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Attachments

Paul Savage

No

4/2/2010

Approved as Modified

403.2.2.1, 403.6.1.1

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN4460  1

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Requires certain equipment sizing and duct sealing requirements upon total replacement of the condensing and evaporator units of 

residential HVAC systems. The modification is the consensus language developed by the 2010 Florida Energy Code Workgroup.

Rationale

The Commission directed that this issue be studied following Energy Code amendment proposals at the October 2008 meeting.  The 

proposed modification is the resulting consensus language developed by the 2010 Florida Energy Code Workgroup.  The Building Code 

Act of 2008 (HB 697) requires that energy efficiency performance goals be achieved through elements such as “reduced-leak duct 

systems.”  The proposed modification also furthers “energy demand management” required by the Act.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

For equipment sizing, the contractor can submit a nationally-recognized sizing calculation sheet at the time of permit application.  

For duct sealing, compliance is evidenced by a brief certification affixed to the air handler by the contractor.

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

The potential cost of a sizing calculation and sealing of “accessible ... joints and seams” is nominal as compared to the overall cost 

of the HVAC system being replaced and the savings to the consumer to be expected from a properly installed system.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

Without adding significant cost or industry implementation burdens, the proposed modification will improve HVAC system 

performance and deliver the improved energy savings consumers are expecting.

Requirements

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

The EPA and DOE and other agencies and industry groups have identified significant energy waste caused by improperly sized 

HVAC equipment and leaky ducts.  The interests of the general public are well served by improvement of code language to 

addresses these issues.

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

This proposal effectuates legislative mandates from 2008.  Requiring proper sizing and duct testing for new HVAC equipment 

provides the consumer with properly functioning equipment as opposed to underperforming and wasteful HVAC systems that can 

lead to humidity issues.

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

This proposal requires compliance with the current energy code for equipment replacement and consequently does not 

discriminate against any lawful material, product, method or system of construction.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

The proposal strengthens the code by clarifying the code’s scope and effectuates energy savings which are required by law.
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1st Comment Period History                      04/15/2010 - 06/01/2010

E
N

4
4
6
0
-A

3
Proponent  Ann Stanton Submitted 5/17/2010 YesAttachments

Rationale

HB 663 states: "It is the intent of the Legislature that all replacement air-conditioning systems be installed using energy-saving, 

quality installation proedures, including, but not limited to, equipment sizing analysis and duct inspection." Section 553.912, F.S., 

specifically covers ALL air conditioners sold or installed in the state, not just residential units less than 65,000 Btu/h. This clause 

belongs in Section 101.4.7 of the FBC-Energy Conservation, Building Systems, not in Ch

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None. Clarifies the intent of the code.

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

None. Clarifies the intent of the code.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None. Clarifies the intent of the code.

Requirements

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

Stand on original impact statement. Required by HB 663.

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

Yes.

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

No.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

No.

1st Comment Period History                        04/15/2010 - 06/01/2010

E
N

4
4
6
0
-G

1
  

Proponent  Jeff Sonne Submitted 5/27/2010 NoAttachments

There is a concern that in homes with atmospherically drafted combustion appliances, in some cases sealing ducts without also 

testing zone pressures after sealing may result in unsafe conditions due to zone pressure changes that affect combustion product 

venting.

Comment:
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Attachments

Jennifer Hatfield

No

4/1/2010

Approved as Modified

403.9

Pending Review

Yes4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN4078  2

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

This proposal adds Florida specific energy efficiency language for pool heaters, residential filtration pumps and motors, and portable 

spas per the legislative directive in the 2008 energy bill (HB 7135). It also makes necessary clarifications under the cover section.

Rationale

In 2008 the legislature deemed that in order to consume less energy, certain aspects of the pool &amp; spa filtration and heating 

system design and equipment are to follow certain guidelines set out in this proposal and in the Appendix D referenced material.  The 

clarifications made under the cover section are needed to prevent misinterpretation of vague and sometimes unenforceable terms and 

requirements. The pump motor default circulation speed is changed to conform to current legislation.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

The AHJ will need to verify that the products being installed meet these new energy efficiency requirements.  The clarifications to 

the cover requirements will provide clearer direction then what currently exists.

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

These energy efficient products may increase the cost of the product to the owner upfront; however, a savings will ultimately occur 

with the owner’s utility bill that should offset the increase associated with purchasing the product.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

The legislatively mandated products may cost more to purchase.  There are no pool covers that meet the R-12 insulation value; 

only applicable to portable spas. If not clarified, it will amount to an unattainable mandate that will cost industry time and dollars 

having to address it with every AHJ.

Requirements

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

These energy efficient pool/spa products will lower the energy consumption of a pool/spa, benefiting the general public.  If the 

cover requirement is not removed or amended the safety of the consumer will be at risk.

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

This proposal strengthens and improves the code by requiring products, methods, and systems of construction that will result in 

energy savings.  It also removes and clarifies unattainable requirements that will cause enforcement problems.

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

This proposal provides for a standard and method of compliance for all products to follow.  Products not meeting these new 

requirements will not be allowed to be installed.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

This proposal does not degrade the effectiveness of the code; it actually strengthens and gives consistency throughout the State 

of Florida by providing guidance on how to meet the new energy efficiency requirements for pools and spas.
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1st Comment Period History                      04/15/2010 - 06/01/2010

E
N

4
0
7
8
-A

1
Proponent  Ann Stanton Submitted 5/14/2010 YesAttachments

Rationale

This section is part of a larger proposal. Regarding this part of the proposed mod, the language in blue is redundant and needs 

to be deleted. General comment: HB 663 changes the normal cycle from 120 minutes to 24 hours.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None.

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

None.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None.

Requirements

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

Formatting issue.

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

Yes.

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

No.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

No.
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Attachments

Eric Lacey

No

3/26/2010

Approved as Modified

405.3

Pending Review

Yes4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN3945  3

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

This proposal adds clarity by repeating the most crucial element of the performance option – the 0.80 adjustment factor – in both 

Section 405 and Normative Appendix B.

Rationale

(See attached file for complete supporting statement.)  This proposal repeats the most crucial element of the performance option – the 

0.80 adjustment factor – in both Section 405 and Normative Appendix B.  This will ensure that any user of the performance option will 

understand right away that the ultimate design must be 20% more stringent than the requirements listed in the code.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

This proposal will add clarity and will improve compliance and enforcement of the code.

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

There is no cost impact.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

Compliance and enforcement will be more consistent.

Requirements

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

This proposal will simplify code enforcement and compliance by adding clarity to the code.

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

This proposal will simplify code enforcement and compliance by adding clarity to the code.

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

The proposal will only increase the effectiveness of the code.
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1st Comment Period History                        04/15/2010 - 06/01/2010

E
N

3
9
4
5
-G

1
  

Proponent  Amy Schmidt Submitted 5/28/2010 NoAttachments

I support this proposal as it adds clarity to the performance section of the code and supports the FL goal of 20% greater efficiency.

Comment:
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Attachments

Jack Glenn

No

4/2/2010

Approved as Modified

405.4.1

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN4462  4

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

This modification reinstates original IECC language.

Rationale

This is an unnecessary departure from IECC language nor conflicts with the actual language of FL State 553.995.  The original IECC 

language will allow the use of Energy Gauge, so therefore there is no need to adapt the language.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact on lcal enforcement

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

No change

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

Provides clrity consistent with Florida Statute

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.
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Attachments

Jennifer Hatfield

No

4/2/2010

Approved as Modified

504.7

Pending Review

No5

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN4415  5

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

This proposal removes new s. 504.7.4 that would require energy efficiency pool pump and pump motor requirements for commercial 

pools. The intent of the legislative directive was for these requirements to only apply for residential pools and spas. They are not 

feasible in commercial applications.

Rationale

The 2008 legislative directive for pool pumps and pump motors were intended for residential application only.  This also follows 

California Energy Code pool pump and pump motor requirements and draft national standards.  These devices currently cannot be used 

in commercial applications where turnover requirements and other circulation requirements prevent their use.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No fiscal impact.

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

No fiscal impact.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

If not clarified, it will amount to an unattainable mandate that will cost industry time and dollars having to address it with every AHJ 

and public health official.

