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General Comments No Alternate Language Yes

TAC: Special Occupancy
Total Mods for Special Occupancy in Approved as Submitted : 2

Total Mods for report: 13

Sub Code: Building

SP10505

Date Submitted 02/15/2022 Section 449.4.2.6.1 Proponent scott waltz
Chapter 4 Affects HVHZ No Attachments Yes
TAC Recommendation Approved as Submitted
Commission Action Pending Review

Comments

Related Modifications
None

Summary of Modification
Requires replace of existing mechanical equipment to meet the same debris impact requirements as new
construction.

Rationale
The proposed modification clarifies that the debris impact requirement are applicable to the replacement of
mechanical equipment and is not limited to a new facility.

Fiscal Impact Statement
Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None.
Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

None.
Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None.
Impact to small business relative to the cost of compliance with code

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

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

Strengthens and clarifies the code.
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Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of
demonstrated capabilities

It does not.
Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

It does not.
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Alternate Language

2nd Comment Period

Proponent scott waltz Submitted 8/24/2022 4:04:59 PM Attachments Yes

Rationale:

The proposed modification clarifies the intent of this requirement and the methods for compliance. This is in
response to the proposed text in alternate #1.

Fiscal Impact Statement
Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None.
Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

None.
Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

Could reduce cost by clarifying code intent and methods of compliance.
Impact to small business relative to the cost of compliance with code

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

It does not.
Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

It does not.

2nd Comment Period

Proponent Alfonso Fernandez-
Fraga

Submitted 8/15/2022 9:46:32 AM Attachments Yes

Rationale:
The reason for removing 1626.3 from the requirements is that it does not apply to anything lower than 30 feet,
and 449.4.2.6.1.2 applies only to 30 feet and lower. It does not make sense for a paragraph that pertains only to
installations 30 feet and lower to reference a paragraph that pertains only to installations higher than 30 feet. The
reason for removing 1626.4 from the requirements is that it applies to myriad components, but none of them are
mechanical rooftop equipment. It is unnecessary and confusing to reference a section that defines assemblies
that are deemed to comply if none of them relate to mechanical rooftop equipment. The reason to eliminate
TAS201 and TAS203 is that they were written for components such as windows, doors, walls, roofs, and cladding
where the application of perpendicularly positive and negative pressures make sense. The application of positive
and negative pressures to rooftop equipment makes no sense, since the Code only discusses lateral and uplift
forces. TAS201 and TAS203 do not apply to mechanical rooftop equipment. Test protocols (for wind loading
and/or missile impact) applicable to rooftop equipment do not presently exist. Industry standards are being
developed, so we are suggesting the use of the term approved, where approved, by Code definition, means,
“approved by the building official.” Should someone want to comply with Code using the 449.4.2.6.1.2 option,
some manufacturer ’s test data and test methodology would need to be submitted to the building official for
approval. In the future, once the industry standard is available, we will propose additional Code modifications to
specifically cite the applicable standard.

Fiscal Impact Statement
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Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code
None

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code
There may be a cost reduction by, as a practical matter, making equipment available that meets Code without
requiring an additional enclosure.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code
There may be a cost reduction by, as a practical matter, making equipment available that meets Code without
requiring an additional enclosure.

Impact to small business relative to the cost of compliance with code
Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public
The requirement is already in the Code. The proposed change introduces a means to comply. There is really
no proposed change in the Code or the Code intent.

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

The proposal definitely improves the Code by increasing consistency and allowing for clearer methods of
complianace.

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

There is no discrimination, the proposal &quot;opens up&quot; options.
Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

The proposal does not degrade the effectiveness of the Code. By making the means to comply clearer, it
makes the Code more effective.
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2

General Comments Yes Alternate Language No

TAC: Special Occupancy
Total Mods for Special Occupancy in Approved as Submitted : 2

Total Mods for report: 13

Sub Code: Residential

SP10256

Date Submitted 02/12/2022 Section 322.2.1 Proponent Conn Cole FDEM
SFMO

Chapter 3 Affects HVHZ No Attachments No
TAC Recommendation Approved as Submitted
Commission Action Pending Review

Comments

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification
Specifics for accessory structures in flood hazard areas in accordance with FEMA policy issued 2020.

Rationale
Based on FEMA 2024 IRC proposal RB137-22. Subject to 553.73(7)(a) as flood requirement for inclusion in 9th
Edition. NFIP regulations do not explicitly address accessory structures & detached garages, thus they have to be
elevated or dry floodproofed. NFIP Technical Bulletin 7 (1993) outlines wet floodproofing requirements, but states
that communities must grant variances before authorizing wet floodproofing. Proposal is based on the 2020 FEMA
Policy and 2021 Bulletin (FEMA P-214). It provides relief to elevation or dry floodproofing by allowing wet
floodproofed accessory structures & detached garages with floors below required elevations based on size and
flood zone. Also modifies for attached garages, with no size limits. When included in FBCR, hundreds of
communities will not have to adopt local amended flood regulations. It does not conflict with those that have
adopted similar requirements over the last year. Note that Section R403.1.4.1 does not require footings for “free-
standing accessory structures with an area of 600 square feet or less, of light-frame construction” to extend meet
the frost protection requirements. And in Zone V & CAZ, breakaway walls and flood openings are not required.
FEMA Policy & Bulletin https://www.fema.gov/media-collection/floodplain-management-requirementsagricultural-
and-accessory-structures

Fiscal Impact Statement
Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Local cost savings: One, straightforward to enforce clear requirements rather than meet FEMA expectations
that to conform to the Policy even if the specifics are not adopted; and Two, having requirements in the code
eliminates the administrative burden of amending floodplain management regulations.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code
Lower cost of construction for many detached accessory structures smaller than the size limits established by
FEMA because they can be wet floodproofed instead of elevated or dry floodproofed.
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Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code
Facilitates compliance to have clear requirements.

