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Attachments

Jeff Sonne / FSEC

No

12/31/2015

Pending Review

1

Pending Review

No10

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN6984  1

Related Modifications

6764 and 6765

Summary of Modification

New ANSI duct testing Standard for Table R402B.

Rationale

This change provides the new American National Standard that did not exist for reference during the last Florida Code cycle or for 

reference during the 2015 IECC cycle.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None; this new American National Standard is appropriate for code use, but does not change duct testing requirements.

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

None; this new American National Standard is appropriate for code use, but does not change duct testing requirements.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None; this new American National Standard is appropriate for code use, but does not change duct testing requirements.

Requirements

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

Yes; this new American National Standard is appropriate for code use, but does not change duct testing requirements.

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

Improves the code; this new American National Standard is appropriate for code use, but does not change duct testing 

requirements.

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

No; replaces existing Standard with a new American National Standard, but does not change duct testing requirements.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade the code; this new American National Standard is appropriate for code use, but does not change duct testing 

requirements.

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

Eric Lacey

No

12/30/2015

Pending Review

101.4.2

Pending Review

Yes1

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN6930  2

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

This proposal modifies the categories of exempt buildings to be consistent with Florida Statutes.

Rationale

See attached Reason Statement.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

This proposal will help clarify the applicability of the code, improving enforcement.

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

This proposal will clarify the applicability of the code, benefitting building and property owners.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

This proposal should not increase industry costs relative to compliance.

Requirements

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

This proposal clarifies the energy code, which is part of a comprehensive set of building standards dedicated to 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

This proposal improves the code by clarifying the categories of exempt buildings.

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

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

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

This proposal improves the effectiveness of the code.

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

Eric Lacey

No

12/30/2015

Pending Review

101.4.2

Pending Review

Yes1

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN6932  3

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

This proposal modifies the categories of exempt buildings to be consistent with Florida Statutes.

Rationale

See attached Reason Statement.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

This proposal will help clarify the applicability of the code, improving enforcement.

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

This proposal will clarify the applicability of the code, benefitting building and property owners.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

This proposal should not increase industry costs relative to compliance.

Requirements

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

This proposal clarifies the energy code, which is part of a comprehensive set of building standards dedicated to 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

This proposal improves the code by clarifying the categories of exempt buildings.

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

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

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

This proposal improves the effectiveness of the code.

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

Dwight Wilkes

Yes

12/15/2015

Pending Review

202

Pending Review

No2

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN6561  4

Related Modifications

6558

Summary of Modification

This code change is also being proposed for the 2018 IECC. This revision clarifies the types of products that are included in the 

category of “skylights” and brings the Florida Building Code: Energy Conservation (Commercial) in closer alignment with the Florida 

Building Code: Building.

Rationale

This revision clarifies the types of products that are included in the category of “skylights” and brings the Florida Building Code: Energy 

Conservation (Commercial) in closer alignment with theFlorida Building Code: Building.

This code change is also being proposed for the 2018 IECC.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No Impact

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

No Impact

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No Impact

Requirements

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

Yes

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

Yes, improves correlation with the Building Code

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

Does Not

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does Not

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

Roger LeBrun

No

12/17/2015

Pending Review

202

Pending Review

No2

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN6580  5

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Improve correlation with the Building Code regarding Fenestration definitions

Rationale

This revision clarifies the types of products that are included in the category of “skylights” and brings the Florida Building Code: Energy 

Conservation (Commercial) in closer alignment with the Florida Building Code: Building.

This code change is also being proposed for the 2018 IECC.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

More thorough definition for &quot;skylight&quot; should improve consistency of enforcement

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

No impact

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact

Requirements

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

No effect

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

Completes the range of products classified as skylights

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

Removes discriminatory omission of other roof-mounted product types

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

No effect

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

Eric Lacey

No

12/30/2015

Pending Review

202

Pending Review

Yes2

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN6929  6

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

This proposal updates and clarifies the definition of "Replacement."

Rationale

See attached Reason Statement.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

There should be no impact on local enforcement of the code.

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

There should be no impact on building or property owners.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

There should be no impact to industry relative to cost of compliance.

Requirements

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

This proposal updates and clarifies a definition in the energy code, which is part of a comprehensive set of codes dedicated to 

the health, safety, and welfare of the general public.

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

The proposal strengthens the code by improving and clarifying a definition.

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

The proposal does not discriminate against any products.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

The proposal improves the effectiveness of the code.

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

Dwight Wilkes

Yes

12/15/2015

Pending Review

202

Pending Review

No2

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN6558  7

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

This revision clarifies the types of products that are included in the category of “skylights” and brings the Florida Building Code: 

Energy Conservation (Residential) in closer alignment with the Florida Building Code: Residential.

Rationale

This revision clarifies the types of products that are included in the category of “skylights” and brings the Florida Building Code: Energy 

Conservation (Residential) in closer alignment with the Florida Building Code: Residential.

Proposal has been submitted to IECC 2018 Edition.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No Impact Improves correlation with the residential code

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

No Impact

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No Impact

Requirements

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

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

Does not

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not

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

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

E
N

6
5
5
8
-G

1
  

Proponent  Jeff Sonne / FSEC Submitted 2/24/2016 NoAttachments

This mod is informative, not normative, so doesn&#39;t belong in the code.

Comment:
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Attachments

Roger LeBrun

No

12/17/2015

Pending Review

202

Pending Review

No2

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN6582  8

Related Modifications

6580

Summary of Modification

Improve correlation with the Residential Code regarding Fenestration definitions

Rationale

This revision clarifies the types of products that are included in the category of “skylights” and brings the Florida Building Code: Energy 

Conservation (Residnetial) in closer alignment with the Florida Building Code: Residential.

This code change is also being proposed for the 2018 IECC.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

More thorough definition for &quot;skylight&quot; should improve consistency of enforcement

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

No impact

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact

Requirements

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

No effect

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

Completes the range of products classified as skylights

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

Removes discriminatory omission of other roof-mounted product types

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

No effect

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

Energy2017 Triennial
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Attachments

Joseph Belcher

Yes

1/1/2016

Pending Review

103.1.1.2.1

Pending Review

Yes3

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN7079  9

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Reinstate requirement to send in energy forms.

Rationale

Up until the 5th Edition of the code submittal of the information was a requirement. The forms were sent to the University of Florida 

and data was extracted from the forms. An annual report was produced and the university was free to enter agreements with other 

parties to provide custom reports. The Masonry Association of Florida entered such an agreement with UF and found the information 

very valuable in a number of programs. The requirement was removed from the Florida Building Code, 5th Edition (2014). 

Subsequently, the university approached the Commission indicating the program could continue at no cost to the State and Florida 

Building  Commission voted to initiate rulemaking reinstating the requirement. (October 2014) Apparently, there were issues with 

calendaring the rule and it has not been adopted. It is hoped the rule will be adopted in the near future and this code change is being 

submitted to provide relief in the event it is not adopted.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

There will be a cost to copy, package, and mail the sheets.

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

No impact.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact.

Requirements

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

The information was used in the past to provide reports on the energy use and other useful information statewide.

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

The submittal of the forms will allow extraction of data on energy use statewide.

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

Does not discriminate.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code.

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

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

E
N

7
0
7
9
-G

1
  

Proponent  Jeff Sonne / FSEC Submitted 2/25/2016 NoAttachments

Suggest possibly deleting the second sentence of section R103.1.1.2.1 of this mod as the pertinent page(s) may not always be 

the front page, and we believe this may be covered with the proponents language of &quot;proper form&quot; as specified in 

section R103.1.1.2.1.1 of the mod.

Comment:
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Attachments

Mark Nowak

No

12/14/2015

Pending Review

402.1.3

Pending Review

Yes4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN6538  10

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Creates cost effective prescriptive R-values for buildings.

Rationale

This proposal improves on the base IECC code by providing a cost-effective option for framed walls under the prescriptive R-value 

compliance method that takes into account the climate in Florida.  The IECC process does not consider the unique climates of Florida 

in setting their prescriptive envelope requirements because the IECC climate zones are far broader than Florida.   Further, there was 

no specific cost impact assessment conducted to support individual entries to this table in the IECC.  This proposal introduces a 

cavity-only solution for all framed walls in Florida that is supported by simulations and cost analysis.

Using Energy Gauge Premier Summit, we ran multiple simulations on a prototype building using R-13, R-13+5, and R-13+7.5 wall 

insulation to assess the difference in energy use and cost savings.  The cost for continuous insulation and installation was estimated 

at $16,864 for R7.5 and $14,313 for R-5.  The simple payback is between 66 and 89 years in Orlando and Miami, respectively.  In 

most cases, the building will outlive its useful economic life before the continuous insulation will pay for itself.

Additional details on the simulations, cost analysis and assumptions are provided in the attached support document.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact.

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

This proposal would lower costs to owners.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

This proposal would lower costs to the construction industry.

Requirements

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

The proposal provides cost effective solutions for delivery of an energy efficiency building taking into account the unique climate 

in Florida.

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

The proposal provides cost effective solutions for delivery of an energy efficiency building taking into account the unique climate 

in Florida.

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

The proposal is material-neutral and applies to all framed types of construction.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

The proposed changes have insignificant impact on overall building performance while providing a much more cost-effective 

prescriptive solution than the base code.

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

YES

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

NO

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

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

applies to the state?

YES

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

Building Code amendment process?

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

E
N

6
5
3
8
-G

1
  

Proponent  Jay Crandell Submitted 2/25/2016 NoAttachments

Proposal EN6538 should be disapproved for a number of reasons.  First, it significantly weakens the code. Second, it relies on 

an overly simplistic economic analysis that does not account for the realities of the time-value of money.  Third, it fails to realize 

that alternative solutions are feasible through the performance path or use of U-factors. Finally, it creates an even greater 

inequity between buildings that are built with wood or steel frame construction – causing an identical steel frame building to 

perform much lower than its wood frame counterpart.  This inequity will be “blind” to consumers resulting in building construction 

or purchasing decisions that will tend to reduce energy efficiency in the marketplace, with consumers unwittingly footing the bill.   

Reducing the energy efficiency of wall construction also has other “value” impacts not considered in this proposal.  For example, 

building envelopes that are less efficient result in a less comfortable indoor environment for occupants which affects behaviors, 

such as increasing energy consumption for space conditioning to offset the loss of comfort.  There currently is a cavity-insulation 

option represented in the code (e.g., R20 for wood frame); thus, this proposal is not needed to maintain the option for cavity only 

insulation.  By extending a cavity insulation only option to steel framing (which has a much greater problem with thermal 

bridging through steel studs), the effective R-value of walls will be nearly cut in half (i.e., reduced by 40 to 50 percent) and the 

energy cost-benefit impacts are likely in many cases to be greater than represented by the one building configuration 

considered.

Comment:

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

E
N

6
5
3
8
-G

2
  

Proponent  Eric Lacey Submitted 2/25/2016 YesAttachments

See attached comment.

Comment:
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Attachments

Eric Lacey

No

12/30/2015

Pending Review

402.4

Pending Review

Yes4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN6925  11

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

This proposal maintains the commercial fenestration SHGC requirement that currently applies under the 5th Edition Code.

Rationale

See attached Reason Statement.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

This proposal prevents an efficiency rollback and simplifies enforcement of the code.

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

This proposal prevents an efficiency rollback and simplifies compliance with the code.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

This proposal prevents an efficiency rollback and simplifies compliance with the code.

Requirements

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

This proposal supports the health, safety, and welfare of the general public by maintaining reasonable energy efficiency 

standards and simplifying the code.

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

This proposal improves the code by simplifying compliance and enforcement and maintains the current fenestration SHGC 

requirement.

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

This proposal does not discriminate against any product.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

This proposal improves the effectiveness of the code.

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

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

E
N

6
9
2
5
-G

1
  

Proponent  Roger LeBrun Submitted 1/12/2016 NoAttachments

Reassign this to the Energy TAC.  Also, look for other mislocated energy code change proposals.

Comment:

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

E
N

6
9
2
5
-G

2
  

Proponent  Muthusamy Swami Submitted 2/25/2016 NoAttachments

Obviously, IECC and ASHRAE have seen reasons to slightly roll back these numbers.

The proposers have not presented any analytical justification challenging the reasons ASHRAE &amp; IECC  undertook these 

rollbacks. 

TAC need to examine this closely to determine if deviation from the base code is warranted.

Comment:
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Attachments

Amanda Hickman

No

12/31/2015

Pending Review

403.2.12.3

Pending Review

Yes4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN7003  12

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Revises label requirement for Fan efficiency grade (FEG) requirements.

Rationale

see attached.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Only the label requirement is being revised so code officials will now just need to look on construction documents.

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

None. Only the label requirement is being revised.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None. Only the label requirement is being revised.

Requirements

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

None. Only the label requirement is being revised.

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

None. Only the label requirement is being revised.

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

None. Only the label requirement is being revised.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

None. Only the label requirement is being revised.

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

Jeff Sonne / FSEC

No

12/31/2015

Pending Review

403.2.3

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN7021  13

Related Modifications

6983

Summary of Modification

Make sure code is consistent with federal heating and cooling equipment efficiency minimums.

Rationale

At times there is a conflict between the written code and the federal standards. This clarifies that the federal law/standards take 

precedence.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Consistent with federal law.

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, as the federal law limits have been vetted by government, manufacturers and energy advocates to be the best efficiency for 

any extra cost.

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

Yes; clarifies the code.