Requirements

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

Public pools must follow certain circulation and filtration requirements, i.e. turnover requirements, for the health and safety of its 

public pool users.  If the pump motor requirement is not removed this could prevent public pools from meeting these requirements.

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

This proposal strengthens and improves the code by removing requirements that were only intended for residential application.

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

This proposal does not discriminate.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

This proposal does not degrade the effectiveness of the code; it actually strengthens the code by removing a requirement that is 

only applicable to residential pools and spas.
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Attachments

Jeff Sonne

No

4/1/2010

Approved as Modified

506

Pending Review

No5

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN4300  6

Related Modifications

Section 202-  add definition of vegetative roof.

Summary of Modification

Reduce heating and cooling roof heat flux rates by 45% for vegetative roofs in commercial whole building performance code 

compliance calculations.

Rationale

Credit is based on vegetative roof research reported in the following publication:

Sonne, J., D. Parker, &quot;Energy Performance Aspects of A Florida Green Roof, Part 2”, Florida Solar Energy Center, 

FSEC-PF-442-08, December 15, 2008.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Vegetative roofs are optional so no impact unless selected, in which case a vegetative roof inspection would be required.

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

Vegetative roofs are optional so no impact unless selected to improve roof energy performance.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None unless the vegetative roof option is selected, in which case impact would be minimal.

Requirements

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

Vegetative roofs have been documented to save energy and provide other benefits to the general public.

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

Improves the code by allowing energy performance accounting for vegetative roofs.

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

Only adds a new code compliance option.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Improves code effectiveness by allowing energy performance accounting for vegetative roofs.
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1st Comment Period History                      04/15/2010 - 06/01/2010

E
N

4
3
0
0
-A

1
Proponent  Jeff Sonne Submitted 5/27/2010 YesAttachments

Rationale

Addresses vegetative roof irrigation and clarifies that minimum roof/ceiling insulation levels must be upheld to claim credit for 

these roofs.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None unless optional credit is taken.

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

None unless optional credit is taken.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None unless optional credit is taken.

Requirements

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

Helps insure minimum insulation levels are upheld and vegetative roof "health".

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

Helps insure minimum insulation levels are upheld and vegetative roof "health".

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

Improves code effectiveness by helping insure that minimum insulation levels are upheld and facilitating vegetative roof 

benefits.

1st Comment Period History                        04/15/2010 - 06/01/2010

E
N

4
3
0
0
-G

1
  

Proponent  Jack Glenn Submitted 6/1/2010 NoAttachments

Publication should be made available to the public for review as it is a part of the code change.

Comment:
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Attachments

Ann Stanton

No

3/25/2010

Approved as Modified

AHRI

Pending Review

No6

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN3865  7

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Update to AHRI 340/360-2004.

Rationale

Update to revised industry standard per ASHRAE Addenda r to 90.1-2004.

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

This standard was updated in 2004. It is used by manufacturers for testing their equipment.

Requirements

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

Yes.

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

Yes.

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

No.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

No.

Page |42Energy2010 Triennial



E
N

3
8

6
5
 -

R
1
 R

e
v

is
io

n
 D

e
ta

il

Page |43Energy2010 Triennial



1st Comment Period History                        04/15/2010 - 06/01/2010

E
N

3
8
6
5
-G

1
  

Proponent  Robert Cochell Submitted 5/28/2010 NoAttachments

We should move to the 2007 edition of AHRI 340/360. Manufacturers have already updated to the latest version of this standard. 

You can find a copy of AHRI 340/360-2007 at www.ahrinet.org/Content/FindaStandard_218.aspx

Comment:
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Attachments

Robert Volin

No

3/31/2010

Approved as Modified

Referenced Standards

Pending Review

No6

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN4062  8

Related Modifications

None

Summary of Modification

Referenced Manual in code

Rationale

To keep with code section 403.6.1

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

None

Requirements

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

None

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

Referenced in code section403.6.1

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

No

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

No
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Attachments

Jon Hamrick

No

3/18/2010

Approved as Modified

Appendix A

Pending Review

No7

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN3642  9

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Corrects jurisdiction names and college names in Florida Energy Conservation Code, Appendix A, Jurisdictional Data

Rationale

Names of community colleges have been changing over the last few years. Change keeps Florida Energy Conservation Code current 

with college names approved through the legislative process.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None

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

None

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None

Requirements

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

Reflects changes in Florida laws for renaming colleges.

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

Reflects changes in Florida laws for renaming colleges.

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

This change does not discriminate against materials, products, methods, or system of construction.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Reflects changes in Florida laws for renaming colleges.
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Attachments

Ann Stanton

No

3/24/2010

Approved as Submitted

101.4.10

Pending Review

No1

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN3848  10

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Allow code official to determine limited/special use building application.

Rationale

Code officials should have the responsibility of determining whether a building fits the limited/special use category. Provides criteria for 

determining compliance.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Would require the code official to determine if a limited or special use building meets the code.

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

Would not require limited/special use buildings to go before the Florida Building Commission.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

Less steps to jump through.

Requirements

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

Yes.

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

Yes.

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

No.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

No.
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Attachments

Ann Stanton

No

3/24/2010

Approved as Submitted

101.4.3

Pending Review

No1

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN3731  11

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Clarify that the exceptions apply where buildings are not exempt from compliance with the code.

Rationale

Most of these exceptions are exempt by the renovations clause; if the cost of the job exceeds 30% of the assessed value of the 

structure, only the items being changed need meet code. If the building is a major renovation and is not exempt from compliance for the 

items being changed, adding common weatherization features should not trigger requiring the replacement of the entire set of windows 

to meet code.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None.

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

Will allow common weatherization techniques without requiring major retrofits.

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. Will allow upgrades without prohibitive cost.

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

Allows people to weatherize their building without triggering major renovation.

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

No.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

No.
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Attachments

Ann Stanton

No

3/24/2010

Approved as Submitted

102.1

Pending Review

No1

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN3850  12

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Provide criteria by which code officials may determine code compliance by alternate materials and methods.

Rationale

Assist code officials by providing criteria by which the alternate materials and methods clause may be used.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Will help code officials determine whether a new and emerging technology will be equivalent or better than typical building 

components in energy efficient building design.

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

Allows easier access to new and emerging technologies.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

Provides a vehicle for documenting relative efficiency of new and emerging technologies.

Requirements

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

Yes.

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

Yes.

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

No.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

No.
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Attachments

Ann Stanton

No

4/2/2010

Approved as Submitted

202

Pending Review

No2

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN4412  13

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Add lighting-related definitions per ASHRAE 90.1 Addenda aa.

Rationale

This mod would add definitions for lighting-related terms that are important to understanding and applying some of the lighting 

requirements in the code. Per Addendum aa to ASHRAE 90.1-2004

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Clarifies code requirements.

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

Aid in understanding intent of code.

Requirements

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

Yes, improves the code.

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

Yes, clarifies code intent.

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

No.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

No.
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Attachments

John Borzoni

No

4/2/2010

Approved as Submitted

405.6.6

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN4378  14

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Replace Florida standard FL1 with AHRI Standard 470; and return the net useful heat exchange effect to the 2004 Code level 0f 50%.

Rationale

The AHRI Standard is now accepted Nationally as the Performance Test Standard. The Association of Desuperheater Manufacturers 

(ARDM) set the minimum performance requirement of 50% net useful superheat over 20 years ago. There is no need to degrade the 

performance requirement to 30%; its counterproductive to allow this degradation of the performance requirement.

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

May require inferior product to be redesigned; however, most commercially available product is already in compliance with the 

Proposed Modifications

Requirements

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

Using a National Standard assures that all Desuperheater Products sold in Florida are tested to a comparable Standard.  

Reversing the performance degradation incorporated in the prior Code modification will increase the energy savings arising from 

the use of this category of product.

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

The proposed modification brings Florida into agreement with the Nationally accepted Standard AHRI 470.

Raising the performance requirement back to 50% reduces the amount of inferior or homemade product installed in Florida.

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

Using a National Standard, and re-establishing the ARDM requirement of capturing 50% of the available superheat, may require 

redesign of lesser performing product; but it is well within the scope of available materials and technology to comply with the more 

stringent performance requirement.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

The proposed modification reverses the degradation of Performance incorporated in the last Code Revision

1st Comment Period History                        04/15/2010 - 06/01/2010

E
N

4
3
7
8
-G

1
  

Proponent  Ann Stanton Submitted 5/13/2010 NoAttachments

ARI 470-06 can be seen at www.ahrinet.org/Content/FindaStandard_218.aspx

Comment:
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Attachments

Jeff Sonne

No

4/1/2010

Approved as Submitted

405

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN4249  15

Related Modifications

None.