Impact to small business relative to the cost of compliance with code

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

Yes, it provides requirements for flood resistance and facilitates meeting FEMA expectations which preserves
access to federal flood insurance and disaster assistance.

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

Yes, it improves by stating specific requirements and limitations.
Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of
demonstrated capabilities

No, the use of flood damage resistant materials is already required.
Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

No, it improves enforcement by having clear requirements.

2nd Comment Period

Proponent Brian Walsh - RCCIW Submitted 8/5/2022 11:21:09 AM Attachments No

Comment:

No cost impact, but I do not understand why R322.2.1 modification would limit a property owner on the size of
detached garages when there is no limit on size of attached garages.

1st Comment Period History

Proponent Rebecca Quinn obo FL
Div Emerg Mgnt

Submitted 4/16/2022 11:29:12 AM Attachments No

Comment:
Submitted on behalf of the FDEM State Floodplain Manager, we recommend approval by the TAC and
Commission because it not only implements FEMA’s policy on accessory structures in floodplains, but having it in
the FBC, Residential, would mean hundreds of Florida communities would not have to adopt separate local
regulations. FEMA submitted this language for the International Residential Code as proposal RB137-22, which
was Disapproved at the Committee Action Hearing. It’s likely FEMA will submit public comment requesting
approval by the ICC government voting members. We note that some Florida communities have size limits less
than 600 sq ft, and those communities would either enforce that the size limit in zoning governs or they could
adopt a local technical amendments to modify the size in this section.
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3

General Comments Yes Alternate Language Yes

TAC: Special Occupancy
Total Mods for Special Occupancy in Denied : 11

Total Mods for report: 13

Sub Code: Building

SP10348

Date Submitted 02/14/2022 Section 107.6 Proponent Conn Cole FDEM
SFMO

Chapter 1 Affects HVHZ No Attachments Yes
TAC Recommendation Denied
Commission Action Pending Review

Comments

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification
Clarify that local building officials must review for compliance with flood when affidavits are provided by private
providers in accordance with sec. 553.791, FS, to satisfy FEMA expectation.

Rationale
The 2010 FBC retained flood provisions in the International Codes. The Federal Emergency Management Agency
contributed to the Commission appointed workgroup that tailored the I-Code language for Florida that was
adopted as part of the Commission’s development of the 2010 FBC. FEMA determined that language now in the
exception to Sec. 105.14 and in Sec. 107.6.1 was necessary to comply with the requirements for community
participation in the National Flood Insurance Program (see 44 CFR 60.3). The requirement is for the COMMUNITY
(i.e., local official) to review for compliance with flood provisions, which means the responsibility must not be
"delegated" to someone not with the community or not under contract to the community. In response to several
inquiries in 2020, FEMA Region IV and the Florida Division of Emergency Management issued a memo citing the
NFIP regs and explaining the rationale for the requirement that the community review applications for buildings in
flood hazard areas for compliance with the flood load and flood-resistant construction requirements of the FBC. In
Florida, the responsibility for administration and enforcement of the FBC rests with the building official or a duly
authorized representative [implied that authorization flows from the jurisdiction, e.g., contracted building
department services to serve in the capacity as the community's building official). See attached memo. The Florida
Building Commission rendered Dec Statement 2021-050 despite concerns of FDEM, concluding Sec. 107.6.1
“does not apply to services performed by private providers.” The Commission also stated the decision “does not
absolve the community from complying with any requirements under” the NFIP. The proposal closes that loophole
and clarifies FEMA’s expectations and the NFIP regulatory requirement that a community official must review and
approve elements of design and construction required in flood hazard areas.

Fiscal Impact Statement
Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

13



Reduces confusion about the FEMA NFIP expectation that local officials review applications in SFHAs for
compliance with the flood requirements.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code
None, because owners can still use affidavits and private providers.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code
Helps licensed professionals who offer private provider services.

Impact to small business relative to the cost of compliance with code

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

Yes, by reducing confusion about the FEMA NFIP expectation that local officials review applications in SFHAs
for compliance with the flood requirements.

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

The change does not affect the technical requirements of the code.
Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of
demonstrated capabilities

The change does not affect the technical requirements of the code.
Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Reduces confusion about the FEMA NFIP expectation that local officials review applications in SFHAs for
compliance with the flood requirements.
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Alternate Language

2nd Comment Period

Proponent Rebecca Quinn obo FL
Div Emerg Mgnt

Submitted 8/9/2022 8:32:19 AM Attachments Yes

Rationale:
Laying aside the original proposal, this alternative accomplishes the intent in a slightly different way. In Sec.
105.14, subsections are easier to interpret than exceptions and adding the title further clarifies it applies only in
flood hazard areas. In 107.6, the alternative restores 107.6.1 to existing language, and strikes the original
proposed 107.6.2 and replaces it with alternative language, on advice of Commission staff.