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

Does not discriminate.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade the code; makes it clearer on what to do in case of conflict.

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

Gary Beaumont

No

12/23/2015

Pending Review

405.6.3

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN6782  14

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Change C405.6.3 to read the same as ASHRAE 90.1-2013 Addendum c 8.4.1 Voltage Drop. The conductors for feeders and branch 

circuits combined shall be sized for maximum of 5% voltage drop total.

Rationale

By not limiting the Feeder voltage drip to 2%, there is a major reduction in the first cost in certain projects (hi-rise, large commercial, 

etc.) and combining the voltage drop to a 5% total limit keeps the energy costs neutral.   Lights, appliances, motors, etc. do not know 

whether the voltage drop occurred in the feeders or branch.  This would save commercial projects in Florida millions of dollars a year 

with no additional energy costs.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None

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

The impact would be approximately .5% of the construction costs

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

Commercial projects would save approximately .5 of the construction costs.

Requirements

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

Saves money with no negative energy effects.

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

Puts the energy code in compliance with NEC and ASHRAE addendum c

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

No effect.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Meets and exceeds NEC

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

Alternate Language

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

6
7
8
2
-A

2

Proponent  Bryan Holland Submitted 2/22/2016 Attachments Yes

While I agree that a reasonable efficiency of operation will be provided by limiting the maximum total voltage drop of all 

conductors from the service to the farthest outlet to 5 percent, the permitted voltage drop on any one circuit or conductor should 

not exceed 3 percent. As proposed, a calculated voltage drop of less than 2 percent on a feeder would allow a 4 percent or more 

voltage drop on the branch circuits. Overheating of the branch circuit conductors and conductor terminations could be the result. 

By limiting the maximum voltage drop on any single conductor to 3 percent, the total 5 percent voltage drop permitted will be 

evenly distributed across the entire premise wiring system.

Rationale

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None.

None. This modified proposal will not have a significant impact on system design or cost of compliance.

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

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None. This modified proposal will not have a significant impact on system design or cost of compliance.

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

This has a minimal connection to health, safety, and welfare of the public.

Requirements

This modified proposal provides equivalent energy conservation to what is currently required by code.

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

No.

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities
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No.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

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

YES

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

NO

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

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

why the proposed amendment applies to the state?

YES

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

resubmission to the Florida Building Code amendment process?

NO

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

E
N

6
7
8
2
-G

1
  

Proponent  Thomas Lasprogato Submitted 2/3/2016 NoAttachments

I remain neutral

Comment:
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Attachments

Dwight Wilkes

Yes

12/15/2015

Pending Review

407.5.1

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN6563  15

Related Modifications

6562

Summary of Modification

Correct an inconsistency in the 2015 IECC related to skylights. This code change is also being proposed for the 2018 IECC.

Rationale

This corrects an inconsistency in the treatment of skylights vs. vertical fenestration between the commercial text and the 2015 IECC 

commercial performance methodology.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact.

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

No impact.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact.

Requirements

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

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

Does not.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not.

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

YES

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

OTHER

Explanation of Choice

This corrects an inconsistency in the treatment of skylights vs. vertical fenestration between the commercial text and 

the 2015 IECC commercial performance methodology.  The code provides two sets of area limits for both vertical 

fenestration and skylights under prescriptive design.  For vertical fenestration, both sets of limits are reflected in the 

criteria for performance design.  For skylights, only one set of criteria is currently referenced.

It is not unusual for changes in prescriptive code to be adopted, with no appropriate attention paid to how the 

performance path might fall behind unless parallel changes are offered in the code change proposal. That appears to 

be the case in this instance.

This modification also replaces references to “glazing” with “vertical fenestration”, as appropriate per the previous 

modification.

This code change is also being proposed for the 2018 IECC.

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

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

applies to the state?

NO

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

Building Code amendment process?

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

E
N

6
5
6
3
-G

1
  

Proponent  Eric Lacey Submitted 2/25/2016 YesAttachments

See attached comment.

Comment:
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Attachments

Eric Lacey

No

12/30/2015

Pending Review

202

Pending Review

Yes4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN6928  16

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Revises the definition of Replacement to include thermal envelope components.

Rationale

See attached Reason Statement

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

There should be no impact on enforcement of code.

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

There should be no impact on building or property owners.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

There should be no impact on cost of compliance.

Requirements

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

This proposal clarifies a definition in the energy conservation code, which is part of a complete set of building codes dedicated to 

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

This proposal strengthens the code by improving and clarifying a definition.

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

This proposal does not discriminate against any products.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

This proposal improves the effectiveness of the code.

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

Eric Lacey

No

12/30/2015

Pending Review

402.1.1

Pending Review

Yes4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN6926  17

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Amends the climate zone 1 fenestration U-factor requirement in Table R402.1.1 to "NR," consistent with the 2015 IECC.

Rationale

See attached Reason Statement.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

This proposal will not impact enforcement of the code.

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

This proposal will provide additional flexibility for compliance with the code.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

This proposal will provide additional flexibility for compliance with the code.

Requirements

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

This proposal makes the Florida Building Code climate zone 1 fenestration U-factor specification consistent with the 2015 IECC.

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

This proposal improves the code by making it more consistent with the 2015 IECC.

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

This proposal will allow a wider range of materials to be used for compliance.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

This proposal does not degrade the effectiveness of the code.

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

Jeff Sonne / FSEC

No

12/31/2015

Pending Review

402.1.2

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN6980  18

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Limit prescriptive compliance glazed fenestration area as a fraction of total house conditioned area.

Rationale

Houses that have large glazed areas will have increased energy use relative to those with less glazed area. Historically most builders 

comply using the performance method where the actual home is compared against a home that has a limited amount of glazed area. 

This modification allows homes to continue to comply using the performance method and avoids having new homes that will have 

excessive air conditioning use due to large glazed areas relative to floor area. Some homes with very high glazed areas may also 

cause extra load at peak times on utilities. Florida homes main energy use is through air conditioning and windows allow our sun to 

pass through it and are one of the main loads for a house. Thus this change is more applicable to Florida than other locations. 

Furthermore, very high glazed fenestration area homes (upscale custom homes) have been built in Florida.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Very little as this only applies to a small portion of homes.

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

Will force those homes with high glazing areas relative to floor area to maintain the same level of energy performance as homes 

with standard amounts of glazing to floor areas.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

For most homes this change would not have any impact. For those homes where it might cause a change a builder can comply 

in any number of ways, from better windows to better HVAC equipment using the performance method.

Requirements

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

The purpose of the energy code is to avoid high energy use new homes. Without this requirement there is no assurance that a 

new home might not use as much energy as many 20-year old homes of the same size.

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

Yes, this strengthens the code by limiting energy use in some cases.

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

Increases code effectiveness by limiting energy use in some cases.

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

YES

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

NO

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

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

applies to the state?

OTHER

Explanation of Choice

This has more bearing on Florida due to the homes we build and our high air conditioning load.

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

Building Code amendment process?

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

E
N

6
9
8
0
-G

1
  

Proponent  Eric Lacey Submitted 2/25/2016 YesAttachments

See attached comment.

Comment:

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

E
N

6
9
8
0
-G

2
  

Proponent  Jeff Sonne / FSEC Submitted 2/25/2016 NoAttachments

We disagree with the logic presented in general comment EN6980-G1 for rejecting this mod. The lack of window limits on the 

prescriptive path allow homes that would fail compliance under any performance path where the reference home has upper 

limits of glass. These houses could consume considerably more energy than homes built to earlier Florida codes (2010 and 

earlier) that included such limits. Many very large homes (some with more than 10,000 square feet) exceed the 20% threshold 

proposed and could end up costing Floridians considerable cost by increasing peak power demand. Our long summer weather 

and contemporary housing styles make Florida particularly sensitive to this loophole in IECC that the Commission had, up until 

2014, correctly avoided. Homes with more glass will be able to comply by incorporating other efficiency measures using the 

performance method.

Comment:

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

E
N

6
9
8
0
-G

3
  

Proponent  Jeff Inks Submitted 2/25/2016 NoAttachments

The Window &amp; Door Manufacturers Association believes this proposed amendment should be rejected for several reasons.   

In particular the proposed 20% maximum glazed area is an arbitrary value and has not been substantiated by any sound data 

regarding energy efficiency gains that will result  --  nor is there substation that this amendment is needed in the jurisdiction of 

Florida or elsewhere.  Furthermore, while we don’t dispute that houses with large glazed areas may have greater energy use 

than a similar home with less glazing, that can be for many reasons and is not true in all cases.  Asserting otherwise ignores all 

of the other aspects of the building design, construction and operation that impact the efficiency of the building, as well as the 

other beneficial attributes provided by the glazed areas.  A home with a large glazed area can also have lessened energy use 

relative to those with a less glazed area.

Comment:

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

E
N

6
9
8
0
-G

4
  

Proponent  Jeff Sonne / FSEC Submitted 2/25/2016 NoAttachments

Concerning general comment 6980-G3, the commenter states the following:

&quot;Furthermore, while we don’t dispute that houses with large glazed areas may have greater energy use than a similar 

home with less glazing, that can be for many reasons and is not true in all cases.  Asserting otherwise ignores all of the other 

aspects of the building design, construction and operation that impact the efficiency of the building, as well as the other 

beneficial attributes provided by the glazed areas.  A home with a large glazed area can also have lessened energy use relative 

to those with a less glazed area.&quot;

FSEC agrees with this statement and believes that the performance method would indeed determine if the house uses too 

much energy or has incorporated the design parameters that would indeed allow it to use less energy.  We believe this 

comment makes an argument for accepting FSEC&#39;s 6980 mod as originally submitted.

Comment:
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Attachments

Jeff Sonne / FSEC

No

12/31/2015

Pending Review

402.1.4

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN6981  19

Related Modifications

6980

Summary of Modification

Limit prescriptive U-factor Alternative compliance glazed fenestration area as a fraction of total house conditioned area.

Rationale

Houses that have large glazed areas will have increased energy use relative to those with less glazed area. Historically most builders 

comply using the performance method where the actual home is compared against a home that has a limited amount of glazed area. 

This modification allows homes to continue to comply using the performance method and avoids having new homes that will have 

excessive air conditioning use due to large glazed areas relative to floor area. Some homes with very high glazed areas may also 

cause extra load at peak times on utilities. Florida homes main energy use is through air conditioning and windows allow our sun to 

pass through it and are one of the main loads for a house. Thus this change is more applicable to Florida than other locations. 

Furthermore, very high glazed fenestration area homes (upscale custom homes) have been built in Florida.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Very little as this only applies to a small portion of homes.

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

Will force those homes with high glazing areas relative to floor area to maintain the same level of energy performance as homes 

with standard amounts of glazing to floor areas.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

For most homes this change would not have any impact. For those homes where it might cause a change a builder can comply 

in any number of ways, from better windows to better HVAC equipment using the performance method.

Requirements

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

The purpose of the energy code is to avoid high energy use new homes. Without this requirement there is no assurance that a 

new home might not use as much energy as many 20-year old homes of the same size.

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

Yes, this strengthens the code by limiting energy use in some cases.

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

Increases code effectiveness by limiting energy use in some cases.

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

YES

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

NO

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

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

applies to the state?

OTHER

Explanation of Choice

This has more bearing on Florida due to the homes we build and our high air conditioning load.

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

Building Code amendment process?

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

E
N

6
9
8
1
-G

1
  

Proponent  Eric Lacey Submitted 2/25/2016 YesAttachments

See attached comment.

Comment:

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

E
N

6
9
8
1
-G

2
  

Proponent  Jeff Sonne / FSEC Submitted 2/25/2016 NoAttachments

We disagree with the logic presented in general comment EN6981-G1 for rejecting this mod. The lack of window limits on the 

prescriptive path allow homes that would fail compliance under any performance path where the reference home has upper 

limits of glass. These houses could consume considerably more energy than homes built to earlier Florida codes (2010 and 

earlier) that included such limits. Many very large homes (some with more than 10,000 square feet) exceed the 20% threshold 

proposed and could end up costing Floridians considerable cost by increasing peak power demand. Our long summer weather 

and contemporary housing styles make Florida particularly sensitive to this loophole in IECC that the Commission had, up until 

2014, correctly avoided. Homes with more glass will be able to comply by incorporating other efficiency measures using the 

performance method.

Comment:

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

E
N

6
9
8
1
-G

3
  

Proponent  Jeff Inks Submitted 2/25/2016 NoAttachments

The Window &amp; Door Manufacturers Association believes this proposed amendment should be rejected for several reasons.   

In particular the proposed 20% maximum glazed area is an arbitrary value and has not been substantiated by any sound data 

regarding energy efficiency gains that will result  --  nor is there substation that this amendment is needed in the jurisdiction of 

Florida or elsewhere.  There is also no substantiation for why this should be a condition for the use of the U-factor alternative 

provision or of the improvement in energy efficiency that results, and it undermines the intent of the provision to provide 

reasonable flexibility.   

Furthermore, while we don’t dispute that houses with large glazed areas may have greater energy use than a similar home with 

less glazing, that can be for many reasons and is not true in all cases.  Asserting otherwise ignores all of the other aspects of 

the building design, construction and operation that impact the efficiency of the building, as well as the other beneficial attributes 

provided by the glazed areas.  A home with a large glazed area can also have lessened energy use relative to those with a less 

glazed area.