Summary of Modification

Make a modification to the EnergyGauge USA FlaRes residential energy code compliance software that will facilitate proper window 

overhang entry and as a result provide more accurate energy code calculations.

Rationale

Adding an overhang clarification entry to the EnergyGauge USA FlaRes Window screen will facilitate more accurate section 405 code 

compliance calculations.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None; only effect is on the code compliance calculation.

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

None or minor in some cases.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

Will facilitate quicker and more accurate window overhang entry.

Requirements

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

Public is benefited by more accurate energy code calculations.

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

Improves accuracy of energy code calculations.

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

Neutral; only concerns window component entry in code calculation software.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Improves code effectiveness by facilitating more accurate energy code calculations.

Alternate Language

1st Comment Period History                      04/15/2010 - 06/01/2010

E
N

4
2
4
9
-A

2

Proponent  Donald Beers Submitted 5/28/2010 YesAttachments

Rationale

It is not possible to determine the energy efficiency of a structure without knowing the configuation or at least the number of 

stories. The unique 17 digit Property Control Number will allow the information in the form to be related to future data bases on 

energy, fire losses, hurricane damage and resale value.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Knowing the number of stories and the Property Control Number has a positive fiscal impact to the State in allowing more 

accurate determination of energy efficiency and allowing for future energy analysis of the various types of construction and 

materials.

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

None. The number of stories and the Property Control Number must be known in order to submit a permit at any building 

department in the State.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None. The number of stories and the Property Control Number are additions of known information to the energy form during 

permitting and do not effect costruction.

Requirements

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

Allows more accurate determination of the energy use of a structure and provides extremely valuable information in the future 

to determine best practices to reduce residential energy cost.

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

Provides better information on what materials and methods reduce the use of energy.

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

Provides the required information to fairly compare materials, products and methods of constuction.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Increases the effectiveness of the code by providing better information at no cost.
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Attachments

Amy Schmidt

No

4/1/2010

Approved as Submitted

502.2.1.1

Pending Review

No5

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN4267  16

Related Modifications

None

Summary of Modification

Modifiying requirements to coincide with new tables.

Rationale

This code change modification will assist the Florida Building Commission to achieve the 20% increase in energy efficiency in the 2010 

Florida Energy Code as mandated by the Florida Legislature in The Energy Act of 2008.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Eases enforcement by adding clarity.

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, does not alter any of the above.

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

Yes, does not hinder any of the above.

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

Modification will maintain or improve energy efficiency.
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Attachments

Mangesh Basarkar

No

3/29/2010

Approved as Submitted

502

Pending Review

No5

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN4059  17

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Modify shell building efficiency requirements in view of return on investment

Rationale

A projection factor will not provide enough return on investment in terms of energy savings for fenestration having SHGC values as low 

as 0.25 and 0.19.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Expected to have no impact on enforcement relative to cost of code compliance

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

Expected to have no impact on cost to owners relative to cost of code compliance

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

Expected to have no impact on industry relative to cost of code compliance

Requirements

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

This proposed modification does not have any connection with 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 proposed modification does not strengthen or improve the code

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

This proposed modification does not discriminate against any materials, products or systems of construction

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

This proposed modification does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

1st Comment Period History                        04/15/2010 - 06/01/2010

E
N

4
0
5
9
-G

1
  

Proponent  Ann Stanton Submitted 5/24/2010 NoAttachments

In removing the Projection Factor requirement from this table, the language &quot;Projection Factor (PF)&quot; should also be 

removed, as should Footnote 4.

Comment:

1st Comment Period History                        04/15/2010 - 06/01/2010

E
N

4
0
5
9
-G

2
  

Proponent  Jack Glenn Submitted 6/1/2010 NoAttachments

Original IECC language should be retained as no Florida specific reason is given for this change nor is the ROI data that the 

proponent refers to included with this proposal.

Comment:
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Attachments

Robert Volin

No

3/29/2010

Approved as Submitted

503.2.1

Pending Review

No5

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN4056  18

Related Modifications

None

Summary of Modification

Oversight, Reference to ACCA Manual N was left out

Rationale

Oversight, Reference to ACCA Manual N was left out

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None

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

None

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None

Requirements

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

No

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

States equivalent method

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

No

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

No
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Attachments

Ann Stanton

No

3/23/2010

Approved as Submitted

503.2.3(3)

Pending Review

No5

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN3736  19

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Update minimum efficiencies for single packaged vertical air conditioners and heat pumps to the efficiencies required by Addendum b 

to ASHRAE 90.1-2004.

Rationale

ASHRAE 90.1 is the industry-accepted standard for minimum equipment efficiencies. Florida needs to be current with this standard.

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

Cost may be higher than lower standard.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

Should be none because manufacturers use ASHRAE to establish minimum equipment efficiencies.

Requirements

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

Yes, it would require more efficient equipment.

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

Yes.

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

No, all manufacturers would have to meet the standard.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

No.
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Attachments

Ann Stanton

No

3/29/2010

Approved as Submitted

503.2.3(5)

Pending Review

No5

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN4057  20

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Update efficiency requirements for gas- and oil-fired boilers to Addenda an to ASHRAE 90.1-2004.

Rationale

The US Dept of Energy requires state codes to update to ASHRAE 90.1 equipment efficiency levels. The efficiency levels proposed 

have been in effect sine 6/29/09.

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; updating to current standard.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

Should be none. This is a national standard and will have been in effect for 2 1/2 years before this goes into effect.

Requirements

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

Yes, will improve the efficiency of boilers installed in major commercial buildings in Florida.

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

Yes, upgrades minimum standards as per national code.

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

No.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

No.

Page |103Energy2010 Triennial



P
a

g
e

: 
1

h
tt
p
:/
/w

w
w

.f
lo

ri
d
a
b
u
ild

in
g
.o

rg
/U

p
lo

a
d
/M

o
d
ifi

ca
tio

n
s/

R
e
n
d
e
re

d
/M

o
d
_
4
0
5
7
_
T

e
xt

O
fM

o
d
ifi

ca
tio

n
_
1
.p

n
g

E
N

4
0
5
7
  
T

e
x
t 

M
o

d
if

ic
a

ti
o

n

Page |104Energy2010 Triennial



P
a

g
e

: 
2

h
tt
p
:/
/w

w
w

.f
lo

ri
d
a
b
u
ild

in
g
.o

rg
/U

p
lo

a
d
/M

o
d
ifi

ca
tio

n
s/

R
e
n
d
e
re

d
/M

o
d
_
4
0
5
7
_
T

e
xt

O
fM

o
d
ifi

ca
tio

n
_
2
.p

n
g

E
N

4
0
5
7
  
T

e
x

t 
M

o
d

if
ic

a
ti

o
n

Page |105Energy2010 Triennial



Attachments

Ann Stanton

No

3/30/2010

Approved as Submitted

503.2.3

Pending Review

Yes5

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN4084  21

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Corrects treatment of "small duct high velocity" and Space constrained products and corrects the title of Table 503.2.3(2).

Rationale

The 8/17/04 Federal Register defined Space Constrained Products, set interim standards for them with an increase in efficiency for 

January 2010, and allowed Small Duct High Velocity systems a lower efficiency pending a later rulemaking. ASHRAE Addenda f 

eliminates the Small Duct High Velocity category. This proposal adds a category for SCPHP heating mode per the 8/17/04 USDOE 

Federal Register and changes the title of Table 503.2.3(2) to agree with Table 6.8.1B of ASHRAE 90.1-04.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None. Follows federal law.

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

None. Higher efficiencies are required by federal law.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

Industry will have to upgrade to the higher efficiencies to follow federal law.

Requirements

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

Yes, increases the required efficiency of various equipment.

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

Follows federal law.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

No.
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Attachments

Ann Stanton

No

3/23/2010

Approved as Submitted

503.2.7.2

Pending Review

No5

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN3712  22

Related Modifications

3653, 3654

Summary of Modification

Revise Table 503.2.7.2, Duct system construction and sealing, to include updates to the mechanical provisions of the Mechanical code 

and Residential code from the 2009 I-codes. Resolve oversights of Florida-specific reqts, formatting issues.