Fiscal Impact Statement
Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Clarifies that affidavits per 553.791 submitted by private providers for buildings in flood hazard areas must be
reviewed by the building official for the flood requirements, as required by FEMA (see original proposal).

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code
None, because owners can still use affidavits and private providers.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code
Helps licensed professionals who offer private provider services.

Impact to small business relative to the cost of compliance with code
Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public
Yes, by reducing confusion about the FEMA NFIP expectation that local officials review applications in SFHAs
for compliance with the flood requirements.

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

The change does not affect the technical requirements of the code.
Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of
demonstrated capabilities

The change does not affect the technical requirements of the code.
Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Reduces confusion about the FEMA NFIP expectation that local officials review applications in SFHAs for
compliance with the flood requirements.

1st Comment Period History

Proponent Rebecca Quinn obo FL
Div Emerg Mgnt

Submitted 4/15/2022 4:14:31 PM Attachments No

Comment:
On behalf of Conn Cole, FDEM State Floodplain Manager, I request that Mod# CA10348 be heard before Mod#
CA9986 and Mod# CA9987. The three proposals address the same issue.
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4

General Comments Yes Alternate Language Yes

TAC: Special Occupancy
Total Mods for Special Occupancy in Denied : 11

Total Mods for report: 13

Sub Code: Building

SP10338

Date Submitted 02/13/2022 Section 449 Proponent James gregory
Chapter 4 Affects HVHZ Yes Attachments Yes
TAC Recommendation Denied
Commission Action Pending Review

Comments

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification
Revises the hurricane surge requirements for the location of a new hospital.

Rationale
As the events have shown over the past few years, flooding caused by more intense storm events has been
increasing. Florida is very susceptible to this type of flooding from surge events and must take action now to
protect the health care infrastructure from all storm and high water surge events for all categories of hurricanes
including category 5.

Fiscal Impact Statement
Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

There is no impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code
Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

There is no 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 require additional cost to build in a category 5 surge zone.
Impact to small business relative to the cost of compliance with code

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

Improves the 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

Strengthens or improves the code from high wind and flooding events.
Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of
demonstrated capabilities

21



Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction
Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Improves the effectiveness of the code for public safety.
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Alternate Language

1st Comment Period History

Proponent scott waltz Submitted 4/15/2022 3:51:28 PM Attachments Yes
Rationale:
Strengthens the code by requiring elevation to above the 500 year flood elevation and removes language that
can be misinterpreted to apply these requirements only to facilities located in the flood hazard area as defined by
section 1612.

Fiscal Impact Statement
Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None
Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

None
Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

May increase costs of construction of new facilities in areas prone to flooding
Impact to small business relative to the cost of compliance with code

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

It strengthens the code.
Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of
demonstrated capabilities

It does not.
Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

It does not.

2nd Comment Period

Proponent James gregory Submitted 8/23/2022 2:30:11 PM Attachments No
Comment:
This comment is in support of this provision to raise the height of the surge inundation for hospital sites from
Category 3 to Category 5 hurricanes. Category 3 was picked in 1995 as the original rule was being developed,
not because it was thought Florida would never be impacted by another Category 5 hurricane, but because it was
thought, at the time, the rule was going to apply to both new and existing hospitals. The rule, which became part
of the Florida Building Code in 2000, does not include existing facilities that are not adding any building additions.
And since that time, it is well recognized that weather events are becoming more severe, Sea Level is rising, and
Category 5 storms do and will continue to impact Florida. It only makes sense to revise the level of hurricane
surge inundation from Category 3 to Category 5 Hurricane inundation to help Florida continue to protect its
essential health care facilities and to protect patients from flooding and displacement.
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5

General Comments Yes Alternate Language Yes

TAC: Special Occupancy
Total Mods for Special Occupancy in Denied : 11

Total Mods for report: 13

Sub Code: Building

SP10362

Date Submitted 02/13/2022 Section 450 Proponent James gregory
Chapter 4 Affects HVHZ Yes Attachments Yes
TAC Recommendation Denied
Commission Action Pending Review

Comments

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification
Revises the surge zone criteria for nursing homes.

Rationale
As the events have shown over the past few years, flooding caused by more intense storm events has been
increasing. Florida is very susceptible to this type of flooding from surge events and must take action now to
protect the health care infrastructure from all storm and high water surge events for all categories of hurricanes
including category 5.

Fiscal Impact Statement
Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

There is no impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code.
Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

There is no 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 require additional cost to build in a category 5 surge zone.
Impact to small business relative to the cost of compliance with code

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

improves 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

Strengthens or improves the code from high wind and flooding events.
Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of
demonstrated capabilities
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Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction.
Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Improves the effectiveness of the code by clarifying requirements.
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Alternate Language

2nd Comment Period

Proponent James gregory Submitted 8/23/2022 2:49:43 PM Attachments Yes
Rationale:
Strengthens the code by requiring elevation to above the 500 year flood elevation and removes language that
can be misinterpreted to apply these requirements only to facilities located in the flood hazard area as defined by
section 1612.