Comment:

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

E
N

6
9
8
1
-G

4
  

Proponent  Jeff Sonne / FSEC Submitted 2/25/2016 NoAttachments

Concerning general comment 6981-G3, the commenter states the following:

&quot;Furthermore, while we don’t dispute that houses with large glazed areas may have greater energy use than a similar 

home with less glazing, that can be for many reasons and is not true in all cases.  Asserting otherwise ignores all of the other 

aspects of the building design, construction and operation that impact the efficiency of the building, as well as the other 

beneficial attributes provided by the glazed areas.  A home with a large glazed area can also have lessened energy use relative 

to those with a less glazed area.&quot;

FSEC agrees with this statement and believes that the performance method would indeed determine if the house uses too 

much energy or has incorporated the design parameters that would indeed allow it to use less energy.  We believe this 

comment makes an argument for accepting FSEC&#39;s 6981 mod as originally submitted.

Comment:
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Attachments

Jeff Sonne / FSEC

No

12/31/2015

Pending Review

402.1.5

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN6982  20

Related Modifications

6980 and 6981

Summary of Modification

Limit prescriptive Total UA Alternative compliance glazed fenestration area as a fraction of total house conditioned area.

Rationale

Houses that have large glazed areas will have increased energy use relative to those with less glazed area. Historically most builders 

comply using the performance method where the actual home is compared against a home that has a limited amount of glazed area. 

This modification allows homes to continue to comply using the performance method and avoids having new homes that will have 

excessive air conditioning use due to large glazed areas relative to floor area. Some homes with very high glazed areas may also 

cause extra load at peak times on utilities. Florida homes main energy use is through air conditioning and windows allow our sun to 

pass through it and are one of the main loads for a house. Thus this change is more applicable to Florida than other locations. 

Furthermore, very high glazed fenestration area homes (upscale custom homes) have been built in Florida.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Very little as this only applies to a small portion of homes.

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

Will force those homes with high glazing areas relative to floor area to maintain the same level of energy performance as homes 

with standard amounts of glazing to floor areas.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

For most homes this change would not have any impact. For those homes where it might cause a change a builder can comply 

in any number of ways, from better windows to better HVAC equipment using the performance method.

Requirements

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

The purpose of the energy code is to avoid high energy use new homes. Without this requirement there is no assurance that a 

new home might not use as much energy as many 20-year old homes of the same size.

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

Yes, this strengthens the code by limiting energy use in some cases.

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

Increases code effectiveness by limiting energy use in some cases.

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

YES

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

NO

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

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

applies to the state?

OTHER

Explanation of Choice

This has more bearing on Florida due to the homes we build and our high air conditioning load.

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

Building Code amendment process?

YES

Energy2017 Triennial
Page 94 of 268



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

E
N

6
9
8
2
-G

1
  

Proponent  Eric Lacey Submitted 2/25/2016 YesAttachments

See attached comment.

Comment:

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

E
N

6
9
8
2
-G

2
  

Proponent  Jeff Sonne / FSEC Submitted 2/25/2016 NoAttachments

We disagree with the logic presented in general comment EN6982-G1 for rejecting this mod. The lack of window limits on the 

prescriptive path allow homes that would fail compliance under any performance path where the reference home has upper 

limits of glass. These houses could consume considerably more energy than homes built to earlier Florida codes (2010 and 

earlier) that included such limits. Many very large homes (some with more than 10,000 square feet) exceed the 20% threshold 

proposed and could end up costing Floridians considerable cost by increasing peak power demand. Our long summer weather 

and contemporary housing styles make Florida particularly sensitive to this loophole in IECC that the Commission had, up until 

2014, correctly avoided. Homes with more glass will be able to comply by incorporating other efficiency measures using the 

performance method.

Comment:

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

E
N

6
9
8
2
-G

3
  

Proponent  Jeff Inks Submitted 2/25/2016 NoAttachments

The Window &amp; Door Manufacturers Association believes this proposed amendment should be rejected for several reasons.   

In particular the proposed 20% maximum glazed area is an arbitrary value and has not been substantiated by any sound data 

regarding energy efficiency gains that will result  --  nor is there substation that this amendment is needed in the jurisdiction of 

Florida or elsewhere.  There is also no substantiation for why this should be a condition for the use of the Total UA Alternative 

provision or of the improvement in energy efficiency that results, and it undermines the intent of the provision to provide 

reasonable flexibility.   

Furthermore, while we don’t dispute that houses with large glazed areas may have greater energy use than a similar home with 

less glazing, that can be for many reasons and is not true in all cases.  Asserting otherwise ignores all of the other aspects of 

the building design, construction and operation that impact the efficiency of the building, as well as the other beneficial attributes 

provided by the glazed areas.  A home with a large glazed area can also have lessened energy use relative to those with a less 

glazed area.

Comment:

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

E
N

6
9
8
2
-G

4
  

Proponent  Jeff Sonne / FSEC Submitted 2/25/2016 NoAttachments

Concerning general comment 6982-G3, the commenter states the following:

&quot;Furthermore, while we don’t dispute that houses with large glazed areas may have greater energy use than a similar 

home with less glazing, that can be for many reasons and is not true in all cases.  Asserting otherwise ignores all of the other 

aspects of the building design, construction and operation that impact the efficiency of the building, as well as the other 

beneficial attributes provided by the glazed areas.  A home with a large glazed area can also have lessened energy use relative 

to those with a less glazed area.&quot;

FSEC agrees with this statement and believes that the performance method would indeed determine if the house uses too 

much energy or has incorporated the design parameters that would indeed allow it to use less energy.  We believe this 

comment makes an argument for accepting FSEC&#39;s 6982 mod as originally submitted.

Comment:
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Attachments

Joseph Belcher

Yes

12/27/2015

Pending Review

402.3.1

Pending Review

Yes4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN6805  21

Related Modifications

202 Definition Projection Factor

Summary of Modification

Adds definition for Projection Factor; Adds new section addressing projection factor for residential construction.

Rationale

This amendment allows for the use of overhangs to meet the solar heat gain coefficient requirements within the FBC-EC. See 

Uploaded Support File for Rationale.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact to the local entity on the cost of code enforcement.

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

May result in a cost savings by providing credit for viable element not recognized in residential portion of the code.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

May result in a cost savings by providing credit for viable element not recognized in residential portion of the code.

Requirements

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

The proposal has a reasonable connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public by giving credit to an option 

to provide time honored creative design solutions to address solar heat gain issues.

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

The proposal improves the code by giving credit to an option to provide time honored creative design solutions to address solar 

heat gain issues.

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

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

capabilities.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

The proposal does not degrade the effectiveness of the code.

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

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

E
N

6
8
0
5
-G

1
  

Proponent  Jeff Sonne / FSEC Submitted 2/24/2016 NoAttachments

Although one could get more specific with projection factors by orientation, the factors provided do not provide sufficient 

shading. This method also may be more difficult for building inspectors to verify than the 4’ average overhang depth.

Comment:

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

E
N

6
8
0
5
-G

2
  

Proponent  Eric Lacey Submitted 2/25/2016 YesAttachments

See attached comment.

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

E
N

6
8
0
5
-G

3
  

Proponent  Jeff Inks Submitted 2/25/2016 NoAttachments

The Window &amp; Door Manufacturers Association believes this proposed amendment should be rejected for several reasons.   

Unlike the provisions noted for commercial construction where SHGC is based on the use or none-use of shading devices, it 

does not provide a complete exception for the SHGC requirements all together as this proposed amendment appears to do.  We 

believe there is also no adequate substantiation for the PF values proposed in new Table R402.3.2.1, even if PF credit was 

warranted, and further that if approved, would be a significant degradation of the energy code.   In addition we believe the 

proposed definition is not clear with respect to measuring the horizontal depth of the overhang.

Comment:
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Attachments

Jeff Sonne / FSEC

No

12/18/2015

Pending Review

402.4.1.2

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN6573  22

Related Modifications

6577

Summary of Modification

Raise residential building air leakage rate limit and provide air leakage testing standard.

Rationale

Temperature differences in Florida are small; the primary load from infiltration is humidity. However, it requires considerable energy 

use to remove excessive humidity that would be introduced through forced ventilation at the levels required below five ACH50. The 

seven ACH50 limit allows slightly leakier homes to not have the expense and energy use associated with mechanical ventilation while 

maintaining a level of air tightness consistent with historical practice, which has not shown to be problematic in Florida to date. More 

importantly, whole house mechanical ventilation systems have not been highly reliable and very tight houses with failed whole house 

mechanical ventilation systems could experience reduced indoor air quality and increased risk of occupant health issues. The 

proposed modification allows builders more leeway in creating houses that are still efficient while less subject to these risks.

EnergyGauge modeling shows energy use for a sample 2,400 square foot, 2-story Tampa Florida house to only increase 149 kWh per 

year going from an ACH50 of five to seven (without mechanical ventilation in both cases).

The ANSI/RESNET/ICC 380-2016 change provides the new American National Standard that did not exist for reference during the last 

Florida Code cycle or for reference during the 2015 IECC cycle.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Assists by allowing a small range of leakage rates which would not require mechanical ventilation systems and associated 

verifications, and by providing an air leakage testing standard.

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

Reduces first cost by allowing a small range of leakage rates which would not require mechanical ventilation. May also lower 

ongoing costs by reducing humidity introduced by forced ventilation that would need to be removed. Testing standard reduces 

confusion and potential related costs.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

Reduces first cost by allowing a small range of leakage rates which would not require a mechanical ventilation system. May also 

lower operating costs by reducing humidity introduced by forced ventilation that would need to be removed.  Also reduces 

confusion by providing a testing standard.

Requirements

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

Yes; reduces costs while maintaining a level of air tightness consistent with historical practice which has not been shown to be 

problematic in Florida to date; also provides a testing standard.

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

Improves the code by reducing costs while maintaining a level of air tightness consistent with historical practice which has not 

been shown to be problematic in Florida to date; also provides a testing standard.

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

Does not discriminate; provides a testing standard.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Improves code effectiveness by reducing costs while maintaining a level of air tightness consistent with historical practice which 

has not been shown to be problematic in Florida to date, and by providing a testing standard.

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

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

6
5
7
3
-A

7

Proponent  Jeff Sonne / FSEC Submitted 2/25/2016 Attachments Yes

This alternate language comment keeps the original text of our originally submitted mod 6573 for section R402.4.1.2 (and 

rationale of mod 6573) but adds ASHRAE 62.2-2010 and 2013 as ventilation rate options to Section R403.6 which was brought 

up in alternate language comment 6573-A6. ASHRAE Standard 62.2-2010 and 62.2-2013 allow natural house air leakage to 

meet part of the outdoor air requirement (so the total outdoor air requirement is met by a combination of infiltration and 

mechanical ventilation). Although the current code tables for ventilation are the same as ASHRAE 62-2 2010 for the cases of no 

credit for infiltration, this modification allows designers to provide only that ventilation necessary according to the standards 

without creating potential unnecessary moisture or energy impacts. For consistency and to avoid code conflict, this modification 

should also be made in the residential code. The comparison table below shows that for a number of house size, bedroom, 

height and ach50 level combinations, the ASHRAE 62.2 options in most cases require less ventilation than the 2015 IRC and 

IMC requirements. Mechanical ventilation requirements of various codes and standards in the average Florida weather and 

shielding factor (62.2 wsf) climate Florida Home Characteristics Mechanical Vent Requirements (cfm) CFA Nbr Height 62.2 wsf 

Rationale

ach50 IRC IMC 62.2-2010 62.2-1013 3000 3 17 0.39 5 60 60 60 62 3000 3 17 0.39 7 60 60 50 39 2400 3 17 0.39 5 60 60 54 56 

2400 3 17 0.39 7 60 60 46 37 2000 3 9 0.39 5 60 60 50 58 2000 3 9 0.39 7 60 60 48 46 1600 2 9 0.39 5 60 45 39 45 1600 2 9 

0.39 7 60 45 37 35

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Just being aware that the ASHRAE 62.2 ventilation options are in the code.

Offers options that could reduce first cost and operating cost.

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

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

Offers options that could reduce first cost and operating cost.

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

Yes, provides ASHRAE Standard level ventilation options which may reduce moisture and/or energy impacts.

Requirements

Improves the code by providing ASHRAE Standard level ventilation options which may reduce moisture and/or energy 

impacts.

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

Does not discriminate; provides additional options.

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

Does not degrade code effectiveness; improves the code by providing ASHRAE Standard level ventilation options which 

may reduce moisture and/or energy impacts.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?  No
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Mechanical ventilation requirements of various codes and standards  
in the average Florida weather and shielding factor (62.2 wsf) climate 

Florida Home Characteristics Mechanical Vent Requirements (cfm) 

CFA Nbr Height 62.2 wsf ach50 IRC IMC 62.2-2010 62.2-1013 

3000 3 17 0.39 5 60 60 60 62 

3000 3 17 0.39 7 60 60 50 39 

2400 3 17 0.39 5 60 60 54 56 

2400 3 17 0.39 7 60 60 46 37 

2000 3 9 0.39 5 60 60 50 58 

2000 3 9 0.39 7 60 60 48 46 

1600 2 9 0.39 5 60 45 39 45 

1600 2 9 0.39 7 60 45 37 35 

 



Rationale 

This alternate language comment keeps the original text of our originally submitted mod 6573 for 
section R402.4.1.2 (and rationale of mod 6573) but adds ASHRAE 62.2-2010 and 2013 as ventilation rate 
options to Section R403.6 which was brought up in alternate language comment 6573-A6. 

