refer to proposed change to R303.4

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

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

NO

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

Ken Cureton

No

7/20/2012 SECTION R313 - AUTOMATIC FIRE SPRINKLER SYSTEMS

No3

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted Section

Chapter

F5437  36

General Comments

Alternate Language No

Yes

Related Modifications

None

Summary of Modification

Modify SECTION R313

Rationale

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

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

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

compliance with Florida Statutes.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

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

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

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

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

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

Requirements

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

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

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

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

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

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

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

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

Fire2013 Triennial

Page 131 of 147

01/10/2012 Page 131 of 147



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

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

in order to maintain compliance with Florida Statutes.

Explanation of Choice

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

General Comment - 08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012

F
5
4
3
7
-G

1
  

Proponent  Ken Cureton Submitted 9/21/2012 NoAttachments

The proposal deletes the automatic fire sprinkler provisions of Section R313 in accordance with 553.73(17) FS.

Comment:
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Attachments

Michael Goolsby

No

7/6/2012 1801.9

No18

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted Section

Chapter

F4978  37

General Comments

Alternate Language No

Yes

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Section formatting

Rationale

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

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

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

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

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

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

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

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

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

Requirements

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

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

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

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

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

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

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

This modification provides guidance to the applicable code sections and does not limit the use or compliance of materials.
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Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

NO

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

General Comment - 08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012

F
4
9
7
8
-G

1
  

Proponent  Jack Glenn Submitted 9/23/2012 NoAttachments

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

Velocity Hurricane Zone.

Comment:
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Attachments

Michael Goolsby

Yes

7/9/2012 4412

Yes44

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted Section

Chapter

F5019  38

General Comments

Alternate Language No

Yes

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Eliminating unnecessary duplication of Chapter 44 HVHZ provisions

Rationale

Since the inception of the FBC, the content of Chapter 44 of the FBC, R has been a duplication of the sections contained in the FBC, 

Building volume. This proposed modification is intended to maintain the continuation of the current level of safety for the protection of 

life and property unchanged. Importantly, the proposed modification eliminates the need to unnecessarily duplicate more than 

one-hundred pages into the FBC, R volume, thereby reducing the size of the text contained in the FBC. Additionally, the proposed 

modification prevents the need to replace all of the non-wind related sections which were removed by legislative directive with dozens 

of individual modifications, each requiring review and approval; this process would otherwise be unavoidable in order to create a 

crucial integration of applicable and relevant building code sections into Chapter 44 requirements. In short, this proposed modification 

is a simplified approach resulting in identical code requirements but through a less time consuming, less complicated and less 

duplicative process.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None. The end result is a continuation of the applicability of base building code requirements for HVHZ residences as has existed 

in all previous editions of the Florida Building Code.

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

None. The end result is a continuation of the applicability of base building code requirements for HVHZ residences as has existed 

in all previous editions of the Florida Building Code.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None. The end result is a continuation of the applicability of base building code requirements for HVHZ residences as has existed 

in all previous editions of the Florida Building Code.

Requirements

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

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

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

It does so by eliminating the need to unnecessarily duplicate building code provisions and affects a reduction in the number of 

code pages to be compiled, reviewed, edited and printed.

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

This modification does not curtail the use of any material, products, methods or systems of construction already deemed 

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

acceptable to the code official.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

This modification does not degrade the effectiveness of the code; instead, it maintains the applicability of relevant base code 

requirements as has been the case since the first edition of the Florida Building Code.
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Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?

NO

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

General Comment - 08/09/2012 - 09/23/2012

F
5
0
1
9
-G

1
  

Proponent  Jack Glenn Submitted 9/23/2012 NoAttachments

Creates a reference to Chapter 26 of the FBC-B. The FBC-R was created to be a free standing document and as such should 

include the language if it meets the criteria for a Florida specific amendment.

Comment:
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Sub Code: Building
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Attachments

Joe Bigelow

No

7/13/2012 1008.1.3.5

No10

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted Section

Chapter

F5119  39

General Comments

Alternate Language No

No

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

To carry forward Commission Dec statement and to implement the Commission plan to update the 2013 code

Rationale

To carry forward Commission Declaratory Statement and to implement the Commission plan to update the 2013 code

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

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

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

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

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

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

Requirements

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

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

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

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

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

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

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

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

To carry forward Commission Declaratory statement and to implement the Commission plan to update the 2013 code

Explanation of Choice

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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