Fiscal Impact Statement
Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No imact
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

May increase costs of construction of new facilities in areas prone to flooding
Impact to small business relative to the cost of compliance with code

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

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

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

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems.
Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Improves the Code.

2nd Comment Period

Proponent James gregory Submitted 8/23/2022 2:24:06 PM Attachments No
Comment:
This comment is in support of this provision to raise the height of the surge inundation for nursing home sites
from Category 3 to Category 5 hurricanes. Category 3 was picked in 1995 as the original rule was being
developed, not because it was thought Florida would never be impacted by another Category 5 hurricane, but
because it was thought, at the time, the rule was going to apply to both new and existing nursing homes The rule,
which became part of the Florida Building Code in 2000, does not include existing facilities that are not adding
any building additions. And since that time, it is well recognized that weather events are becoming more severe,
Sea Level is rising, and Category 5 storms do and will continue to impact Florida. It only makes sense to revise
the level of hurricane surge inundation from Category 3 to Category 5 Hurricanes inundation to help Florida
continue to protect its health care facilities and to protect residents in nursing homes that serve the elderly from
flooding and displacement
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6

General Comments No Alternate Language Yes

TAC: Special Occupancy
Total Mods for Special Occupancy in Denied : 11

Total Mods for report: 13

Sub Code: Building

SP10369

Date Submitted 02/13/2022 Section 451 Proponent James gregory
Chapter 4 Affects HVHZ No Attachments Yes
TAC Recommendation Denied
Commission Action Pending Review

Comments

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification
Adds section as an alternative method of compliance

Rationale
The intent of the new section is to provide alternative safe guards to patients who require assistance to evacuate
a single story building during a fire emergency event. As explained in the ICC Handbook,The IFC and ICC
developed section 903.2.2 to insure first responders could access the ASC during a fire event to assist in
relocating patients who cannot relocate themselves and to provide a safe passage from the ASC to the exterior.
This is especially relevant in a multi-story building and 903.2.2 section requires the floors of and below the ASC to
be fully sprinklered. But in a single story building with direct exits and exit access to the exterior of the building,
other methods can be employed to protect the fully sprinklered ASC from the other unsprinklered parts of the
building. This can occur when an ASC locates into an existing single story business occupancy. By providing a Fire
Barrier, that is defined in the FBC as the required barrier to separate sprinkler from nonsprinklered sections of a
building, and by still requiring the ASC to be full sprinklered in a single story building, this alternate method is
equivalent to or exceeds the active fire protection system required by section 903.2.2.

Fiscal Impact Statement
Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

There is no impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code.
Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

There is no impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code.
Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

Reduces impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code
Impact to small business relative to the cost of compliance with code

Requirements
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Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public
Does not adversely affect 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

Provides for equivalent or better method to assure patient safety.
Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of
demonstrated capabilities

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction.
Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Improves the effectiveness of the code by clarifying requirements.
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Alternate Language

2nd Comment Period

Proponent James gregory Submitted 8/11/2022 2:24:18 PM Attachments Yes
Rationale:
1. This modification is necessary to clarify Section 903.2.2 in regards to ambulatory surgical centers located in
single story buildings in Florida and addresses a fully sprinklered ambulatory surgical center when located in a
single story unsprinklered building. 2. The use of a Fire Barrier to separate sprinklered areas from unsprinklered
areas in a building is the correct barrier to use as required by the FBC. The hourly rating of the Fire Barrier is
determined by Section 707 Fire Barriers. 3. This modification enforces the intent of Section 903.2.2 by requiring
direct exits from the ASC without traversing any other part of the unsprinklered building.

Fiscal Impact Statement
Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact to local entity relative to enforcement.
Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

No impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance.
Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance.
Impact to small business relative to the cost of compliance with code

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

Improve the code for 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

Provides a clarification of the code that works to improve it.
Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of
demonstrated capabilities

Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods or systems of construction.
Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Make the code more effective by addressing a condition not previously addressed.
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7

General Comments No Alternate Language Yes

TAC: Special Occupancy
Total Mods for Special Occupancy in Denied : 11

Total Mods for report: 13

Sub Code: Building

SP10478

Date Submitted 02/15/2022 Section 449.4.2.2 Proponent scott waltz
Chapter 4 Affects HVHZ No Attachments Yes
TAC Recommendation Denied
Commission Action Pending Review

Comments

Related Modifications
None

Summary of Modification
The modification clarifies existing requirements and updates the flood resistance requirements for new hospital
facilities and modifications to existing facilities. It also provides new exceptions for non-patient related spaces.

Rationale
The modification will add clarity to current requirements and provide necessary enhancements to strengthen the
requirements for areas subject to storm inundation. The revised text also provides new exceptions for non-patient
care related spaces where the facility design will allow for the continued operation of the facility by isolating
effected areas and maintaining access to the facility and required egress.

Fiscal Impact Statement
Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None
Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

None
Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None
Impact to small business relative to the cost of compliance with code

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
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Strengthens and provides clarity.
Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of
demonstrated capabilities

It does not
Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

It does not.
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Alternate Language

2nd Comment Period

Proponent scott waltz Submitted 8/26/2022 1:37:54 PM Attachments Yes

Rationale:

Proposed modification clarifies existing language and strengthens requirements to better protect critical
healthcare facilities from flood damage.