ASHRAE Standard 62.2-2010 and 62.2-2013 allow natural house air leakage to meet part of the outdoor 
air requirement (so the total outdoor air requirement is met by a combination of infiltration and 
mechanical ventilation).  Although the current code tables for ventilation are the same as  ASHRAE 62-2 
2010 for the cases of no credit for infiltration, this modification allows designers to provide only that 
ventilation necessary according to the standards without creating potential unnecessary moisture or 
energy impacts. For consistency and to avoid code conflict, this modification should also be made in the 
residential code. 

The comparison table below shows that for a number of house size, bedroom, height and ach50 level 
combinations, the ASHRAE 62.2 options in most cases require less ventilation than the 2015 IRC and IMC 
requirements. 
 

 



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

N
6
5
7
3
-G

1
  

Proponent  Jeff Sonne / FSEC Submitted 2/24/2016 NoAttachments

Additional rationale for using ANSI/RESNET/ICC 380 for envelope leakage tests instead of referring to ASTM E779 (based on 

RESNET correspondence).

ASTM E779 has several parts that make the testing unduly complex and time consuming (and, therefore, costly) – one example 

is the requirement to perform extensive measurements in the home to show that pressures are relatively uniform, another is the 

requirement to both pressurize and depressurize a home.

ANSI/RESNET/ICC 380 is also much more specific about house preparation than E779.  Examples of this include explicit 

instructions in 380 on what to do with attics, basements and crawlspaces that are not included in E779 and how to set 

dampered and non-dampered ventilation openings.

In terms of the test procedure itself, ANSI/RESNET/ICC 380 includes single-point testing (that is not in E779) because it is by far 

the most common mode of testing used by practitioners today.  This single point testing had no specific approved test method 

so one was needed and was added to 380.   For single point testing, 380 also includes correction factors to account for test bias 

and uncertainty that E779 does not include.

Comment:

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

E
N

6
5
7
3
-G

2
  

Proponent  Jay Crandell Submitted 2/25/2016 YesAttachments

See attached comment.

Comment:

Energy2017 Triennial

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

E
N

6
5
7
3
-G

3
  

Proponent  Eric Lacey Submitted 2/25/2016 YesAttachments

See attached comment.

Comment:

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

E
N

6
5
7
3
-G

3
  

Proponent  Eric Lacey Submitted 2/25/2016 YesAttachments

See attached comment.

Comment:
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Attachments

Joseph Belcher

Yes

12/28/2015

Pending Review

402.4.1.2

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN6820  23

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Modify air leakage rate.

Rationale

The sole reason for the change given by the proponent to the change from 7 ACH to 5 ACH in the base code was to make buildings 

tighter. 

“There are four key areas of improvement in this proposal: Reduced leakage in duct systems and building envelopes, verified by 

testing. The proposal requires that all ductwork be inside conditioned space, sets new leakage limits on the ductwork, and adds a 

new requirement for testing the air tightness of the building envelope. As an alternative, homes with high-efficiency HVAC equipment 

are exempted from the requirement for ducts inside the conditioned space and are subject to less stringent duct and whole-house 

testing requirements.” (Excerpt from Reason statement for ICC Code Change EC13-09/10, ICC Monograph for ICC Public Hearings 

October 2009)

The statement of the first &quot;key area&quot; is the only reference to tighter building envelopes and was the sole reason given. 

Florida has enacted other measures through Florida specific amendments to the foundation code that result in greater energy 

efficiency.

In a report on whole-house ventilation effectiveness and failure rates by FSEC, one recommendation was to not require houses to 

become tighter than already specified by code and to consider increasing allowed air leakage to 7 ACH50 throughout Florida. 

(Source: Investigation of the Effectiveness and Failure Rates of Whole-House Mechanical Ventilation Systems in Florida” 

FSEC-CR-2002-15, June 1, 2015.) According to a statement by a member of FSEC on an Energy TAC conference call the energy loss 

at a 7 ACH infiltration rate is not sufficient to be of concern in Florida’s climate. Running models on Energy Gauge for a typical Florida 

house using 5 ACH and using 7 ACH resulted in no change.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact to local entity for code enforcement. Proposal reverts to requirement of FBC-EC 2010.

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

The proposal could result in a cost savings without a sacrifice of energy efficiency, Proposal reverts to requirement of FBC-EC 

2010. Building and property owners would still have the option of requesting the builder to provide greater energy efficiency if 

desired.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

The proposal could result in a cost savings without a sacrifice of energy efficiency, Proposal reverts to requirement of FBC-EC 

2010. Building and property owners would still have the option of requesting the builder to provide greater energy efficiency if 

desired.

Requirements

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

The proposal has a reasonable connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public because it recognizes that 

Florida has different needs in some aspects that other states using the foundation code.

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

The proposal improves the code by removing an overly restrictive requirement and reverting to a reasonable provision with no 

loss in energy efficiency.

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

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

capabilities

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

The proposal does not degrade the effectiveness of the code.

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

Alternate Language

1st Comment Period History                      01/13/2016 - 02/25/2016
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6
8
2
0
-A

2
Proponent  Mike Moore Submitted 2/22/2016 Attachments Yes

Please see the attached document for the rationale supporting the proposed change to M6820.

Rationale

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Reduces stringency of air tightness metric, meaning that verification of compliance will be easier.

By increasing the infiltration rate, operational energy costs are expected to increase slightly.

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

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

May reduce the cost of compliance by increasing the acceptable leakage rate.

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

The proposed changes to M6820 are expected to improve occupant health and recuce associated health costs by achieving 

the recommended minimum ventilation rate and decreasing indoor pollutant concentrations, especially in the summer when 

formaldehyde concentrations are expected to peak.

Requirements

Maintains the current standard of the model code by providing for a minimum acceptable level of indoor air quality aligned 

with national codes and standards.

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

Builders will continue to have multiple options for products and systems to meet the current and proposed code 

requirements.

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

As submitted by the proponent, M6820 would degrade the effectiveness fo the code to provide minimum acceptable indoor 

air quality. This amendment to the proposal seeks to restore the effectiveness of the code at providing minimum acceptable 

IAQ.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

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

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

E
N

6
8
2
0
-G

1
  

Proponent  Jay Crandell Submitted 2/25/2016 YesAttachments

See attached comment.

Comment:

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

E
N

6
8
2
0
-G

2
  

Proponent  Eric Lacey Submitted 2/25/2016 YesAttachments

See attached comment.

Comment:
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Attachments

Joseph Belcher

Yes

12/27/2015

Pending Review

402.4

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN6806  24

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Permit air leakage testing of low-rise R-2 as permitted for commercial.

Rationale

Current provisions for multi-family dwelling classified as low-rise residential require the testing of each unit separately. This 

amendment adds an exception to allow compliance to the air barrier requirements and testing as for commercial residential buildings 

allowing builders to test the entire building as a whole, as is permitted for commercial buildings. 

Air tightness testing for single-family detached homes is very straightforward; however, it is much more difficult to accurately test 

attached dwelling units, including multi-family buildings. Currently the FBC-EC treats low-rise multi-family buildings of three stories or 

less like single-family homes and multi-family buildings of four stories or more like commercial buildings. Regardless of height, all 

multi-family buildings have the same air-tightness testing complications, such as: Does the entire building need to be tested at one 

time? What about multi-family buildings with open corridors? Does every dwelling need to be tested? Can the leakages be averaged 

between units? Is the leakage tested only to the “outside” or should it include leakage to adjacent units?

By approving this change, low-rise multi-family buildings and attached single-family dwellings will avoid these complications, but still 

held to the same level of performance as high-rise (R-2) residential as well as all commercial buildings.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact to local entity relative to code enforcement.

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

No impact to building and property owners relative to code enforcement.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

The impact to industry relative to the cost of code compliance is most likely a reduction in costs as the builder could schedule 

testing of the entire building at once or test the units individually.

Requirements

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

Yes because it offers an option for the testing of buildings containing multiple dwellings as a single building and retains the 

ability to test units individually. This provides an option to the builder that could result in decreased costs while ensuring 

compliance with the code.

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

The proposal strengthens and improves the code by providing a solution to a difficult problem.

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.

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

Alternate Language

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

6
8
0
6
-A

1

Proponent  Mike Moore Submitted 2/22/2016 Attachments Yes

The objective of EN6806 is to provide more options for air tightness testing of multiple attached dwelling units. If approved, 

however, EN6806 would inadvertently remove the requirement for mechanical ventilation of tight dwelling units, which is 

currently contingent on the results of a blower door test at or below 5 air changes per hour at 50 pascals. This comment would 

insure that if Florida approves EN6806, mechanical ventilation would still be required for all dwelling units in compliance with the 

air tightness requirements of Florida’s IECC, regardless of the testing method that is used. Please refer to the rationale 

submitted for my proposed amendment to EN6573 for further information regarding combined ventilation/infiltration rates and 

health affects.

Rationale

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

As proposed, EN6806 may increase the local entity's burden by referencing a section of code that does not exist (i.e., 

C405.5.3.4 ??). Assuming this is corrected, increasing testing options can increase compliance, thereby reducing the local 

entity's costs of re-verification/inspection.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code
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By increasing compliance options, costs to industry may be reduced. These cost savings may be passed on to the building 

and property owners.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

Increases compliance options and likely promotes cost competitiveness.

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

The proposed changes to EN6806 are intended to safeguard public health, safety, and welfare by maintaining the 

requirement for mechanical ventilation currently in the model code.

Requirements

The proposed changes to EN6806 maintain the IAQ benefits of the model code while increasing options for compliance in 

verifying building air tightness.

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

The proposed changes to EN6806 maintain current options for ventilation systems that can be used to provide minimum 

acceptable indoor air quality.

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

The proposed changes to EN6806 maintain the IAQ benefits of the model code while increasing options for compliance in 

verifying building air tightness.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

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

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

E
N

6
8
0
6
-G

1
  

Proponent  Jeff Sonne / FSEC Submitted 2/25/2016 NoAttachments

[This comment assumes the proposer intended to reference IECC 2015 / FL base energy code section C402.5 instead of what 

was actually in the mod’s text: “FBC-EC Section C405.5.3.4”.]  Testing an entire multifamily residential building as a whole 

would not be able to address between unit pollution.  For this reason, we are against this mod.

Note ASHRAE Standard 62.2 addresses “compartmentalization” as follows:

8.4.1 Transfer Air. Measures shall be taken to minimize air movement across envelope components separating dwelling units, 

including sealing penetrations in the common walls, ceilings, and floors of each unit and by sealing vertical chases adjacent to 

the units. All doors between dwelling units and common hallways shall be gasketed or made substantially airtight.

8.4.1.1 Compliance. One method of demonstrating compliance with Section 8.4.1 shall be to verify a leakage rate below a 

maximum of 0.2 cfm per ft2 (100 L/s per 100 m2) of the dwelling unit envelope area (i.e., the sum of the area of walls between 

dwelling units, exterior walls, ceiling, and floor) at a test pressure of 50 Pa by a blower door test conducted in accordance with 

either ANSI/ASTM-E779, Standard Test Method for Determining Air Leakage Rate By Fan Pressurization,1 or 

ANSI/ASTM-E1827, Standard Test Methods for Determining Airtightness of Buildings Using an Orifice Blower Door. The test 

shall be conducted with the dwelling unit as if it were exposed to outdoor air on all sides, top, and bottom by opening doors and 

windows of adjacent dwelling units.

Comment:
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Attachments

Jeff Sonne / FSEC

No

12/22/2015

Pending Review

403.2.2

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN6764  25

Related Modifications

6765

Summary of Modification

New ANSI duct testing Standard.

Rationale

This change provides the new American National Standard that did not exist for reference during the last Florida Code cycle or for 

reference during the 2015 IECC cycle.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None; this new American National Standard is appropriate for code use, but does not change duct testing requirements.

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

None; this new American National Standard is appropriate for code use, but does not change duct testing requirements.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None; this new American National Standard is appropriate for code use, but does not change duct testing requirements.

Requirements

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

Yes; this new American National Standard is appropriate for code use, but does not change duct testing requirements.

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

Improves the code; this new American National Standard is appropriate for code use, but does not change duct testing 

requirements.

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

No; replaces existing Standard with a new American National Standard, but does not change duct testing requirements.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade the code; this new American National Standard is appropriate for code use, but does not change duct testing 

requirements.

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

Cheryl Harris

No

1/1/2016

Pending Review

403.3

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN6992  26

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Changes insulation size from R8 to R6 for supply and return ducts in attics.

Rationale

R-8 duct insulation takes more physical space than may fit in typical construction spaces and does not provide a significant amount of 

energy reduction for the cost.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact.

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

Impact would be to reduce cost not increase cost for both installation and materials.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

Impact would be to reduce cost not increase cost for both installation and materials.

Requirements

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

Energy savings would not be impacted to any significant degree.

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

Improves the code by allowing insulation in a thickness that facilitates installation without special equipment  and insures the 

ductwork can fit into a typical allowed space.

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

There is no requirement for proprietary equipment or products or method of installation.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

There is no proven significant loss of energy efficiency between the R8 and R6 duct insulation in the Florida market.

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

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

E
N

6
9
9
2
-G

1
  

Proponent  Jeff Sonne / FSEC Submitted 2/24/2016 NoAttachments

We oppose this change because it weakens the code.