Rationale

Keep the duct construction and sealing provisions of the Mechanical, Residential and Energy Conservation codes consistent.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Makes Energy Conservation code consistent with Mechanical and Residential codes. No 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

Yes. Code consistency.

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

Yes, Code consistency.

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

No.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

No.
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Attachments

Ann Stanton

No

3/24/2010

Approved as Submitted

504.8

Pending Review

No5

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN3851  23

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Add Florida-specific water flow control requirements from Florida code into IECC base.

Rationale

This section was overlooked when the FLorida-specific criteria were incorporated into the new IECC base code; it reflects Florida law.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None.

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

None.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None.

Requirements

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

Yes.

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

Yes.

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

No.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

No.
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Attachments

Ann Stanton

No

4/2/2010

Approved as Submitted

505.5.3

Pending Review

No5

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN4426  24

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Add footnotes to Table 505.5.3 from Table 5.5.2 of the IECC.

Rationale

This mod would allow shell buildings a bit more leeway when it comes to lighting compliance with the code per Addendum ai to 

ASHRAE 90.1-2004.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Makes criteria for additional Interior Lighting Power consistent with the I code.

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

Allows slightly more leeway in the lighting allowed for a building.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

Provides an avenue by which more lighting can be designed for a building.

Requirements

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

This mod would clarify the code's intent.

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

Yes, it puts an allowance allowed by ASHRAER 90.1 and the IECC back into the code.

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

Does not discriminate against materials, products, etc.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

No; rather it specifies an allowed variance from the codes criteria.

Page |125Energy2010 Triennial



P
a

g
e

: 
1

h
tt
p
:/
/w

w
w

.f
lo

ri
d
a
b
u
ild

in
g
.o

rg
/U

p
lo

a
d
/M

o
d
ifi

ca
tio

n
s/

R
e
n
d
e
re

d
/M

o
d
_
4
4
2
6
_
T

e
xt

O
fM

o
d
ifi

ca
tio

n
_
1
.p

n
g

E
N

4
4
2
6
  
T

e
x
t 

M
o

d
if

ic
a

ti
o

n

Page |126Energy2010 Triennial



Attachments

Ann Stanton

No

4/1/2010

Approved as Submitted

505.5

Pending Review

No5

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN4265  25

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Correct section formatting to clarify that the Total connected interior lighting power and Interior lighting Power are general criteria while 

sec. 505.5.1 applies to shell buildings, renovations and alterations.

Rationale

Clarify that general lighting criteria apply to all buildings.  As written, code requirements could be construed as only applying to shell 

buildings, renovations and alterations.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Will clarify the intent of the code.

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

None expected.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

Ensure that all building lighting loads meet criteria in the code.

Requirements

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

Yes, it clarifies the code.

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

Yes, it makes the code easier to understand and enforce.

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

No.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

No.
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Attachments

Ann Stanton

No

3/22/2010

Approved as Submitted

AHAM

Pending Review

No6

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN3674  26

Related Modifications

3673

Summary of Modification

Add standard for room air conditioners and room air conditioner heat pump requirements to Standards chapter.

Rationale

Did not notice that room units were not included in the IECC tables until after the text had gone through the Work Group. Add 

referenced standard back into code.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None. Returns current standard to code.

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

None.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None.

Requirements

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

Yes.

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

Returns criteria to the code omitted by oversight.

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

No.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

No.
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Attachments

Ann Stanton

No

3/24/2010

Approved as Submitted

ASHRAE

Pending Review

No6

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN3846  27

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Update to most recent standard.

Rationale

Update to most recent edition of this referenced standard.

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. Should have updated text as required by good design practice.

Requirements

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

Yes.

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

Yes.

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

No.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

No.
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Attachments

Ann Stanton

No

4/2/2010

Approved as Submitted

ASTM

Pending Review

No6

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN4442  28

Related Modifications

4433, 4438

Summary of Modification

Add standards into the code previously contained in the Florida energy code to reference insulation installation and thermal property 

testing standards.

Rationale

Standards referenced support general requirements brought forward from the current Florida energy code to ensure that insulation is 

installed properly and that building and assembly thermal efficiencies are determined in a consistent and accurate way.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Continues to provide standards for insulation installation.

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

Ensures that a building will perform as designed.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

Makes sure insulation is installed properly.

Requirements

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

Yes, ensures that buildings will be designed to meet the code and that insulation is installed correctly.

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

Continues to reference engineering tests and methods previously included in the code.

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

No. Provides a level playing field.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

No.
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Attachments

Ann Stanton

No

3/22/2010

Approved as Submitted

CTI

Pending Review

No6

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN3676  29

Related Modifications

3675

Summary of Modification

Add standard for heat rejection equipment back into the code that were not included in the IECC.

Rationale

This standard is currently in the energy code. It was left out of the code by oversight because it is not in the IECC.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

None.

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

None.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

None.

Requirements

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

Yes.

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

Yes.

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

No.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

No.
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Attachments

Roger LeBrun

No

3/26/2010

Approved as Submitted

n/a

Pending Review

No6

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN3929  30

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

1. Update NFRC Standard referenced numbers. 2. Correct WDMA address

Rationale

General update.

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

Benign.

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

Newer NFRC procedures are refined based on state of the art.

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

Benign.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Benign.

1st Comment Period History                        04/15/2010 - 06/01/2010

E
N

3
9
2
9
-G

1
  

Proponent  Ann Stanton Submitted 5/13/2010 NoAttachments

Standards proposed for update can be found at www.nfrc.org/technicaldocs.aspx

Comment:
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Attachments

Jeff Sonne

No

3/18/2010

Approved as Submitted

B-1.1.2(1)

Pending Review

No8

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN3643  31

Related Modifications

None

Summary of Modification

Update internal gains equation for standard reference design home.

Rationale

Change is based on more accurate residential internal gains data reported in the following publication:

Parker, D., P. Fairey, R. Hendron, &quot;Updated Miscellaneous Electricity Loads and Appliance Energy Usage Profiles for Use in 

Home Energy Ratings, the Building America Benchmark Procedures and Related Calculations&quot;, Florida Solar Energy Center, 

FSEC-CR-1837-10, January, 2010.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Negligible.

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

Negligible.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

Negligible.

Requirements

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

Public is benefited by improved energy code load calculations.

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

Improves accuracy of energy code load calculations.

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

Neutral-- only concerns calculation of internal loads.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Improves code effectiveness by providing more accurate load calculations.
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Attachments

Jeff Sonne

No

3/31/2010

Approved as Submitted

B-1.1.2(2)

Pending Review

No8

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN4181  32

Related Modifications

For the Table B-1.1.2(1) cooling system section, change Standard Reference Design fuel type from “Electric” to “As-proposed”.

Summary of Modification

Include multiple space heating and cooling fuel types in section 405 simulated energy performance residential energy code compliance 

calculations.

Rationale

Allowing entry of multiple fuel types for heating and cooling systems in EnergyGauge USA FlaRes will provide more accurate section 

405 (Performance) code compliance calculations.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Should simplify and assist code enforcement since all space heating and cooling systems will be listed on code compliance forms.

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

Not anticipated to be significant and lower cost in some cases.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

Negligible; only concerns equipment entry into compliance software.

Requirements

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

Public is benefited by more accurate energy code calculations.

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

Improves accuracy of energy code calculations.

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

Neutral; only concerns equipment entry in code calculation software.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Improves code effectiveness by providing more accurate energy code calculations.

1st Comment Period History                        04/15/2010 - 06/01/2010

E
N

4
1
8
1
-G

1
  

Proponent  Jack Glenn Submitted 6/1/2010 NoAttachments

It appears the code proposal takes the position to fix the code because the software can not be fixed to relate the current code 

requirement.

Comment:
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Attachments

Ann Stanton

No

4/2/2010

Approved as Submitted

B-2.6.1

Pending Review

No8

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN4429  33

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Add alternative to Table B-2.6.1 regarding VAV with reheat to be consistent with Addenda am to ASHRAE 90.1-04.