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

May require additional first cost to build in a category 5 surge zone. Life cycle costs are unknown but may be
reduced due to the mitigation of flood risks.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code
May require additional first cost to build in a category 5 surge zone. Life cycle costs are unknown but may be
reduced due to the mitigation of flood risks.

Impact to small business relative to the cost of compliance with code
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

The proposals strengthens the code and clarifies requirements.
Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of
demonstrated capabilities

It does not.
Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

It does not.
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8

General Comments Yes Alternate Language No

TAC: Special Occupancy
Total Mods for Special Occupancy in Denied : 11

Total Mods for report: 13

Sub Code: Building

SP10481

Date Submitted 02/15/2022 Section 453.8.3 Proponent Greg Johnson
Chapter 4 Affects HVHZ No Attachments Yes
TAC Recommendation Denied
Commission Action Pending Review

Comments

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification
FL public colleges permitted same type of construction rules as private colleges.

Rationale
To provide for equal treatment of public and private colleges under the law. See uploaded rationale.

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

Should greatly reduce the cost of construction of public colleges by providing proven alternative building
methods.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code
Should greatly reduce the cost of construction of public colleges by providing proven alternative building
methods.

Impact to small business relative to the cost of compliance with code

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

It regards permitted construction types.
Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems
of construction

It improves the code by permitting public colleges to use the same construction regulations as private colleges.
Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of
demonstrated capabilities

It removes discrimination against certain materials that is based solely upon who owns the building.

55



Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code
It improves the code by permitting public colleges to use the same construction regulations as private colleges.

2nd Comment Period

Proponent Don Whitehead Submitted 8/22/2022 2:22:21 PM Attachments Yes

Comment:

See attached file

2nd Comment Period

Proponent Greg Johnson Submitted 8/24/2022 6:24:42 PM Attachments Yes
Comment:
Approving Modification #10481 has the potential to save FL taxpayers millions of dollars if the code will quit
discriminating &quot;against against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of demonstrated
capabilities.” See the uploaded comment.

2nd Comment Period

Proponent Greg Johnson Submitted 8/26/2022 4:05:36 PM Attachments Yes

Comment:

See the uploaded comment file in support of SP10481 in response to Comment G-2 opposing Modification
SP10481

1st Comment Period History

Proponent Don Whitehead Submitted 4/14/2022 5:10:24 PM Attachments Yes

Comment:

See attached file
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General Comments No Alternate Language Yes

TAC: Special Occupancy
Total Mods for Special Occupancy in Denied : 11

Total Mods for report: 13

Sub Code: Building

SP10498

Date Submitted 02/15/2022 Section 450.2.2 Proponent scott waltz
Chapter 4 Affects HVHZ No Attachments Yes
TAC Recommendation Denied
Commission Action Pending Review

Comments

Related Modifications
None

Summary of Modification
Updates and clarifies flood resistance requirements for nursing homes.

Rationale
Proposed modification provides clarification and strengthens requirements as necessary. it also provides new
exception for non-resident care related areas.

Fiscal Impact Statement
Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None.
Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

None.
Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None.
Impact to small business relative to the cost of compliance with code

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

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

Strengthens and clarifies.
Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of
demonstrated capabilities
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it will not.
Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

It does not.
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Alternate Language

2nd Comment Period

Proponent scott waltz Submitted 8/26/2022 1:50:25 PM Attachments Yes

Rationale:

Proposed modification clarifies existing language and strengthens requirements to better protect critical
healthcare facilities from flood damage.

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

May require additional first cost to build in a category 5 surge zone. Life cycle costs are unknown but may be
reduced due to the mitigation of flood risks.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code
May require additional first cost to build in a category 5 surge zone. Life cycle costs are unknown but may be
reduced due to the mitigation of flood risks.

Impact to small business relative to the cost of compliance with code
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

It strengthens the code and clarifies requirements.
Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of
demonstrated capabilities

It does not.
Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

It does not.
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General Comments Yes Alternate Language No

TAC: Special Occupancy
Total Mods for Special Occupancy in Denied : 11

Total Mods for report: 13

Sub Code: Building

SP10383

Date Submitted 02/14/2022 Section 3002.4 Proponent Tommy
Demopoulos

Chapter 30 Affects HVHZ No Attachments No
TAC Recommendation Denied
Commission Action Pending Review

Comments

Related Modifications
Elevator car to accommodate ambulance stretcher

Summary of Modification
Modify section to accommodate an ambulance stretcher 24 inches by 84 inches instead of 24 inches by 76 inches.

Rationale
This modification is due to stretcher lengths increasing on many brands such as Stryker Stretchers. If the stretcher
was lying flat and a patient was in cardiac arrest, you would not be able to fit in the elevator to go to the ground
floor. You would have to incline the stretcher which then does not provide adequate compressions with the head
portion inclined so you could fit into the elevator. With a minimum of 84 inches for new elevators, this provides
sufficient space to keep the patient lying flat, continue chest compressions and be able to take the elevator down
to the ground level.