Comment:

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

E
N

6
9
9
2
-G

2
  

Proponent  Charles Cottrell Submitted 2/24/2016 NoAttachments

Modification EN6922 – Reducing Duct Insulation Levels:  NAIMA strongly opposes the proposal to reduce the requirements for 

duct insulation in unconditioned spaces.  Because Florida’s climate is predominantly a cooling climate and a ducts are often 

placed in unconditioned attics, proper levels of duct insulation are extremely cost effective.  

Because attic temperatures in Florida can be as high as 140&#176;F in the summertime and ducts located in those attics 

typically convey air that is approximately 55&#176;F good insulation levels will save a great deal of energy.  Even building walls 

which typically have much lower temperature differences across them (approximately 80&#176;F outside and 68&#176;F inside) 

have R-value requirements of R-13 and higher.  The current levels of R-8 in for return and supply ducts in attics and R-6 in other 

unconditioned spaces like crawlspaces are well justified.  These R-values have been in the International Energy Conservation 

Code (IECC) since the early 2000’s and were originally proposed by the US Department of Energy and shown to be cost 

effective for all climate zones.  And they are even more cost effective in Florida’s hotter climate.  

Finally, the reason provided by the proponent for reducing the R-values is, “Improves the code by allowing insulation in a 

thickness that facilitates installation without special equipment and insures the ductwork can fit into a typical allowed space.”  

The additional thickness to go from R-6 to R-8 is approximately &#190; inch –because the duct has 2 sides the total added 

thickness for an R-8 duct as opposed to an R-6 duct is about 1-1/2 inches.  This can be easily accommodated in typical attic 

and crawlspace construction.  We strongly urge the State to retain the current duct R-value requirements.

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

E
N

6
9
9
2
-G

3
  

Proponent  Eric Lacey Submitted 2/25/2016 YesAttachments

See attached comment.

Comment:
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Attachments

Jeff Sonne / FSEC

No

12/31/2015

Pending Review

403.5.6.2

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN6985  27

Related Modifications

6983 and 7021

Summary of Modification

Make sure code is consistent with federal water heating equipment efficiency minimums.

Rationale

At times there is a conflict with the written code and the federal standards code and federal standards. This clarifies that the federal 

law/standards take precedence.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Consistent with federal law.

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, as the federal law limits have been vetted by government, manufacturers and energy advocates to be the best efficiency for 

any extra cost.

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

Yes; clarifies the code.

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

Does not discriminate; consistent with federal law.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Increases the effectiveness of the code by making it clearer.

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

Cheryl Harris

No

1/1/2016

Pending Review

403.6

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN7006  28

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Clarifies the wording "other approved means of ventilation" to ensure design is not restricted to only mechanical methods. Allows for 

ventilation by any means chosen by designer. Clarifies that Mechanical Ventilation is not mandatory.

Rationale

Clarifies that ventilation design may include methods other than mechanical thus allowing for ventilation by any means chosen by 

designer. Clarifies that Mechanical Ventilation is not mandatory.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact to enforcement

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

No impact to comply.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No cost impact to comply.

Requirements

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

Use of mechanical, natural, and infiltration methods for ventilation are all standard methods to provide ventilation for a residential 

dwelling.

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

Improves the code by clarifying there are alternate methods of ventilation to mechanical.

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

Modification expands rather than restricts materials, products, methods or systems.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

The modification does not degrade the effectiveness of the code.

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

Alternate Language

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

7
0
0
6
-A

2

Proponent  Arlene Stewart Submitted 2/25/2016 Attachments Yes

The application of mechanical ventilation is a mechanical code issue, not an energy code one. A cross reference is not needed 

and certainly not any additional criteria that is not already covered in the mechanical or residential codes. Deleting this reference 

will clarify the questions that industry has faced since V5 went into effect and will assist in better implementation of the 

requirement. Note that while the comment deletes a mandatory provision, the requirements for mechanical ventilation remain 

cited appropriately in the residential and mechanical codes. The deletion removes unnecessary and confusion duplication.

Rationale

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Deletion should reduce confusion and lead to better enforcement.

This proposal should reduce the cost of compliance because confusion can cause construction delays which costs 

additional dollars.

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

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

This proposal should reduce the cost of compliance because confusion often causes construction delays which costs 

additional dollars

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

Yes, because codes are better enforced and their intents better met when conflicts do not exist between code volumes.

Requirements

Yes, because it reduces confusion, allowing the primary intent to be better met

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

no

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities
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no, it strengths it by reducing confusion

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

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

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

E
N

7
0
0
6
-G

1
  

Proponent  Mike Moore Submitted 2/22/2016 YesAttachments

Please see attached for the rationale recommending disapproval of this proposal.

Comment:
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Attachments

Jeff Sonne / FSEC

No

12/30/2015

Pending Review

403.7.1.1

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN6938  29

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Variable capacity equipment sizing exception.

Rationale

Allows for the opportunity of variable capacity equipment to operate at more efficient lower capacity stages more often, thereby 

consuming less energy while meeting load. Reference: http://fsec.ucf.edu/en/publications/pdf/FSEC-PF-459-14.pdf.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Code officials will need to be aware of this code exception; otherwise none.

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

This is a voluntary option that enables owners and occupants to reap greater space conditioning energy savings than existing 

code.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None; optional.

Requirements

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

There is no negative impact. Oversized variable capacity systems will operate at the lower stages more often at which they are 

quieter.

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

Improves the code by allowing owners and occupants to reap greater space conditioning energy savings than existing code

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

Does not discriminate; provides another option.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade effectiveness of the code; only provides an option.

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

Jeff Sonne / FSEC

No

12/31/2015

Pending Review

403.7

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN6983  30

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Keep 2015 IECC heating and cooling equipment efficiency requirements.

Rationale

We recommend the 2015 IECC efficiency text be retained / included in the 2017 Florida Energy Conservation Code to provide clear 

efficiency rating requirements that do not need to be updated to keep up with changes to the federal law.  While Section R303.1.2 

addresses cooling and heating equipment efficiency, it does not stipulate “the minimum required by federal law….”

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Consistent with federal law.

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, as the federal law limits have been vetted by government, manufacturers and energy advocates to be the best efficiency for 

any extra cost.

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

Yes; consistent with federal law.

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

Does not discriminate; consistent with federal law.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Increases the effectiveness of the code by making it clearer.

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

YES

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

YES

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

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

applies to the state?

OTHER

Explanation of Choice

Needs to be in the Florida code as it is federal law; not including it will cause confusion.

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

Building Code amendment process?

OTHER

Explanation of Choice

See above.

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

E
N

6
9
8
3
-G

1
  

Proponent  Eric Lacey Submitted 2/25/2016 YesAttachments

See attached comment.

Comment:
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Attachments

Eric Lacey

No

12/30/2015

Pending Review

405.2

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN6934  31

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

This proposal adds an important thermal envelope backstop to the simulated performance alternative.

Rationale

This proposal establishes a crucial trade-off “efficiency safety net” for Florida homeowners. It would require that the thermal envelope 

components at least meet the 2009 IECC prescriptive values as a backstop, just like Section R406 does for the new ERI compliance 

option. We recommend adopting this proposal in any event, but especially if the Commission decides to continue to permit equipment 

trade-offs in Section R405.

As we explain in a separate proposal to eliminate the equipment trade-offs from Section R405, trade-offs between equipment and 

envelope components allow an unnecessary weakening of the overall efficiency of the home, and can leave homeowners saddled 

with higher energy bills over the lifetime of the home. We believe that the most sensible solution is to follow the model of the IECC 

and eliminate these trade-offs, but if the Commission decides to allow equipment trade-offs in the 6th Edition code, we offer the above 

proposal in order to ensure at least a minimal efficiency level in the thermal envelope. This proposal would apply the same mandatory 

requirements, including envelope requirements at least as efficient as those specified in the 2009 IECC, in section R405 that are 

required in the Energy Rating Index compliance option (Section R406). We believe it is reasonable to require a sensible minimum 

efficiency level for the thermal envelope components, irrespective of other trade-offs.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

This proposal should not have a significant impact on local enforcement of the code.

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

This proposal should not negatively impact building and property owners.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

This proposal should not negatively impact building industry relative to compliance.

Requirements

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

This proposal will help maintain building quality and efficiency by setting reasonable trade-off backstops on the thermal envelope 

efficiency.

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

This proposal improves the code by ensuring at least a minimum level of efficiency in the thermal envelope, regardless of the 

compliance path selected by the code user.

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

This proposal does not discriminate against any materials or products.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

This proposal improves the effectiveness of the code by helping ensure that even in the performance path, each building has a 

reasonably efficient thermal envelope.

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

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

E
N

6
9
3
4
-G

1
  

Proponent  Charles Cottrell Submitted 2/24/2016 NoAttachments

Modification EN6934 – Applying the 2009 IECC Envelope Backstop of the ERI to the Performance Path:    NAIMA strongly 

supports the proposal and reason statement filed by the Responsible Energy Code Alliance (RECA) adding a thermal envelope 

backstop from the ERI to the performance path.

While the 2015 IECC introduced the ERI performance path to give builders additional flexibility, it also recognized the 

importance of retaining minimum standards for the thermal envelope.  As a consequence, the IECC requires that homes 

complying with the ERI path meet, at a minimum, the 2009 IECC prescriptive standards for thermal envelope components.  We 

believe this is a reasonable requirement to place on all new home construction, irrespective of any trade-off that might be 

allowed within the Florida Building Code.

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

E
N

6
9
3
4
-G

2
  

Proponent  Jeff Sonne / FSEC Submitted 2/25/2016 NoAttachments

We feel that the additional performance compliance method stringency that this mod proposes is overly restrictive; the 

performance method is intended to allow &quot;trade-offs&quot; which account for less efficient components.  It appears this 

mod would not allow any compliance method option for which glazed fenestration with an SHGC over 0.30 could be used.

Comment:

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

E
N

6
9
3
4
-G

3
  

Proponent  Jay Crandell Submitted 2/25/2016 NoAttachments

Proposal EN6934 should be approved only as a reasonable and secondary alternative to the preferred solution in proposal 

EN6935 by the same proponent to eliminate the equipment efficiency trade-off loophole.  The reason for supporting this 

proposal are consistent with the reasons given by comment to proposal EN6935.  Maintaining an adequate level of building 

envelope thermal efficiency is fundamentally important to long-term energy savings and performance because the envelope is 

present and must function for the life of the building.  It is the foundation for energy efficiency and cannot easily be improved 

later in the life of a building.

Comment:

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

E
N

6
9
3
4
-G

4
  

Proponent  Michael Fischer Submitted 2/25/2016 NoAttachments

Kellen supports this common sense backstop and urges adoption. If equipment tradeoffs are to be permitted, it is important that 

basic minimum requirements be met.

Comment:
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Attachments

Roger LeBrun

No

12/17/2015

Pending Review

405.3

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN6578  32

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Florida Supplement - errata to correct superseded reference

Rationale

Rationale:

Appendix B was renumbered to RC in the Florida Supplement to the 2015 IECC

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Correction of reference should assist local entity

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

No impact

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact

Requirements

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

Not applicable

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

Corrects improper reference

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

No effect

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

No effect

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

Eric Lacey

No

12/30/2015

Pending Review

405.3

Pending Review

Yes4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN6923  33

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Updates the baseline efficiency assumption for air conditioning units in the performance path, consistent with federal standards.

Rationale

See attached Reason Statement.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

N/A - This proposal applies the correct baseline assumption for air conditioners, consistent with federal standards.

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

N/A - This proposal applies the correct baseline assumption for air conditioners, consistent with federal standards.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

N/A - This proposal applies the correct baseline assumption for air conditioners, consistent with federal standards.

Requirements

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

This proposal helps maintain consistency with federal standards as they relate to air conditioners.

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

This proposal will make the performance path more accurate.

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

This proposal does not discriminate against any products.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

This proposal does not degrade the effectiveness of the code.

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

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

E
N

6
9
2
3
-G

1
  

Proponent  Jay Crandell Submitted 2/25/2016 NoAttachments

Proposal EN6923 should be approved as a necessary correction to the code only in the event that the commission should elect 

to not accept the preferred solution in proposal EN6935 by the same proponent to eliminate the equipment efficiency trade-off 

loophole.  EN6935 is the preferred approach because it is more straight-forward and effective.  Also, maintaining an adequately 

level of building envelope thermal efficiency is fundamentally important to long-term energy savings and performance because 

the envelope is present and must function for the life of the building.  It is the foundation for energy efficiency and cannot easily 

be improved later in the life of a building.

Comment:
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Attachments

Cheryl Harris

No

1/1/2016

Pending Review

405.4.2.1

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN7007  34

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Clarifies compliance by Performance method utilizing "Worst Case" building Orientation. Software calculation by rotation of building 

thru 8 cardinal orientations (N, S, E, W, NE, SE, SW, NW) to obtain worst case condition.

Rationale

Clarifies the &quot;Worst Case&quot; orientation calculation and allows for identical building models to be permitted by documenting 

that the &quot;Worst Case&quot; requirements have been met.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Energy calculation review time could be shortened.

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

Cost to comply will be reduced by eliminating confusing or redundant calculations.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

Cost to comply will be reduced by eliminating confusing or redundant calculations.

Requirements

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

There would be no impact on energy conservation.

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

Modification improves the code by eliminating confusing or redundant calculation requirements.

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

There are no proprietary materials, products, methods, or systems in the modification.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

The modification does not eliminate energy calculations only the redundancy in the required calculations.