Rationale

This mod would allow minimum VAV turndown to be limited by the minimum ventilation required for a zone. Without the change, a 

design that has required ventilaiton in excess of 0.4 cfm/s.f. (such as a laboratory or assembly space) is penalized.

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

Would allow slight benefit toward necessary ventilation capability.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

Would allow slight benefit toward necessary ventilation design capability.

Requirements

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

Yes, allows more design versatility.

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

Yes, allows necessary ventilation while still meeting code.

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

No.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

No.
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Attachments

Darrell Winters

No

3/23/2010

No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second

101.2

Pending Review

No1

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN3709  34

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Jurisdictions should be allowed to adopt a more stringent code but not a less stringent one.

Rationale

It allows jurisdictions to adopt a more stringent code which will save addtional energy.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact on code officials.

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

Minor impact on cost will provide pay back from energy savings.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

Energy savings will reduce demand on power supply and demand and benefit utility companies.

Requirements

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

No impact on health, safety and welfare.

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

This modification strenthens the code and may provide better construction quality.

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

No discrimation against materials, products methods or systems.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

This modification improves the effectiveness of the code.

1st Comment Period History                        04/15/2010 - 06/01/2010

E
N

3
7
0
9
-G

1
  

Proponent  Ann Stanton Submitted 5/24/2010 NoAttachments

Section 553.903, Florida Statutes, Applicability, reads, in part, as follows:   &quot;This part shall apply...Construction.  The 

provisions of this part shall constitute a statewide uniform code.&quot;

Section 553.904, Florida Statutes, Thermal efficiency standards for new nonresidential buildings, states, in part:  &quot;Thermal 

designs ...eqiupment performance and shall not be required to meet standards more stringent than the provisions of the Florida 

Energy Efficiency Code for Building Construction.&quot;

Section 553.905, Florida Statutes, Thermal efficiency standards for new residential buildings states, in part:  &quot;Thermal 

designs ...shall at a minimum take into account...and shall not be required to meet standards more stringent than the provisions of 

the Florid Energy Efficiency Code for Building Construction....period.&quot;

Section 553.906, Florida Statutes, Thermal efficiency standards for renovated buildings, states, in part:  &quot;Thermal designs 

...Such buildings shall not be required to meet standards more stringent than the provisions of the Florida Energy Efficiency Code 

for Building Construction. These standards apply only to those portions of the structure which are actually renovated.&quot;

In short, the mandating legislation prevents imposition of more stringent standards than those included in the Code.

Comment:

1st Comment Period History                        04/15/2010 - 06/01/2010

E
N

3
7
0
9
-G

2
  

Proponent  Amy Schmidt Submitted 5/25/2010 NoAttachments

At the least this code should be a statewide &quot;minimum&quot; code.  Jusisdictions should not be allowed to adopt a less 

stringent code that would adversely affect energy efficiency.  If language allows jurisdictions should have the option of adopting a 

more stringent code to further reduce the energy consumption of buildings if they so choose.

Comment:

1st Comment Period History                        04/15/2010 - 06/01/2010
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E
N

3
7
0
9
-G

3
  

Proponent  Jack Glenn Submitted 6/1/2010 NoAttachments

Language is not consistent with F.S. 553.73(4) local amendments.

Comment:
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Attachments

WILLIAM KALKER

No

4/1/2010

No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second

101.4.10

Pending Review

No1

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN4237  35

Related Modifications

4240, 3848

Summary of Modification

PROPOSED CHANGE IN THERMAL ENVELOPE REQUIREMENTS FOR SPECIAL USE STRUCTURES

Rationale

PERMIT REDUCTION IN THERMAL ENVELOPE REQUIREMENTS FOR SPECIAL USE BUILDINGS WHICH BECAUSE OF THEIR 

USE AND SMALL AREA CANNBOT BE DESIGNED TO COMPLY WITH THE STANDARD CODE REQUIREMENTS ( IE, SMALL 

AREA WITH CONSTANT OPENING OF DOORS AND WINDOWS EXHAUSTS CONDITIONED AIR PREVENTING COMPLIANCE 

WITH STANDARD ASHRAE INDOOR TEMPERATURE DESIGN CRITERIA)

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

REDUCE COSTS OF STRUCTURE

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

REDUCE BUILDING COSTS WHEN COMPLIANCE IS NOT POSSIBLE

Requirements

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

NO IMPACT

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

PERMITS COMPLIANCE

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

DOES NOT DESCRIMINATE

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

PROVIDES ALTERNATE DESIGN CRITERIA
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Attachments

Darrell Winters

No

3/23/2010

No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second

202

Pending Review

No2

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN3711  36

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Modifies the definition of "Space Permitting - Insulation."

Rationale

This modification will result in more energy efficient homes.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact on code officials.

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

No impact on cost.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact on industry.

Requirements

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

Will not affect health, safety and welfare.

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

This modification improves the code by providing a more comfortable living environment.

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

No discrimination against any material, product, method or system.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Improves the code.

1st Comment Period History                        04/15/2010 - 06/01/2010

E
N

3
7
1
1
-G

1
  

Proponent  Ann Stanton Submitted 5/24/2010 NoAttachments

Section 553.905, Florida Statutes, Thermal efficiency standards for new residential buildings, states, in part:  &quot;Thermal 

designs and operations for new residential buildings...manufacturer. All new residential buildings, except those herein exempted, 

shall have insulation in ceilings rated at R-19 or more, space permitting. Thermal...period.&quot;

In other words, Florida law specifically allows the &quot;space permitting&quot; language for new residential construction.

Comment:

1st Comment Period History                        04/15/2010 - 06/01/2010

E
N

3
7
1
1
-G

2
  

Proponent  Amy Schmidt Submitted 5/28/2010 NoAttachments

I support this proposal.  Homes can easily be designed to have enough space for the insulation.  This proposal supports FL goal 

of 20% higher efficiency.

Comment:
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Attachments

Eric Lacey

No

3/26/2010

No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second

402.1.1 and 402.1.3

Pending Review

Yes4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN3955  37

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

This code proposal improves thermal envelope efficiency by increasing the ceiling insulation requirement to R-38, consistent with U.S. 

DOE and FSEC recommendations.

Rationale

(See attached file for detailed reason statement.) This code proposal improves thermal envelope efficiency by increasing the ceiling 

insulation requirement to R-38, consistent with U.S. DOE and FSEC recommendations.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

This proposal should have no additional impact on enforcement of the code.

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

This proposal will save energy and money over the lifetime of the home.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

This proposal will increase the initial cost of construction.

Requirements

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

This proposal will save a substantial amount of energy over the lifetime of the building.

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

The proposal strengthens the energy efficiency of the code and encourages better building practices.

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

The proposal does not discriminate against any products.  Any combination of insulating material may be used to meet the 

requirement.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

The proposal does not degrade the effectiveness of the code.

1st Comment Period History                        04/15/2010 - 06/01/2010

E
N

3
9
5
5
-G

1
  

Proponent  Darrell Winters Submitted 5/25/2010 NoAttachments

Increasing ceiling insulation from R-30 to R-38 is a proven cost effective improvement for residential construction, and one that 

remains in place for the life of the structure. R-38 is still below the recommendations of the Department of Energy and the Florida 

Solar Energy Center.

Comment:
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Attachments

Eric Lacey

Yes

3/26/2010

No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second

402.1.1 and 402.1.3

Pending Review

Yes4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN3958  38

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

This proposal saves energy by improving the fenestration and skylight U-factors, consistent with proposals approved by the IECC Code 

Development Committee for inclusion in the 2012 IECC.

Rationale

(See attached file for detailed supporting statement.)  This proposal saves energy by improving the fenestration and skylight U-factors, 

consistent with proposals approved by the IECC Code Development Committee for inclusion in the 2012 IECC.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

This proposal will not impact local enforcement of the code.

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

The proposal will save energy and money over the lifetime of the building.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

A very high percentage of fenestration products already meet the proposed U-factors.  For builders using these products, there will 

be no cost impact.  For builders who would have selected products with higher U-factors, the cost impact will be minor.

Requirements

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

This proposal will save energy and money over the lifetime of the building.

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

This proposal improves the effectiveness of the code by requiring more efficient fenestration products.  It will encourage better 

building practice.

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

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

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

The proposal does not degrade the effectiveness of the code.