Fiscal Impact Statement
Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Nothing additional
Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

Potential increase in cost for a larger elevator and hoistway but can be offset by potential lives saved.
Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None
Impact to small business relative to the cost of compliance with code

Requirements
Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public
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This proposal improves life safety. General public visiting or living in a building should be comfortable knowing
they could be transported by means of a stretcher, that they can fit inside of an elevator. Their life could be
saved by laying flat and receiving effective chest compressions.

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

This size increase does not diminish any code and there are products out there already that meet this need.
Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of
demonstrated capabilities

There is no discrimination of materials of products with this proposed code section.
Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

This proposed modification does not degrade effectiveness of the code and shows alignment with the fire
service and emergency medical services.

2nd Comment Period

Proponent Tommy Demopoulos Submitted 8/16/2022 1:45:16 PM Attachments No
Comment:
Stryker and Ferno are the most common and widely used stretcher within the State of Florida. These lengths are
84&quot; and 80&quot; respectively. Not constructing new buildings to allow EMS responders to properly
transport a patient from the upper floors to the ground is a disservice to the residents of Florida. It is very unsafe
and takes multiple personnel to carry a patient down the stairs on a backboard in cardiac arrest. This also delays
proper chest compressions which places the patient at risk.
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11

General Comments Yes Alternate Language Yes

TAC: Special Occupancy
Total Mods for Special Occupancy in Denied : 11

Total Mods for report: 13

Sub Code: Existing Building

SP10266

Date Submitted 02/12/2022 Section 502.3 Proponent Conn Cole FDEM
SFMO

Chapter 5 Affects HVHZ No Attachments Yes
TAC Recommendation Denied
Commission Action Pending Review

Comments

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification
Provide that non-substantial additions in flood hazard areas do increase the nonconformity of buildings that do not
conform to current flood requirements.

Rationale
Based on FEMA 2024 IEBC proposal EB154-22. Subject to 553.73(7)(a) as flood requirement for inclusion in 9th
Ed. FBCB includes requirements for alterations & additions (improvements) to existing buildings in floodplains.
Compliance trigger is in definition for “substantial improvement” (50% rule); requires compliance if cost of
improvements equals or exceeds 50% market value of the building before work is done. FEMA guidance, like EB
1103.3, distinguishes compliance of additions from compliance of existing (or base) buildings. EB 502.1 states
alterations must be made to ensure existing buildings are “not less complying with” the code than the existing
building was before the addition. EB 1101.2 echoes that: additions “shall not create or extend any nonconformity.”
Buildings in floodplains built before communities adopted regs are usually nonconforming. Proposal reinforces
existing reqmt by making clear that additions less than 50% of market value must not make nonconforming
buildings more nonconforming. This is done by having specific reqmts stating additions must not be lower than the
lowest floors of existing buildings because being lower renders the buildings more nonconforming. Also, non-
substantial additions to conforming or compliant buildings must not make buildings nonconforming. Proposal
accounts for buildings that are elevated higher than required by the code by specifying additions must be at least
as high as the elevations required in FBCB 1612 or FBCR R322. Another scenario addressed is if owners of
buildings elevated on columns/ pilings decide to enclose area underneath. Enclosing meets the definition of
addition because it creates an “extension or increase in floor area.” Even when enclosing underneath is not a
“substantial improvement” based on cost, the work is only allowed when the walls and use of the enclosure comply
with requirements for enclosures. Otherwise, enclosing creates noncompliance or extends nonconformance.

Fiscal Impact Statement
Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code
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It makes it easier to enforce the general requirement in the existing building code that work must not make
nonconforming buildings more nonconforming.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code
No change; clarifies the application of the existing requirement that work must not make a nonconforming
building more nonconforming. The proposal is consistent with the existing requirement that additions must not
create or extend any nonconformity.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code
No change in costs (same as impact on buildings and owners).

Impact to small business relative to the cost of compliance with code

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

Yes, by making it clearer that nonconformities must not be extended.
Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems
of construction

Yes, by making it clearer that nonconformities must not be extended.
Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of
demonstrated capabilities

No change in materials or methods.
Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

No, because it’ll be clearer that nonconformities must not be extended.
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Alternate Language

2nd Comment Period

Proponent Rebecca Quinn obo FL
Div Emerg Mgnt

Submitted 8/9/2022 8:40:26 AM Attachments Yes

Rationale:
This alternate starts with the original proposed language and does not change the intent of the original proposal.
The alternative does two things. One, it fixes FDEM’s original error to show correct 502.2 language for additions
(we inadvertently used Sec. 503.2 for alterations). Two, it shows changes to Sec. 1103.5 and Sec. 1401.3.3 to
match FEMA’s changes made to the same proposal for the IEBC, which were Approved as Modified at the ICC
Committee Action Hearing.

Fiscal Impact Statement
Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Original, with amendments, makes it easier to enforce the general requirement in the existing building code that
work must not make nonconforming buildings more nonconforming.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code
No change; amendment further clarifies the application of the existing requirement that work must not make a
nonconforming building more nonconforming. The proposal is consistent with the existing requirement that
additions must not create or extend any nonconformity.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code
No change in costs (same as impact on buildings and owners).

Impact to small business relative to the cost of compliance with code
Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public
Yes, by making it clearer that nonconformities must not be extended.