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

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

E
N

7
0
0
7
-G

1
  

Proponent  Jeff Sonne / FSEC Submitted 2/25/2016 NoAttachments

It appears that this mod isn&#39;t needed as Section R405.4.2 of the base code already covers &quot;worst case&quot; 

orientation.

Comment:
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Attachments

Mark Nowak

No

12/14/2015

Pending Review

405.5.2

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN6426  35

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Allows equipment efficiency to be based on the proposed design in the simulated performance compliance path.

Rationale

This proposal will restore reasonable performance criteria to the energy code that existed in the base IECC code prior to 2009 and that 

were adopted as a Florida-specific amendment in the 2010 and 2013 Florida Energy Codes.  Without these provisions that 

differentiate between mechanical equipment efficiency in the proposed design and the standard reference design, there is little 

incentive to use the simulated performance option that typically provides a better performing building over prescriptive designs in a 

more cost-effective manner.  This is particularly important in hot climates such as Florida where there are more cost-effective options 

than the envelope for gaining high levels of performance.  If the owner or builder will not receive compliance credit for such measures, 

the current base code will result in a disincentive to use higher-performing equipment that typically far exceeds the impact of envelope 

improvements on energy savings in hot climates such as Florida.

Although this proposal by definition will deliver an equivalent building in terms of energy use, in reality it will result in higher-performing 

buildings in many cases because of the higher savings at lower cost from equipment efficiency improvements compared to envelope 

or other improvements.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact.

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

No impact.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact.

Requirements

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

Allows for flexibility in meeting equivalent levels of performance.

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

Allows for flexibility in meeting equivalent levels of performance.

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

Allows for flexibility in meeting equivalent levels of performance without specifying a particular solution or material.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Allows for flexibility in meeting equivalent levels of performance as the base code.

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

YES

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

NO

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

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

applies to the state?

YES

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

Building Code amendment process?

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

E
N

6
4
2
6
-G

1
  

Proponent  Jay Crandell Submitted 2/25/2016 NoAttachments

Proposal EN6426 should be disapproved for a number of reasons. This proposal will, in fact, reduce efficiency when viewed 

from an actual construction market perspective.  First, the market is able to and is currently making cost-beneficial equipment 

efficiency decisions. This is occurring in the market in a much more beneficial way and without the desired action of this 

proposal to allow commonly used equipment (equipment that is already being used) to become a means of reducing or 

trading-off the long-term performance of more permanent energy efficiency features of buildings, such as insulating the building 

envelope. This is not a fair or equal trade.  

This proposal also carries unquantified value consequences.  For example, less efficient envelopes will result in less 

comfortable indoor environments with a tendency for occupants to offset this by changing indoor set-points, increasing 

equipment power usage.  Also, it creates a missed opportunity in that the most sensible time to ensure the structure itself is 

energy efficient is during its initial construction. It is very costly to do this later.

The issue of equipment trade-offs has been considered on numerous occasions with various interests and the conclusion has 

been to not sacrifice long-term building envelope energy efficiency by means of trading it off against federal minimums for 

relatively short-lived heating and cooling equipment. The energy-saving penalty of allowing equipment efficiency trade-offs has 

been studied and shown to be a non-energy-neutral means of energy code compliance (e.g., see report by ICF International at 

http://energyefficientcodes.com/wp-content/uploads/2013/10/2013-9-23-FIN-Review-Analysis-of-Equipment-Trade-offs-in-Reside

ntial-IECC-Exec-Summ-1-Pagers.pdf ).   Consequently, the proposal will not result in truly equivalent levels of performance and, 

therefore, is not an appropriate means to address a perceived need for flexibility beyond that already provided in the code.

Comment:

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

E
N

6
4
2
6
-G

2
  

Proponent  Eric Lacey Submitted 2/25/2016 YesAttachments

See attached comment.

Comment:
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Attachments

Dwight Wilkes

Yes

12/15/2015

Pending Review

405.5.2

Pending Review

Yes4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN6562  36

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

The net result of these changes is to produce a more accurate Standard Reference Design energy determination, particularly when 

skylights are planned for the actual building.

Rationale

Correct an inconsistency in the 2015 IECC related to skylights.

The net result of these changes is to produce a more accurate Standard Reference Design energy determination, particularly when 

skylights are planned for the actual building. In addition, it will properly include a credit when highly efficient skylights are used in lieu 

of code minimum products, and further credit when those products are further enhanced with integral shading.

This code change is also being proposed for the 2018 IECC.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No Impact

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

No Impact

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No Impact

Requirements

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

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

Does not.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not.

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

YES

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

OTHER

Explanation of Choice

This discrepancy is due, at least in part, to approved RE173-13 which changed “glazing ” to “Vertical fenestration  other 

than opaque doors” between the 2012 and 2015 IECC thereby omitting skylights from  the provisions of this row of 

Table R405.5.2(1).

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?

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

E
N

6
5
6
2
-G

1
  

Proponent  Jeff Sonne / FSEC Submitted 2/24/2016 NoAttachments

We oppose changing the standard reference design skylight area from &quot;none&quot;.  Adding reference skylight area would 

increase the reference cooling load, decreasing the stringency of Florida&#39;s energy code.  Furthermore, the performance 

method has always indicated a standard reference design of 0 skylight area.

Comment:

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

E
N

6
5
6
2
-G

2
  

Proponent  Eric Lacey Submitted 2/25/2016 YesAttachments

See attached comment.

Comment:
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Attachments

Dwight Wilkes

Yes

12/15/2015

Pending Review

405.5.2

Pending Review

Yes4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN6564  37

Related Modifications

6562

Summary of Modification

Errata to reinsert and update text removed by mistake from the 2015 IECC

Rationale

ICC code change proposal RE173-13 partially changed “glazing area” to “vertical fenestration area” for the 2015 IECC.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact

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

No impact

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact

Requirements

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

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

Does not.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not.

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

YES

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

OTHER

Explanation of Choice

Errata to reinsert and update text removed by mistake from the 2015 IECC.

This code change is also being proposed for the 2018 IECC.

Supporting RE173-13

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?

YES
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Attachments

Joseph Belcher

Yes

12/28/2015

Pending Review

405.5.2

Pending Review

Yes4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN6821  38

Related Modifications

Table R405.5.2(1)

Summary of Modification

Modify air leakage rate for Standard Reference Design.

Rationale

To correlate with change made to FBC-EC R402.4.1.2 (Mod 6820) The sole reason for the change given by the proponent to the 

change from 7 ACH to 5 ACH in the base code was to make buildings tighter. 

“There are four key areas of improvement in this proposal: Reduced leakage in duct systems and building envelopes, verified by 

testing. The proposal requires that all ductwork be inside conditioned space, sets new leakage limits on the ductwork, and adds a 

new requirement for testing the air tightness of the building envelope. As an alternative, homes with high-efficiency HVAC equipment 

are exempted from the requirement for ducts inside the conditioned space and are subject to less stringent duct and whole-house 

testing requirements.” (Excerpt from Reason statement for ICC Code Change EC13-09/10, ICC Monograph for ICC Public Hearings 

October 2009)

The statement of the first &quot;key are&quot; 

is the only reference to tighter building envelopes and was the sole reason given. Florida has enacted other measures through Florida 

specific amendments to the foundation code that results in greater energy efficiency.

In a report on whole-house ventilation effectiveness and failure rates by FSEC, one recommendation was to not require houses to 

become tighter than already specified by code and to consider increasing allowed air leakage to 7 ACH50 throughout Florida. 

(Source: Investigation of the Effectiveness and Failure Rates of Whole-House Mechanical Ventilation Systems in Florida” 

FSEC-CR-2002-15, June 1, 2015.) According to a statement by a member of FSEC on an Energy TAC conference call the energy loss 

at a 7 ACH infiltration rate is not sufficient to be of concern. Running models on Energy Gauge for a typical Florida house using 5 ACH 

and using 7 ACH resulted in no change.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact to local entity for code enforcement. Proposal reverts to requirement of FBC-EC 2010.

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

The proposal could result in a cost savings without a sacrifice of energy efficiency, Proposal reverts to requirement of FBC-EC 

2010. Building and property owners would still have the option of requesting the builder to provide greater energy efficiency if 

desired.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

Reduces cost by reverting to FBC-EC 2010. Option available to provide greater energy efficiency, if desired. Builders participating 

in programs such as Energy Star and LEED are required to provide the greater energy efficiency, but such programs are 

voluntary, not mandated by regulations.

Requirements

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

The proposal has a reasonable connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public because it recognizes that 

Florida has different needs in some aspects that other states using the foundation code.

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

The proposal improves the code by removing an overly restrictive requirement and reverting to a reasonable provision with no 

appreciable loss in energy efficiency.

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

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

capabilities

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

The proposal does not degrade the effectiveness of the code.

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

Alternate Language

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

6
8
2
1
-A

1

Proponent  Joseph Belcher Submitted 2/24/2016 Attachments Yes

Change is to provide specific range for requirement. Change will provide consistency with other Mods proposed to carry air 

change requirements to two decimal places.

Rationale

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None, clarification.
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None, clarification.

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

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None, clarification.

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

Provides clarity in determining the air change requirements when testing.

Requirements

Provides clarity in determining the air change requirements when testing.

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

Does not discriminate.

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

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code. Provides clarity in determining the air change requirements when testing.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

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

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

E
N

6
8
2
1
-G

1
  

Proponent  Jay Crandell Submitted 2/25/2016 YesAttachments

See attached comment.

Comment:

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

E
N

6
8
2
1
-G

2
  

Proponent  Eric Lacey Submitted 2/25/2016 YesAttachments

See attached comment.

Comment:
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Attachments

Eric Lacey

No

12/30/2015

Pending Review

405.5.2

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN6927  39

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

This proposal removes excess language in the performance path related to homes not tested for air leakage.

Rationale

The purpose of this proposal is to remove an inconsistency in the code.  Under Section R402.4.1.2, air leakage testing is mandatory in 

all buildings.  As a result, the language as to residences that are not tested in this table is inconsistent and confusing.  This proposal 

removes this language.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

There should be no impact on local enforcement.

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

There should be no impact on building or property owners.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

There should be no impact on industry.

Requirements

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

This proposal cleans up language in the performance path.

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

This proposal improves the code by cleaning up excess language.

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

This proposal does not discriminate against any products.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

This proposal does not degrade the effectiveness of the code.

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

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

E
N

6
9
2
7
-G

1
  

Proponent  Jeff Sonne / FSEC Submitted 2/24/2016 NoAttachments

We support this mod if not contradicted by pending Florida legislation.

Comment:
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Attachments

Eric Lacey

No

12/30/2015

Pending Review

405.5.2

Pending Review

Yes4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN6935  40

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

This proposal removes a significant performance path efficiency loophole by removing trade-offs for cooling, heating, and water 

heating equipment, consistent with the 2015 IECC.

Rationale

See attached Reason Statement.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

There should be no negative impact relative to local code enforcement.

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

Over the useful lifetime of the building, a building with a strong thermal envelope will be a more solid investment than one with a 

weak envelope (and more efficient equipment).

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

There should be no negative impact on the industry.

Requirements

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

This proposal would strengthen the energy code.

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

This proposal strengthens the energy code by ensuring a reasonably efficient thermal envelope in every home.

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

This proposal does not discriminate against any products or materials.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

This proposal improves the effectiveness of the code and will likely lead to more energy and cost savings for consumers.

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

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

E
N

6
9
3
5
-G

1
  

Proponent  Charles Cottrell Submitted 2/24/2016 NoAttachments

Modification EN6935 – Eliminating HVAC Trade-Offs:  NAIMA strongly supports the proposal and reason statement filed by the 

Responsible Energy Code Alliance (RECA) eliminating HVAC trade-offs. 

HVAC systems have an average life of 15 years, while envelope conservation measures deliver energy savings to the 

homeowner for the life of that building – 50 years or more.  By continuing to allow trade-offs for cooling, heating and water 

hearing equipment, Florida homeowners suffer.  We urge you to eliminate this trade-off or at least limit the size of the trade-off.  

Similar to the ERI path in the IECC, Florida could introduce minimum envelope prescriptive measures.

Comment:

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

E
N

6
9
3
5
-G

2
  

Proponent  Jay Crandell Submitted 2/25/2016 NoAttachments

Proposal EN6935 should be approved as a necessary means of ensuring long-term performance of buildings which would 

otherwise be severely weakened by an artificially low and non-representative baseline for equipment efficiencies.  As thoroughly 

studied in an analysis by ICF International (available at 

http://energyefficientcodes.com/wp-content/uploads/2013/10/2013-9-23-FIN-Review-Analysis-of-Equipment-Trade-offs-in-Reside

ntial-IECC-Exec-Summ-1-Pagers.pdf ), using an inappropriate baseline for equipment efficiency can result in substantial 

long-term and avoidable impacts to building energy efficiency (9% to 22% loss in actual energy efficiency).  It is for this reason 

that the IECC and many states have avoided this problem in a manner consistent with proposal EN6935.  Until an appropriate 

baseline for equipment efficiencies is established, trade-offs based on federal minimum equipment efficiencies should be 

avoided as counter-productive to the goals of the energy code. Higher efficiency equipment is already being commonly used in 

the market on its own merits and such commonly used equipment should not be promoted in the code as a means of 

weakening the code and reducing energy efficiency.  Thus, approval of proposal EN6935 is requested and urged as a significant 

improvement to the FL code, consistent with the base code.