1st Comment Period History                        04/15/2010 - 06/01/2010

E
N

3
9
5
8
-G

1
  

Proponent  Michael Nau Submitted 5/18/2010 NoAttachments

This modification exceeds the adopted 2009 IECC criteria. There is no information showing the true savings from .65 Ufactor to 

.040 in southern Florida. This has a definate negative impact on the aluminum impact products currently providing safety and 

meeting all the HVHZ areas. The $ savings running Energy Gauge with .40 windows and .65 windows is almost insignificant in 

most of the State. .40 will only provide a hardship for those in IECC zone1 due to availability problems and excessive costs for 

windows that show no additional savings.

Comment:

1st Comment Period History                        04/15/2010 - 06/01/2010

E
N

3
9
5
8
-G

2
  

Proponent  Thomas Larson Submitted 6/1/2010 NoAttachments

The Southern Alliance for Clean Energy's primary interest in building code revision is to advance energy efficiency as fast and as 

much as possible, respecting full life-cycle cost effectiveness.  We support alignment of Fla. Energy Code with IECC 2009 and 

successive revisions as closely as possible, and would foster each measure's contributions to 20% energy improvement over 

2007.  To that end, we offer comment on this proposed modification:

• Lower fenestration U-factors will reduce the energy used in homes and will help control condensation.

• These lower U-factors are derived from EECC and DOE proposals that have been approved by the IECC Code Development 

Committee for inclusion in the 2012 IECC, pending approval at the Final Action Hearing.  

• Skylights were not allowed in the prescriptive path of the 2007 Florida Building Code.  If the 2010 version of the code allows 

skylights in the prescriptive path, it is not unreasonable to require a moderate level of efficiency.

Comment:

1st Comment Period History                        04/15/2010 - 06/01/2010
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E
N

3
9
5
8
-G

3
  

Proponent  Jack Glenn Submitted 6/1/2010 NoAttachments

While the change has been approved for inclusion in the 2012 I-code it should be considered in the next FBC edition until it is in 

the base code.

Comment:

Page |159Energy2010 Triennial



P
a

g
e

: 
1

h
tt
p
:/
/w

w
w

.f
lo

ri
d
a
b
u
ild

in
g
.o

rg
/U

p
lo

a
d
/M

o
d
ifi

ca
tio

n
s/

R
e
n
d
e
re

d
/M

o
d
_
3
9
5
8
_
T

e
xt

O
fM

o
d
ifi

ca
tio

n
_
1
.p

n
g

E
N

3
9
5
8
  
T

e
x
t 

M
o

d
if

ic
a

ti
o

n

Page |160Energy2010 Triennial



P
a

g
e

: 
1

h
tt
p
:/
/w

w
w

.f
lo

ri
d
a
b
u
ild

in
g
.o

rg
/U

p
lo

a
d
/M

o
d
ifi

ca
tio

n
s/

R
e
n
d
e
re

d
/M

o
d
_
3
9
5
8
_
R

a
tio

n
a
le

_
F

e
n
e
st

ra
tio

n
 a

n
d
 S

ky
lig

h
t 
U

-F
a
ct

o
r_

1
.p

n
g

E
N

3
9
5
8

  
R

a
ti

o
n

a
le

Page |161Energy2010 Triennial



Attachments

Jack Glenn

No

4/2/2010

No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second

402.1.1.3

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN4464  39

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Clarifies that two options are available to meet the air duct tightness requirements

Rationale

This modification reconciles the IECC language in Florida.  Currently not only do the ducts have to be located in conditioned space but 

also has to be tested to be substantially leak free.  If the ducts are located in conditioned space, testing is an excessive cost that is a 

duplication of efforts because the air tightness criteria is only for air leaks outside the conditioned space.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact on local enforcement

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

It benefits the industry because affords an additional compliance alternative

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

No change

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

Clarifies duct testing is not required when dut is in conditioned space

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
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Attachments

Darrell Winters

No

3/23/2010

No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second

403.2.1

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN3713  40

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Requires R-2 insulation on ducts in conditioned space.

Rationale

This modification will protect uninsulated ducts from condensation.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact on code enforcement.

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

Minor cost will be offset by elimination of condensation concerns within the space.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

Favorable impact.

Requirements

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

Improves health of public by eliminating moisture source.

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

Improves the code and provides better living environment.

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

No discrimination against any material, product or system.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Improves the code.

1st Comment Period History                        04/15/2010 - 06/01/2010

E
N

3
7
1
3
-G

1
  

Proponent  Amy Schmidt Submitted 5/28/2010 NoAttachments

I support this proposal.  My parents are ripping out a portion of their ceiling right now because of condensation on duct work.

Comment:
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Attachments

roger cummins

No

3/30/2010

No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second

403.6.2.1.1

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN4121  41

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

The DOE is expanding it's verification of efficiency ratings and increasing it's enforcement in this area. Meeting their requirements, 

therefore, should be acceptable for the State of Florida.

Rationale

This modification broadens the scope of the Florida Code to more closely parallel the requirements of the Department of Energy.  The 

existing code might be interpreted to require a manufacturer to join a certification program, when in fact the DOE is now increasing their 

enforcement and verification requirements on a national level.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact to local entity.

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

No impact to building and property owners.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact to industry.

Requirements

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

Does not affect health, safety and welfare.

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

Strengthens the code by insuring that equipment efficiencies are accurate.

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

No descrimination against materials, product, method or system.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code.
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Attachments

Jennifer Hatfield

No

4/1/2010

No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second

403.9.3

Pending Review

Yes4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN4271  42

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

This proposal removes the cover requirements for pools and spas and clarifies that the R-12 insulation requirement for covers is only 

required for portable spas (hot tubs). The current requirements are unenforceable and pose serious safety hazards.

Rationale

This proposal removes the cover requirements for pools and spas and clarifies that the R-12 insulation requirement for covers is only 

required for portable spas (hot tubs).  Only portable spa cover manufacturers make covers that are R-12 or greater; there is no product 

available for pools or nonportable spas.  The current requirements are also unenforceable and pose serious safety hazards.  See 

attached support file for more information.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

This eliminates the requirement the AHJ enforce a provision that is unenforceable to maintain and that can cause serious safety 

hazards.  Further, no product exists for pools and nonportable spas that would require the R-12 insulated cover under the current 

language.

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

This proposal decreases the cost to building and property owners by removing a requirement that would be costly and not 

necessarily result in savings, rather it would become a nuisance and safety hazard.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

This proposal clarifies the R-12 value is only applicable to portable spas, there are no pool covers that meet the R-12 insulation 

value.  Requiring covers may also discourage customers from purchasing a pool or spa, negatively affecting the industry if this 

proposal is not adopted.

Requirements

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

If the cover requirement is not removed, with the exception of portable spas, the safety of the consumer will be at risk.  See 

supportive documentation file for further information.

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

This proposal strengthens and improves the code by removing unattainable requirements that will cause enforcement problems.

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

This proposal removes language that would discriminate against certain materials, products, methods, or systems.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

This proposal does not degrade the effectiveness of the code; it actually strengthens and gives consistency throughout the State 

of Florida by removing unenforcable and vague requirements.
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Attachments

Darrell Winters

No

3/23/2010

No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second

405.2.1

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN3715  43

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Maintains more adequate insulation levels in ceilings.

Rationale

R-10 is not sufficient ceiling insulation in Florida.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact on code enforcement.

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

Any impact will be offset by energy savings and improved comfort.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact on industry.

Requirements

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

No impact on safety. Improves the comfort of the living space.

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

Improves the code by conserving energy.

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

No discrimination against any material, product, method or system.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

No degredation of the code.

1st Comment Period History                        04/15/2010 - 06/01/2010

E
N

3
7
1
5
-G

1
  

Proponent  Ann Stanton Submitted 5/24/2010 NoAttachments

Section 553.905, Florida Statutes, Thermal efficiency standards for new residential buildings, states, in part:  &quot;Thermal 

designs and operations for new residential buildings...manufacturer. All new residential buildings, except those herein exempted, 

shall have insulation in ceilings rated at R-19 or more, space permitting. Thermal...period.&quot;

In other words, Florida law specifically allows the &quot;space permitting&quot; language for new residential construction.