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

Yes, by making it clearer that nonconformities must not be extended.
Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of
demonstrated capabilities

No change in materials or methods.
Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

No, because it’ll be clearer that nonconformities must not be extended.

1st Comment Period History

Proponent Rebecca Quinn obo FL
Div Emerg Mgnt

Submitted 4/16/2022 11:33:05 AM Attachments Yes

Rationale:
Submitted on behalf of the FDEM State Floodplain Manager, we recommend alternate language. FEMA submitted
the proposal for the International Existing Building Code as proposal EB50-22, which was Approved as Modified at
the Committee Action Hearing. The modifications correct an error on FEMA’s part and correct a typographical
error on FDEM’s part. The modifications make sure the requirements apply only to the non-substantial additions,
not the entire existing building. Only Sec. 1103.3 and 1401.3.3 are modified; no change needed for the definition
and Sec. 503.2.

Fiscal Impact Statement
Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

no change from original
Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

no change from original
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Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code
no change from original

Impact to small business relative to the cost of compliance with code
Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public
no change from original

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

no change from original
Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of
demonstrated capabilities

no change from original
Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

no change from original

2nd Comment Period

Proponent Scott McAdam Submitted 8/21/2022 3:55:00 PM Attachments No

Comment:

BOAF CDC Committee supports this modification alternate 2
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12

General Comments Yes Alternate Language Yes

TAC: Special Occupancy
Total Mods for Special Occupancy in Denied : 11

Total Mods for report: 13

Sub Code: Residential

SP10257

Date Submitted 02/12/2022 Section 322.1.6 Proponent Conn Cole FDEM
SFMO

Chapter 3 Affects HVHZ No Attachments Yes
TAC Recommendation Denied
Commission Action Pending Review

Comments

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification
Exterior equipment in flood hazard areas that is flood damaged and replaced must be elevated.

Rationale
Based on FEMA 2024 IRC proposal RB136-22. Subject to 553.73(7)(a) as flood requirement for inclusion in 9th
Edition. Many buildings in floodplains were built before communities started regulating and requiring buildings to
be elevated and constructed to minimize exposure to flooding. During a flood, exterior equipment that serves those
buildings gets damaged, even when the building itself is not substantially damaged. When homes are flooded and
elevated exterior equipment remains functional, clean up and drying out are easier and faster. This means
dangerous mold conditions are less likely to develop and families can more quickly move back into safer homes.
The code change requires replacement exterior equipment damaged by flood to be raised to or above the
elevation required based on flood zone, unless the replacement equipment meets the limitations of the exception
to be located below those elevations. Methods used to raise replacement exterior equipment are the same as the
methods used when equipment is installed to serve new construction (pedestal, platforms, or platforms that are
cantilevered from or knee braced to the structure). Photographs in an attachment to this proposal show typical
methods of elevating equipment that serves dwellings. FEMA’s Mitigation Assessment Team reports prepared after
some significant flood events document widespread damage to non-elevated exterior equipment. Elevating
equipment at the time of replacement also saves homeowners from having to pay for replacement equipment after
the subsequent flood event.

Fiscal Impact Statement
Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No anticipated impact.
Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

Increased costs for pedestal or platform to raise replacement equipment and minor costs to extend wiring
&amp; piping. Two long-term benefits offset upfront costs: damage avoided and cost of complete replacement if
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flooded, and faster drying, cleanup, and reoccupancy after subsequent floods.
Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No anticipated impact.
Impact to small business relative to the cost of compliance with code

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

Yes, it facilitates drying, cleanup, and reoccupancy after flood events.
Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems
of construction

Improves the code by helping post-flood recovery.
Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of
demonstrated capabilities

No change in the type or size of equipment.
Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Improves the code by helping post-flood recovery.
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Alternate Language

2nd Comment Period

Proponent Rebecca Quinn obo FL
Div Emerg Mgnt

Submitted 8/9/2022 8:55:01 AM Attachments Yes

Rationale:
Alternate language offered at the suggestion of a TAC member who suggested requirements for replacements
(which occur at existing buildings) should be done in the FBC Existing Building. Many buildings in floodplains were
built before communities started regulating and requiring buildings to be elevated and constructed to minimize
exposure to flooding. During a flood, exterior equipment that serves those buildings gets damaged, even when
the building itself is not substantially damaged. When homes are flooded and elevated exterior equipment
remains functional, clean up and drying out are easier and faster. This means dangerous mold conditions are
less likely to develop and families can more quickly move back into safer homes. The code change requires
replacement exterior equipment damaged by flood to be raised to or above the elevation required based on flood
zone, unless the replacement equipment meets the limitations of the exception to be located below those
elevations. Methods used to raise replacement exterior equipment are the same as the methods used when
equipment is installed to serve new construction (pedestal, platforms, or platforms that are cantilevered from or
knee braced to the structure). Photographs attached to the original proposal show typical methods of elevating
equipment that serves dwellings. FEMA’s Mitigation Assessment Team reports prepared after some significant
flood events document widespread damage to non-elevated exterior equipment. Elevating equipment at the time
of replacement also saves homeowners from having to pay for replacement equipment after the subsequent flood
event.