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

E
N

6
9
3
5
-G

3
  

Proponent  Jeff Sonne / FSEC Submitted 2/25/2016 NoAttachments

Historically the Florida Energy Code has had the reference design equipment efficiencies &quot;non-floating&quot; which 

offered builders the option to find the most cost effective means of meeting the code while still meeting all mandatory 

requirements.  We are opposed to this mod and instead support the language in the Energy Florida Supplement.

Comment:
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Attachments

Jeff Sonne / FSEC

No

12/22/2015

Pending Review

405.5

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN6765  41

Related Modifications

6764

Summary of Modification

New ANSI duct testing Standard.

Rationale

This change provides the new American National Standard that did not exist for reference during the last Florida Code cycle or for 

reference during the 2015 IECC cycle.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None; this new American National Standard is appropriate for code use, but does not change duct testing requirements.

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

None; this new American National Standard is appropriate for code use, but does not change duct testing requirements.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None; this new American National Standard is appropriate for code use, but does not change duct testing requirements.

Requirements

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

Yes; this new American National Standard is appropriate for code use, but does not change duct testing requirements.

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

Improves the code; this new American National Standard is appropriate for code use, but does not change duct testing 

requirements.

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

No; replaces existing Standard with a new American National Standard, but does not change duct testing requirements.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade the code; this new American National Standard is appropriate for code use, but does not change duct testing 

requirements.

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

Jeff Sonne / FSEC

No

12/30/2015

Pending Review

405.5

Pending Review

Yes4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN6920  42

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Modify Table R405.5.2(1) proposed design, non-tested air exchange rate.

Rationale

This change is designed to cover the possibility that the legislature or FBC will allow homes to not be tested for air leakage. In that 

event a default air leakage needs to be applied. This mod suggests 7 ach50 to cover this hole in the performance code for untested 

residences.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None; makes code clearer.

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

None; makes code clearer.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None; makes code clearer.

Requirements

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

Yes; by clarifying the code.

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

Improves the code by clarifying it.

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

Does not discriminate.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade the code; makes code clearer.

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

YES

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

OTHER

Explanation of Choice

[No] as the international code requires testing of all homes.

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

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

applies to the state?

OTHER

Explanation of Choice

This is needed if the Florida legislature enacts bills that limit the ability of the FBC to call for testing. If no legislature or 

other code changes relative to testing residences is enacted, this proposed change will not affect anything.

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

Building Code amendment process?

NO
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Attachments

Jeff Sonne / FSEC

No

12/31/2015

Pending Review

405.5

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN6998  43

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Proposed design non-tested duct leakage Qn for performance compliance calculations.

Rationale

This change will allow performance computer programs to model the default leakage in the same manner they model tested leakage. 

The location of the ducts, the roof material, the attic or conditioned space conditions all affect the distribution system performance. 

Having an air distribution leakage resulted in illogical results at times. This change will provide a default duct tightness such that the 

proposed home is modeled in the same manner whether tested (with the tested Qn to outside) or not (using this default Qn). It also 

solves having to select a default distribution factor for the first box in Table 405.5.2(2) (distribution system components located in 

unconditioned spaces for forced air systems) which was left out of the 2014 Florida code. 

This is more applicable to Florida than some northern states as northern states have fewer ducted systems and far fewer attic 

locations for ducts where the energy effects become most pronounced.

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

On average this does not change the strictness of the code, however for some homes and climates it may be stricter or looser 

depending on what default distribution factor would otherwise be determined.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

On average this does not change the strictness of the code, however for some homes and climates it may be stricter or looser 

depending on what default distribution factor would otherwise be determined.

Requirements

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

Yes; it improves consistency of applying the code.

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

The code is improved by having more consistent results.

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

Does not discriminate; provides more consistent results.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade the code; helps clarify how to model untested ducts.

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

Roger LeBrun

No

12/17/2015

Pending Review

405.7.4

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN6579  44

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Recognition of venting skylights in the cross ventilation option

Rationale

This option will be made more effective and flexible by the inclusion of operable skylights in 

addition to windows, by providing the stack effect benefit of having vertical distance between the inlet and outlet apertures.  Studies 

show venting skylights to be more energy efficient draft inducers than whole house fans, when the energy to drive the fans is taken 

into account.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Adds flexibility for effective natural ventilation options

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

May reduce total fenestration area when venting skylights are used

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact

Requirements

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

More effective natural ventilation improves indoor air quality at less operating cost

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

Adds flexibility, provides better draft with the same opening area

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

Removes an inherent discriminatory omission related to venting skylights

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Improves options and effectiveness

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

Eric Lacey

No

12/30/2015

Pending Review

405.7.6

Pending Review

Yes4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN6924  45

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Eliminates the inaccurate performance path credit for ceiling fans.

Rationale

See attached Reason Statement

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

N/A. This proposal will have no impact on enforcement.

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

N/A. This proposal will have no impact on property owners relative to cost of compliance.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

N/A. This proposal does not impact industry relative to cost of compliance.

Requirements

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

This proposal makes the performance path more accurate.

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

This proposal strengthens the code by making the performance path more accurate.

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

This proposal does not discriminate against products.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

This proposal does not degrade the effectiveness of the code.

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

Alternate Language

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

6
9
2
4
-A

1

Proponent  Jeff Sonne / FSEC Submitted 2/24/2016 Attachments Yes

ENERGY STAR certified ceiling fans are readily available today and insure efficient fans will be used for this credit.

Rationale

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Verify ENERGY STAR fan certification for applicable projects.

Optional credit, so no additional cost unless ceiling fan credit is taken, and lower cost ENERGY STAR ceiling fans are 

readily available.

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

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

Optional credit, so no additional cost.

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

Yes; insures efficient fans are used for the ceiling fan credit.

Requirements

Improves the code by specifying efficient products for this credit.

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

Requires that efficient products be used for this credit.

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

Improves the effectiveness of the code by insuring that efficient fans are used when this credit is taken.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

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

David Yarbrough

No

12/31/2015

Pending Review

405

Pending Review

Yes4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN7004  46

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Modification to require use of area averaged emittance when evaluating the performance of approved attic radiant barrier systems or 

assemblies. The area averaged emittance is used in the calculation of radiant heat transfer.

Rationale

The proposed addition to R405.7.1 represents an important clarification concerning performance calculations for attic radiant barrier 

configurations that have been approved. A detailed discussion of the radiation calculations and the correct use of emittance values is 

contained in the attached file MOD 7004 Text 141 Stovall.pdf. The attached document contains a detailed discussion of the 

appropriate emittance to use for radiant barrier performance calculations. The paper shows that the simple area weighed average for 

emittance is a good approximation for the installation methods that have been approved with installation diagrams provided. The 

proposed addition to the code will improve performance evaluations and result is distinguishing differences in the performance of the 

approved methods of installation. The area average emittance is easily calculated and input to manual or computer based 

performance evaluations.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No known impact

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

None

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None

Requirements

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

Not related

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

Provides a way to use an important input property for performance evaluations.

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

Does not discriminate

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade effectiveness

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

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

E
N

7
0
0
4
-G

1
  

Proponent  David Yarbrough Submitted 2/25/2016 NoAttachments

Add sentence to EN7004

Existing sentence. Table R405.7.1(1) contains e ave for selected attic radiant barrier systems with 16 in. or 24 in. OC framing. 

Add the following: When a coating is applied to the roof deck and attached rafters or truss elements, then e ave shall be the 

emittance of the coating.

Comment:
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Attachments

Eric Lacey

No

12/30/2015

Pending Review

406.3

Pending Review

Yes4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN6933  47

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Clarifies that on-site power production does not factor into the calculation of the Energy Rating Index.

Rationale

See attached Reason Statement.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

This will improve enforcement by clarifying the scope of the Energy Rating Index.

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

This proposal will not impact building and property owners relative to cost of compliance.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

This proposal will not impact industry relative to cost of compliance.

Requirements

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

This proposal will add clarity to the energy code, which is part of a comprehensive set of building codes dedicated to 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

This proposal improves the energy code by clarifying the calculation of the Energy Rating Index.

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

This proposal does not discriminate against any products.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

This proposal improves the effectiveness of the code by adding clarity to the ERI calculation.

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

Alternate Language

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

6
9
3
3
-A

1

Proponent  Jeff Sonne / FSEC Submitted 2/25/2016 Attachments Yes

Requires the ERI to be met primarily through energy efficiency and conservation measures, not through on-site power 

generation with renewables. This assures an efficient house. The mod only allows on site renewable power generation to meet 

a small portion of the target. Clarifies how to handle ERI method that includes on-site renewable power generation.

Rationale

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Would require the local official to verify that the code submittal shows the ERI achieved without on-site renewable 

generation for those homes that have on-site renewable power generation.

Clarifies code and allows options for building owners to use some renewables.

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

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

Optional, so no impact unless on-site renewables are used.

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

Yes; encourages renewables in Florida and provides options while maintaining code effectiveness.

Requirements

Improves the code by providing options while maintaining code effectiveness.

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

Does not discriminate; provides additional options.

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

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code; encourages renewables in Florida and provides options while maintaining 

code effectiveness.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Is the proposed code modification part of a prior code version?  No
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1st Comment Period History                      01/13/2016 - 02/25/2016
E

N
6
9
3
3
-G

1
  

Proponent  Amanda Hickman Submitted 2/22/2016 YesAttachments

Please see attached file.

Comment:

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

E
N

6
9
3
3
-G

2
  

Proponent  Justin Baca Submitted 2/23/2016 YesAttachments

See uploaded comment file.

Comment:

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

E
N

6
9
3
3
-G

3
  

Proponent  Antheil Mike Submitted 2/24/2016 YesAttachments

FlaSEIA firmly believes that the Florida Building Commission should reaffirm its commitment to using on-site renewable energy 

as an energy efficiency and conservation tool for code compliance under the 2015 IECC. Solar energy integrated in to new 

construction is essential to the perpetuation of efficient building practices. FlaSEIA supports all efforts to keep solar affordable 

and a desirable option for every homeowner. Resale values of homes with solar have proven the cost-effectiveness of this 

option.  On-site renewable generation is a cost-effective conservation tool under the IECC and is also embraced by the Florida 

Energy &amp; Efficiency Conservation Act (FEECA) –a utility regulation administered at the Florida Public Service Commission.  

Continuing the use of renewable on-site generation under the 2015 IECC promotes consistent conservation principles that are 

deeply rooted in Florida law, and compliments both the legislature’s intent and black letter law.

Pursuant to FEECA related statutes in 366.81 and  366.82(3), in addition to the fact that continuing the use of on-site renewable 

generation under the IECC 2015 is also consistent and complimentary of federal law, FlaSEIA respectfully requests that the 

Florida Building Commission should reaffirm its commitment to using on-site renewable energy as an energy efficiency and 

conservation for code compliance under the 2015 IECC.  On-site renewable generation is a cost-effective conservation 

compliance tool since the 1980s under the Florida Energy &amp; Efficiency Conservation Act (FEECA) –a utility regulation 

administered at the Florida Public Service Commission since the 1980s.  Continuing the use of renewable on-site generation 

under the 2015 IECC promotes consistent conservation principles deeply rooted in Florida law, and compliments both Florida’s 

legislature’s intent and Federal Housing Authority’s energy efficient loans.

Thank you,

Mike Antheil

Executive Director, FlaSEIA

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

E
N

6
9
3
3
-G

4
  

Proponent  Charles Cottrell Submitted 2/24/2016 NoAttachments

Modification  EN6933 – Clarifying that No On-Site Power Production Should be Included in ERI Calculation:  NAIMA strongly 

supports the proposal and reason statement filed by the Responsible Energy Code Alliance (RECA) clarifying that the Energy 

Rating Index  does not include on-site power production. 

 

The 2015 International Energy Conservation Code (IECC) under consideration by the Florida Building Commission contains 

several options for compliance, including the new Energy Rating Index (ERI) option.  While NAIMA does not oppose the 

adoption of the ERI compliance option as published in the 2015 IECC, we are concerned that the methods and computer 

software used to calculate the ERI will be misapplied, creating substantial credit for the installation of on-site renewable energy 

generation, including rooftop solar systems.  If applied this way, the software could enable homes using on-site renewable 

generation to be much less energy efficient and still comply with the energy conservation code.  The use of on-site generation 

for compliance is not considered in any way in the 2015 IECC residential requirements.

Trading away energy efficiency improvements for more on-site electricity production actually raises the cost of home ownership 

by substantially increasing utility bills.  It can also create home comfort and moisture problems and require larger HVAC 

systems.  Using on-site energy production instead of building a home with up-to-date energy efficiency measures could result in 

homes that under-perform for the life of the home – 75 years or longer.

The energy conservation requirements of the Florida’ Building Code are intended to promote energy conservation in buildings, 

and should not relax the efficiency requirements for buildings with systems that simply produce more energy.   Allowing on-site 

power production as a trade off against cost effective energy efficiency measures would have the practical effect of relaxing 

Florida’s Building Energy Code.

Comment:

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

E
N

6
9
3
3
-G

5
  

Proponent  Jay Crandell Submitted 2/25/2016 NoAttachments

Proposal EN6933 should be approved as an appropriate means to allow use of on-site power generation and avoid the 

consequence of having it be used to reduce the fundamentally important role of energy efficiency of the building envelope which 

is the foundation of the energy code.  Without efficient envelopes, the value and potential impact of on-site power generation is 

limited.  Thus, maintaining adequate thermal envelopes will encourage the effective use of on-site power generation as is 

already being experienced in the market.  The energy code should encourage the use of on-site renewable power, but not at the 

expense of long-term, reliable energy efficiency.  This proposal will serve the purpose of ensuring an adequate energy code and 

will not erode or prohibit the use of on-site power generation.  In fact, it will increase its value to the overall design of a building.