Comment:

1st Comment Period History                        04/15/2010 - 06/01/2010

E
N

3
7
1
5
-G

2
  

Proponent  Amy Schmidt Submitted 5/26/2010 NoAttachments

R-19 ceilings are contructable.  There is no reason to loose energy efficiency in this area.  I suppport this proposal.

Comment:
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Attachments

Eric Lacey

No

3/26/2010

No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second

405.2

Pending Review

Yes4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN3953  44

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

This proposal removes an exception from the mandatory minimum R-19 ceiling insulation requirement, ensuring a reasonable level of 

efficiency, regardless of the type of ceiling construction selected by the builder or design professional.

Rationale

(See attached file for detailed analysis.)  This proposal removes an exception from the mandatory minimum R-19 ceiling insulation 

requirement, ensuring a reasonable level of efficiency, regardless of the type of ceiling construction selected by the builder or design 

professional.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

This will not impact enforcement.

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

This proposal will save energy over the lifetime of the home.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

This proposal will only add costs in cases where a builder may have selected a specific attic assembly and reduced ceiling 

insulation pursuant to the exception.  In all other cases, there will be no cost impact.

Requirements

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

This will improve the energy efficiency of the code.

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

The proposal strengthens the energy efficiency of the code and encourages better building practices.

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

The proposal does not discriminate against particular products or systems of construction.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

The proposal does not degrade the effectiveness of the code.

1st Comment Period History                        04/15/2010 - 06/01/2010

E
N

3
9
5
3
-G

1
  

Proponent  Amy Schmidt Submitted 5/26/2010 NoAttachments

R-19 ceilings are contructable.  There is no reason to loose energy efficiency in this area.  I suppport this proposal.

Comment:
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Attachments

Michael Nau

No

3/11/2010

No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second

502.1.1.1

Pending Review

No5

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN3573  45

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Reinstate the IECC 2009 Table 502.3 with an overall 20% reduction in heat transfer in lieu of fenestration values contained in 502.1.1.1 

(1) &(2).

Rationale

These values retain the intent of code in defining the two climate zones in Florida. The values have been modified to include a total heat 

transfer reduction of 20% from the IECC2009 values. This will allow for proper structural variations of fenestration in all parts of a 

commercial bldg.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

This has no fiscal impact on the enforcement relative to the proposed Fenestration Values in Table 502.1.1.1(1) &amp; (2)

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

This will make products that are more readily available for their specific end use. This will reduce the cost of seeking specialized 

framing materials with a .45 U-factor and .19 SHGC

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

This will retain competition in the Florida glazing market and will still allow those with more energy efficient systems to move up. 

Not eliminating an entire local industry in favor of a select few specialty manufacturers.

Requirements

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

Table502.1.1.1 doesn’t allow for variation between fenestration types to meet some of the high structural and impact requirements 

of Florida. IECC &amp; ASHRAE recognized the need for metal reinforcing materials in high load condition, thus they retained 

these even in current ongoing proposals.

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

The proposed mod provides overall reduction in energy usage over IECC by 20% and still recognizes the two fundamental climate 

zones in Florida. It also provides for the broad range of fenestration types used in all commercial construction types.

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

The proposed mod provides sensitivity to the varying construction materials contained within any given type of commercial 

construction. It provides each fenestration type a 20% improved thermal performance in its’ previously demonstrated area of 

installation.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

The attached proposed Table retains consistency with IECC and ASHRAE, but improves the overall efficiency of each fenestration 

type 20% in its’ given end use.

1st Comment Period History                        04/15/2010 - 06/01/2010

E
N

3
5
7
3
-G

1
  

Proponent  Roger LeBrun Submitted 5/20/2010 NoAttachments

Skylight U-factor should be changed to 0.75 for Climate Zone 1.  This would be more consistent with ASHRAE's latest prescriptive 

tables.

Comment:

1st Comment Period History                        04/15/2010 - 06/01/2010

E
N

3
5
7
3
-G

2
  

Proponent  Garrett Stone Submitted 6/1/2010 NoAttachments

Modification 3573 should be rejected.  The proposed code correctly recognizes that the energy performance requirements for 

windows in commercial buildings, like the requirements for windows in residential buildings, should be the same regardless of the 

material used for window frames.  For those who choose to use products that do not meet the prescriptive requirements, they 

have the option of trading off those requirements under the computer simulation performance compliance approach.  If the code 

establishes two or more different sets of requirements based on construction materials, such an approach would provide an 

incentive to use the option with the weaker performance – this is not consistent with the objective of improving the energy 

efficiency under the code.

Comment:

1st Comment Period History                        04/15/2010 - 06/01/2010
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E
N

3
5
7
3
-G

3
  

Proponent  Eric Lacey Submitted 6/1/2010 NoAttachments

RECA recommends disapproval of Mod 3573 because it weakens the proposed code and creates an unnecessary (and 

energy-inefficient) distinction between metal and non-metal framed fenestration products.  By allowing higher U-factors for metal 

framed fenestration, the mod will promote the use of less-efficient fenestration.  While the proponent claims that the current 

proposal does not “allow for variation between fenestration types to meet some of the high structural and impact requirements of 

Florida,” the mod does not demonstrate any circumstances in which the proposed uniform U-factor requirement would not meet 

structural requirements (which are separate from energy requirements).  In fact, the proposal creates a perverse incentive for 

design professionals or builders to select less-efficient metal products, even where a non-metal product would provide adequate 

structural qualities and superior energy efficiency.  This will lead to less efficient commercial buildings in Florida.

Opponents of a uniform U-factor requirement often claim that metal-framed windows are desirable because of “structural 

benefits,” and that a reduction in energy efficiency is an appropriate trade-off.  We believe that a direct trade-off between structural 

requirements and energy efficiency is a bad precedent, because structural requirements and efficiency requirements should each 

be set at optimum levels, individually.  Just as it makes no sense to reduce the structural requirements of a building because it is 

more energy efficient, it makes no sense to reduce efficiency requirements because of perceived “structural benefits” afforded by 

different window frame types.  

Mod 3573 also divides Florida into two zones, adding unnecessary complexity to the code.  We believe that the single-zone 

approach taken in the current draft of the Florida Building Code will lead to more uniform and effective enforcement.

Comment:

1st Comment Period History                        04/15/2010 - 06/01/2010

E
N

3
5
7
3
-G

4
  

Proponent  Harry Misuriello Submitted 6/1/2010 NoAttachments

Mod 3573 should be disapproved.  The Task Force and Commission should retain the current uniform U-factors for both metal 

and non-metal framed fenestration products.  It is well known in the construction marketplace that windows of both framing types 

are competitively available to meet currently proposed U-factors.  Energy efficient windows are also available to meet structural 

requirements in other parts of the code.  This Mod will not move the Florida energy code towards 20% energy efficiency 

improvement. We urge the Task Group and Commission to disapprove this proposed Mod.

Comment:
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Attachments

WILLIAM KALKER

No

4/1/2010

No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second

502.1.1.1

Pending Review

No5

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN4240  46

Related Modifications

101.4.10

Summary of Modification

PROPOSED CHANGE IN THERMAL ENVELOPE REQUIREMENTS FOR SPECIAL USE STRUCTURES

Rationale

PERMIT REDUCTION IN THERMAL ENVELOPE REQUIREMENTS FOR SPECIAL USE BUILDINGS WHICH BECAUSE OF THEIR 

USE AND SMALL AREA CANNBOT BE DESIGNED TO COMPLY WITH THE STANDARD CODE REQUIREMENTS ( IE, SMALL 

AREA WITH CONSTANT OPENING OF DOORS AND WINDOWS EXHAUSTS CONDITIONED AIR PREVENTING COMPLIANCE 

WITH STANDARD ASHRAE INDOOR TEMPERATURE DESIGN CRITERIA)

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

REDUCE COSTS OF STRUCTURE

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

REDUCE BUILDING COSTS WHEN COMPLIANCE IS NOT POSSIBLE

Requirements

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

NO IMPACT

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

PERMITS COMPLIANCE

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

DOES NOT DESCRIMINATE

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

PROVIDES ALTERNATE DESIGN CRITERIA
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Attachments

Amy Schmidt

No

4/1/2010

No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second

502.1.1

Pending Review

Yes5

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN4286  47

Related Modifications

4299

Summary of Modification

Adding perscriptive insulation and fenestration requirements for New Construction.