Fiscal Impact Statement
Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No anticipated impact.
Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

Increased costs for pedestal or platform to raise replacement equipment and minor costs to extend wiring
&amp; piping. Two long-term benefits off-set upfront costs: damage avoided and cost of complete replacement
if flooded, and faster drying, cleanup, and reoccupancy after subsequent floods

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code
No anticipated impact.

Impact to small business relative to the cost of compliance with code
Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public
Yes, it facilitates drying, cleanup, and reoccupancy after future flood events

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

Improves the code by helping recovery after future flood events.
Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of
demonstrated capabilities

No change in the type or size of equipment.
Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Improves the code by helping recovery after future flood events.

1st Comment Period History

Proponent Rebecca Quinn obo FL
Div Emerg Mgnt

Submitted 4/16/2022 11:27:50 AM Attachments Yes

Rationale:
Submitted on behalf of the FDEM State Floodplain Manager, we recommend approval by the TAC and
Commission because this will help many homeowners after the next flood. The frequency of flooding is increasing
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across the state. This proposal was submitted by FEMA for the International Residential Code as RB136-22,
which was Disapproved at the Committee Action Hearing. FDEM has helped a number of Florida communities to
prepare language for local technical amendments to require ALL new exterior equipment and ALL replacement
exterior equipment to be elevated, regardless of whether there is other work on the building. FDEM supports that
as a Florida-specific amendment to the residential code, and offers it as alternate language to replace the
sentence shown in SP10257.

Fiscal Impact Statement
Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Easier to enforce for ALL new/replacements, and not have to know whether the unit being replaced was
damaged by flooding.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code
Initial increase in cost for more owners replacing units, not just those owners who experienced flooding

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code
Same as original

Impact to small business relative to the cost of compliance with code
Requirements

Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public
Broader benefits because any owner replacing units will avoid future flood damage, not just owners replacing
flooded units.

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

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

Same as original
Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Same as original

2nd Comment Period

Proponent Rebecca Quinn obo FL
Div Emerg Mgnt

Submitted 8/9/2022 8:58:35 AM Attachments No

Comment:
Request Approve the original proposal as Submitted to limit application to exterior equipment that is damaged by
flooding and needs to be replaced.
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13

General Comments No Alternate Language Yes

TAC: Special Occupancy
Total Mods for Special Occupancy in Denied : 11

Total Mods for report: 13

Sub Code: Residential

SP10351

Date Submitted 02/14/2022 Section 322.1.10 Proponent Conn Cole FDEM
SFMO

Chapter 3 Affects HVHZ No Attachments Yes
TAC Recommendation Denied
Commission Action Pending Review

Comments

Related Modifications
Building Section 1612, #10349, to add definition and make similar change to where elevation data are prepared
and sealed.

Summary of Modification
Clarify that licensed professional surveyors and mappers survey and seal elevation data and add a definition for
Professional Surveyor and Mapper.

Rationale
The FBC defines “registered design professional,” citing Florida Statutes for Chapter 471 (Engineering) and
Chapter 481 (Architecture). The term does not include professional surveyors and mappers licensed pursuant to
Chapter 472, Florida Statutes. In 2021, the Florida Board of Professional Surveyors and Mappers determined and
verified that only Surveyors and Mappers with Florida licenses in good standing “may certify elevation data in
Florida pursuant to 472.0366.” Therefore, it is appropriate to define ‘professional surveyor and mapper” in the
FBC, Building and FBC, Residential, and clarify in the sections that specify which professionals may certify
elevations. The FEMA NFIP Elevation Certificate relies on the laws of each state that specify which licensed
professionals may certify elevations.

Fiscal Impact Statement
Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Local entities should verify that a certifier of elevation data is a Professional Surveyor and Mapper licensed by
the FBPSM.

Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code
None, certification of elevations is already required.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code
None, certification of elevations is already required.

Impact to small business relative to the cost of compliance with code
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Requirements
Has a reasonable and substantial connection with the health, safety, and welfare of the general public

Yes, because the appropriately licensed professional is required to prepare certifications.
Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems
of construction

Yes, because the appropriately licensed professional is required to prepare certifications.
Does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or systems of construction of
demonstrated capabilities

The change does not affect materials and methods of construction.
Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Improves effectiveness because the appropriately licensed professional is required to prepare certifications.

99



Alternate Language

2nd Comment Period

Proponent Rebecca Quinn obo FL
Div Emerg Mgnt

Submitted 8/9/2022 8:24:47 AM Attachments Yes

Rationale:
To coordinate with #10349 which adds licensed professional surveyor and mapper to the FBC Building for
certifying elevations (TACs recommended Approval). This alternate retains registered design professional based
on TAC discussion, despite the 2021 determination of the Florida Board of Professional Surveyors and Mappers
that only Surveyors and Mappers with Florida licenses in good standing “may certify elevation data in Florida
pursuant to 472.0366.”

Fiscal Impact Statement
Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None, certification of elevations is already required.
Impact to building and property owners relative to cost of compliance with code

None, certification of elevations is already required.
Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None, certification of elevations is already required.
Impact to small business relative to the cost of compliance with code

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

No change
Strengthens or improves the code, and provides equivalent or better products, methods, or systems
of construction

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

No change
Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

No change
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