Comment:

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

E
N

6
9
3
3
-G

6
  

Proponent  Joseph Belcher Submitted 2/25/2016 YesAttachments

The Florida Home Builders Association supports the flexibility provided to builders and designers in the new Energy Rating Index 

Method of Section 406 of the base code unmodified. FHBA opposes the modifications suggested by Mod EN6933 for the 

reasons detailed in the uploaded comment file.

Comment:

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

E
N

6
9
3
3
-G

7
  

Proponent  Michael Fischer Submitted 2/25/2016 YesAttachments

In support of EN6933; see attached file.

It&#39;s a bad idea to waste energy simply because it happens to be generated onsite.

For additional information on the role of renewables, visit: http://www.ase.org/buildingenergycodes

Comment:
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Attachments

Jeff Sonne / FSEC

No

12/18/2015

Pending Review

406.6.1

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN6576  48

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Energy Rating Index software tool specification

Rationale

Specifies the same compliance software tool requirement that the Florida Supplement to the 2015 IECC requires for Section R405 

(performance) compliance; needed to insure calculation integrity and consistency.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Facilitates code enforcement by providing clarity and consistency with performance compliance method.

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

None or reduces code compliance cost as separate software tool documentation is not required (once software is approved by 

FBC) and requiring FBC approval provides an equal playing field for all software tools, facilitating cost consistency.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None or reduces code compliance cost as separate software tool documentation is not required, and requiring FBC approval 

provides an equal playing field for all software tools, facilitating cost consistency.

Requirements

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

Public is served by providing clear specifications on how to ensure software tool accuracy and consistency.

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

Code is improved by providing clear specifications on how to ensure software tool accuracy and consistency.

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

Does not discriminate; requiring FBC approval provides an equal playing field for all software tools.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Enhances the effectiveness of the code by providing a means of ensuring software tool accuracy and consistency.

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

Jeff Sonne / FSEC

No

12/21/2015

Pending Review

406

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN6727  49

Related Modifications

6728

Summary of Modification

Energy Rating Index inconsistency correction and Standard

Rationale

There is an inconsistency in the base code.  Section R406.3.1 of the base code requires that the proposed residential building be 

shown to have an annual total normalized modified load less than or equal to the annual total loads of the ERI reference design.  This 

section in effect makes the ERI required to pass the code 100 or less, while Table R406.4 requires an ERI of 52 or less in Florida 

(Climate Zones 1 and 2).  This proposed modification removes the confusing language such that the index level required is that given 

in Table R406.4.

Rationale for including the new ANSI/RESNET/ICC Standard is that it provides a consistent, uniform methodology for evaluating 

residential energy performance.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Helpful to local entity as it resolves a code inconsistency and provides a uniform energy rating methodology.

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

No impact or lowers cost; resolves a code inconsistency and provides a uniform energy rating methodology.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact or lowers cost; resolves a code inconsistency and provides a uniform energy rating methodology.

Requirements

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

Benefits the general public as it removes a code inconsistency and provides a uniform energy rating methodology.

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

Improves the code by removing a code inconsistency and providing a uniform energy rating methodology.

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

Does not discriminate; removes a code inconsistency and provides a uniform energy rating methodology.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Improves code effectiveness by removing a code inconsistency and providing a uniform energy rating methodology.

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

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

E
N

6
7
2
7
-G

1
  

Proponent  Jay Crandell Submitted 2/25/2016 NoAttachments

Proposal EN6727 should be disapproved because it references a standard (RESNET 301) which is conflicted in a significant 

way with the goals and intent of the existing ERI provisions, the performance path of the code, and also the equivalency 

mandate for alternative means and methods.  For example, it will allow on-site electricity generation to be used to weaken 

long-term (permanent) energy conservation provided by the building envelope.  On-site electricity generation should be (and is) 

used, but should not be promoted in the code at the expense of important and permanent energy conservation measures 

intended to work in concert with on-site electricity generation.  And, it should be done in a way that does not create conflicts and 

inequities among the compliance paths within the code. For these reasons, EN6727 should be disapproved.

Comment:

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

E
N

6
7
2
7
-G

2
  

Proponent  Jeff Sonne / FSEC Submitted 2/25/2016 NoAttachments

In response to comment EN6727-G1, please see FSEC&#39;s alternate language comment 6933-A1 which limits on-site 

renewable power generation to meet the ERI (R406) code compliance option.  We agree with the general goal of comment 

EN6727-G1.  We don&#39;t want to reduce energy conservation measures; we believe FSEC&#39;s comment 6933-A1 will 

achieve the same level of conservation as the performance (R405) method while still allowing the option of on-site renewable 

power generation to go beyond the performance code compliance level to meet the stricter level of performance required for 

ERI.

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

E
N

6
7
2
7
-G

3
  

Proponent  Eric Lacey Submitted 2/25/2016 YesAttachments

See attached comment.

Comment:
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Attachments

Jeff Sonne / FSEC

No

1/1/2016

Pending Review

502

Pending Review

No5

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN7077  50

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Clarify simulated performance compliance for additions and add Energy Rating Index compliance alternative for additions.

Rationale

Removes the IECC’s energy cost language for residential additions and provides that performance compliance for additions is 

calculated as for whole house projects.  Also provides an Energy Rating Index compliance alternative for additions.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None for performance compliance; consistent with current Florida code.  Local entity would need to be aware of the Energy 

Rating Index alternative option.

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

None for performance compliance; consistent with current Florida code.  Energy Rating Index alternative is optional / provides 

another compliance path for additions.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None for performance compliance; consistent with current Florida code.  Energy Rating Index alternative is optional / provides 

another compliance path for additions.

Requirements

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

Yes; clarifies the performance compliance method for additions.  Energy Rating Index alternative provides another compliance 

path option for additions.

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

Improves the code by clarifying the performance compliance method for additions.   Energy Rating Index alternative improves the 

code by providing another compliance path option for additions.

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

Does not discriminate; clarifies the code and provides another compliance path option for additions.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Improves code effectiveness by clarifying it and providing another compliance path option for additions.

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

YES

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

NO

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

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

applies to the state?

OTHER

Explanation of Choice

Needed for Florida to provide consistency with the state’s whole-house performance compliance method.

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

Jennifer Hatfield

No

1/1/2016

Pending Review

6

Pending Review

No2717

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN7063  51

Related Modifications

Submitting same for residential reference standards.

Summary of Modification

Corrects Association information, updates APSP-14 Standard to latest edition, and corrects code section number.

Rationale

Corrects Association information because currently lists the wrong Association related to the standard listed.  Updates the APSP-14 

Standard to the latest edition and corrects code section number.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None. Makes two corrections to assist in the enforcement of the code and updates existing standard to latest edition.

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

None. Updates existing standard to latest edition.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None. Updates existing standard to latest edition.

Requirements

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

Yes, keeps up with the latest edition of a national consensus standard.

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

Yes, keeps up with the latest edition of a national consensus standard.

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

No, does not discriminate, simply updates standard to latest edition.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

No, does not degrade the effectiveness of the code. Change updates standard to latest edition.

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

Jeff Sonne / FSEC

No

12/21/2015

Pending Review

6

Pending Review

No2717

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN6577  52

Related Modifications

6573, 6764 and 6765

Summary of Modification

Add ANSI/RESNET/ICC 380-2016 Standard as residential building air leakage testing reference and delete the existing reference.

Rationale

Provides reference for ANSI/RESNET/ICC Standard included in residential energy code modification proposals 6573, 6764 and 6765.  

It is appropriate to use this standard as it is the new American National Standard promulgated for air leakage testing purposes.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None; reference only.

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

None; reference only.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None; reference only.

Requirements

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

Serves the public by providing a new residential building and duct system air leakage testing ANSI reference.

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

Helps clarify the code by providing a new residential building air leakage and duct system testing ANSI reference.

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

No; reference only.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

No; reference only.

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

Jeff Sonne / FSEC

No

12/21/2015

Pending Review

6

Pending Review

No2717

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN6728  53

Related Modifications

6727

Summary of Modification

Add ANSI/RESNET/ICC 301-2014 and Addendum A-2015 Standards references.

Rationale

Provides standard references for calculation of the residential Energy Rating Index (ERI) as specified in code mod 6727.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None; reference only.

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

None; reference only.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None; reference only.

Requirements

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

Serves the public by providing references for the residential Energy Rating Index (ERI) calculation.

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

Helps clarify the code by providing references for the residential Energy Rating Index (ERI) calculation.

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

No; reference only.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

No; reference only.

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

Jennifer Hatfield

No

1/1/2016

Pending Review

6

Pending Review

No2717

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN7064  54

Related Modifications

7063

Summary of Modification

Updates the APSP-14 Standard to latest edition and corrects title and edition of the APSP-15 Standard.

Rationale

Updates the APSP-14 Standard to latest edition and corrects title and edition of the APSP-15 Standard.  Corrects section number 

references.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None. Updates existing standards to latest editions.

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

None. Updates existing standards to latest editions.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None. Updates existing standards to latest editions.

Requirements

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

Yes, keeps up with the latest edition of national consensus standards.

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

Yes, keeps up with the latest edition of national consensus standards and corrects code section references.

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

No, does not discriminate, simply updates standards to latest edition.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

No, does not degrade the effectiveness of the code. Change updates standards to latest edition.

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

Michael Goolsby

Yes

9/23/2015

Pending Review

701.2

Pending Review

Yes7

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN6411  55

Related Modifications

None

Summary of Modification

Prevent Reduction of Energy Efficiency when a building is entirely exempt from the FBC, Energy Efficiency volume.

Rationale

This modification will ensure current levels of energy efficiency may not be reduced or completely eliminated in the event a building is 

exempt from compliance with the levels of energy efficiency for new construction established in the Florida Building Code, Energy 

Efficiency volume.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Simplifies enforcement by clarifying current levels of energy efficiency may not be reduced or eliminated when removing and 

replacing building components, systems or materials.

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

Clarifies current levels of energy efficiency may not be reduced or eliminated.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

Removes confusion related to energy compliance by clarifying current levels of energy efficiency may not be reduced or 

eliminated when removing and replacing building components, systems or materials.

Requirements

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

It does so by ensuring current levels of energy efficiency may not be lessened or eliminated.

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

It does so by ensuring current levels of energy efficiency may not be lessened or eliminated.

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

This modification provides guidance for maintaining existing levels of energy efficiency and does not limit the use or compliance 

of materials.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

This modification improves the effectiveness of the code by ensuring current levels of energy efficiency may not be lessened or 

eliminated.

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

YES

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

NO

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

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

applies to the state?

YES

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

Building Code amendment process?

NO
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Attachments

Joseph Belcher

Yes

12/28/2015

Pending Review

303.4

Pending Review

Yes3

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN6819  56

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Modify air changes triggering whole house mechanical ventilation.

Rationale

See uploaded Support File for Rationale

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact to cost of code enforcement for local entity.

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

Possible reduction in costs to building and property owners not required to install whole-house mechanical ventilation system.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

Possible reduction in costs to industry where not required to install whole-house mechanical ventilation system.

Requirements

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

Yes, the proposal will improve the health, safety, and welfare of the general public by instituting a reasonable level for requiring 

whole house mechanical ventilation systems.

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

The proposal improves the code by instituting a reasonable level for requiring whole house mechanical ventilation systems.

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

No, does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated capabilities.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

No, the provision approves the effectiveness of the code.

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

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

E
N

6
8
1
9
-G

1
  

Proponent  Mike Moore Submitted 2/22/2016 YesAttachments

Please see attached rationale for disapproval of this proposal.

Comment:

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

E
N

6
8
1
9
-G

2
  

Proponent  Jeff Sonne / FSEC Submitted 2/25/2016 NoAttachments

The proponent correctly conveys that an FSEC PPT document included a slide indicating that &quot;8,296 or 9.9% of buyers are 

&#39;priced out&#39; of the market for every $1,000.00 increase in a house&#39;s price based on 2014 data&quot;; however 

the slide in the FSEC PPT document that shows this increase is incorrect (the impact is less severe).  Note that while this slide 

was included in the PPT document forwarded to DBPR, it was not included in the actual presentations made to the Mechanical 

and Energy TACs.  We&#39;re sorry for any confusion this slide may have caused.

Comment:
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Attachments

Joseph Belcher

Yes

12/27/2015

Pending Review

1401.1

Pending Review

No14

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN6816  57

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Adds reference to AHU in attics in FBC-EC.

Rationale

The proposal is intended to draw attention to requirements of another volume of the code addressing the installation of heating and 

cooling equipment to make certain it is not overlooked.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None. Proposed language adds a reference to an existing section of the Florida Building Code which is part of a rule challenge 

settlement.

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

None. Proposed language adds a reference to an existing section of the Florida Building Code which is part of a rule challenge 

settlement.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None. Proposed language adds a reference to an existing section of the Florida Building Code which is part of a rule challenge 

settlement.

Requirements

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

Yes, the proposed language adds a reference to an existing section of the Florida Building Code which is part of a rule challenge 

settlement.

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

Yes, the proposed language adds a reference to an existing section of the Florida Building Code which is part of a rule challenge 

settlement.

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

No, the proposal does not discriminate.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

No, the proposal does not degrade the effectiveness of the code.

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