Rationale

This code change modification will assist the Florida Building Commission to achieve the 20% increase in energy efficiency in the 2010 

Florida Energy Code as mandated by the Florida Legislature in The Energy Act of 2008.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

The addition of a perscriptive method of compliance will not adversely impact code enforcement.  When used it will make it easier.

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

Utility bill savings can be expected due to the energy efficiency increase.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

Minimal increase due to higher values required to obtain 20% energy efficiency increase.

Requirements

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

Does not adversely affect any of the above.  Thermal envelope efficiency serves to provide more comfort and energy savings.

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

Adds a perscriptive option for meeting thermal envelope requirements for new construction.  Many methods of construction and 

products can be used to meet the required min. values.

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

The requirements allow for a wide variety of products methods and systems of construction.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

This modification only serves to strengthen the effectiveness of the code and is consistent with proposed ASHREA 90.1 

Addendum bb requirements.

1st Comment Period History                        04/15/2010 - 06/01/2010

E
N

4
2
8
6
-G

1
  

Proponent  Roger LeBrun Submitted 5/20/2010 NoAttachments

Please consider changing the Skylight U-factor for Climate Zone 2 to 0.60.  This would increase stringency similar to how window 

U-factors are treated relative to their proposed Climate Zone 1 maximums.

Comment:

1st Comment Period History                        04/15/2010 - 06/01/2010

E
N

4
2
8
6
-G

2
  

Proponent  Joe Nebbia Submitted 5/25/2010 NoAttachments

Florida has taken a forward looking approach at energy codes by using a performance-only structure for commercial buildings.  As 

codes become more stringent, usable prescriptive codes become less realistic.  This change takes the code in the wrong direction 

by adding prescriptive requirements and makes state goals of percent energy savings harder to achieve.

Comment:

1st Comment Period History                        04/15/2010 - 06/01/2010

E
N

4
2
8
6
-G

3
  

Proponent  Daniel Walker Submitted 6/1/2010 NoAttachments

We agree with the concept that the Florida Building Code energy efficiency requirements should be in-line with other national 

codes and standards that have already debated the appropriate levels of insulation for a prescriptive path using cost justification 

as the basis for the requirements.  In this case, the proponent has submitted the requirements from the ASHRAE 90.1-2007 

Addendum &quot;bb&quot;, which has been vetted through ASHRAE's public review process, which included an analysis for cost 

effectiveness.

Comment:
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1st Comment Period History                        04/15/2010 - 06/01/2010

E
N

4
2
8
6
-G

4
  

Proponent  jeff inks Submitted 6/1/2010 NoAttachments

We recommend disapproval of this proposal.  Prescriptive energy provisions of the FL building code should be based on 

provisions included in the IECC.  In addition, the fenestration requirements in the revised ASHRAE 90.1 table proposed for 

inclusion in Chapter 5 still permit significantly less stringent U-factor requirements for all metal framed vertical glazing assemblies 

than for all non-metal assemblies.  Less stringent requirements for metal framed fenestration products are unjustified when all 

other applicable building code requirements for the fenestration can be met by either metal or non-metal products.  Any 

prescriptive fenestration requirements included in the energy provisions of the Florida Building Code should address this issue 

accordingly.  Furthermore, there has been no evaluation of the impact adopting the ASHRAE 90.1 values will have on the overall 

stringency of the Florida energy code requirements, particularly when considering other proposed amendments.

Comment:
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Attachments

Roger LeBrun

No

3/26/2010

No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second

502.2.5.1.1

Pending Review

No5

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN3926  48

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Allow for higher percentage of skylight area when automatic multi-level lighting controls are utilized.

Rationale

To take better advantage of the available daylight in a cost-effective and energy-efficient manner, where appropriate.  Also, enables 

reduction in peak power load.

This approach is consistent with efforts by the DOE to add similar language to the IECC, and with recent changes to ASHRAE 

90.1-2007.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact expected.

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

Will not increase, and should decrease operating costs.

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

Encourages the use of more natural daylight, which many studies show has beneficial effects on humans.

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

Increases energy efficiency beyond the draft language.

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

This change has no effect on the choices available for the building community.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Enhances the effectiveness of the code by reaping a larger percentage of the renewable (and costless) energy of the sun.

1st Comment Period History                        04/15/2010 - 06/01/2010

E
N

3
9
2
6
-G

1
  

Proponent  Jack Glenn Submitted 6/1/2010 NoAttachments

Original IECC language should be retained as no Florida specific reason is given for this change.  If it is such a good idea, it 

should be submitted for national consideration and acceptance at the International Code Council.

Comment:
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Attachments

roger cummins

No

3/30/2010

No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second

503.2.3

Pending Review

No5

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN4115  49

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

The DOE is expanding it's verification of efficiency ratings and increasing it's enforcement in this area. Meeting their requirements, 

therefore, should be acceptable for the State of Florida.

Rationale

This modification broadens the scope of the Florida Code to more closely parallel the requirements of the Department of Energy.  The 

existing code might be interpreted to require a manufacturer to join a certification program, when in fact the DOE is now increasing their 

enforcement and verification requirements on a national level.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact to local entity.

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

No impact to building and property owners.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact to industry.

Requirements

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

Does not affect health, safety and welfare.

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

Strengthens the code by insuring that equipment efficiencies are accurate.

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

No descrimination against materials, product, method or system.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code.

1st Comment Period History                        04/15/2010 - 06/01/2010

E
N

4
1
1
5
-G

1
  

Proponent  Jack Glenn Submitted 6/1/2010 NoAttachments

:  US DOE usually correlates its equipment efforts with its code efforts.  Submitting this provision independently undermines the 

use of ICC integrated codes and potentially causes code conflicts.

Comment:
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Attachments

Darrell Winters

No

3/23/2010

No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second

503.2.8

Pending Review

No5

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN3720  50

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Eliminate proposed new Table 503.2.8 and use original Table 503.2.8 in IECC.

Rationale

Original IECC Table 503.2.8 provides for improved piping insulation levels.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact on code enforcement.

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

Any minor impact will be offset by energy savings.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

No impact to industry.

Requirements

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

Does not affect health, safety and welfare.

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

Strengthens the code by providing improved piping insulation levels which save energy.

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

No discrimination against any material, product, method or system.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code.
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Attachments

Jennifer Hatfield

No

4/2/2010

No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second

504.7.3

Pending Review

Yes5

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN4410  51

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

This proposal removes the cover requirements for pools & spas and clarifies that the R-12 insulation requirement for covers is only 

required for portable spas. The current requirements pose serious safety hazards and may not be enforceable or realistic in certain 

commercial applications.

Rationale

This proposal removes the cover requirements for pools and spas and clarifies that the R-12 insulation requirement for covers is only 

required for portable spas (hot tubs). Only portable spa cover manufacturers make covers that are R-12 or greater; there is no product 

available for pools or nonportable spas. The current requirements pose serious safety hazards and may not be enforceable or realistic 

in certain commercial applications.  See attached support file for more information.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No fiscal impact besides eliminating time to enforce a provision that can be unenforceable and not viable, and possibly cause 

serious safety hazards.

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

This proposal eliminates a requirement that would be costly and impractical in some cases.  Public pool rule 64E-9 allows for 

covers, but does not require it.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

This proposal clarifies the R-12 value is only applicable to portable spas and eliminates all other requirements, eliminating the time 

and therefore cost to the industry trying to follow a requirement that poses multiple problems.

Requirements

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

If the cover requirement is not removed, with the exception of portable spas, the safety of the consumer may be at risk.  See 

supportive documentation file for further information.

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

This proposal strengthens and improves the code by removing unattainable requirements.

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

This proposal removes language that would discriminate against certain materials, products, methods, or systems.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

This proposal does not degrade the effectiveness of the code; it actually strengthens and gives consistency throughout the State 

of Florida by removing unenforcable and vague requirements.
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Attachments

Amy Schmidt

No

4/1/2010

No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second

506.2.1

Pending Review

No5

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN4299  52

Related Modifications

4286

Summary of Modification

Deletes requirements in Section 506.2.1 that are to be covered by proposed section 502.1.1.2.

Rationale

This code change modification will assist the Florida Building Commission to achieve the 20% increase in energy efficiency in the 2010 

Florida Energy Code as mandated by the Florida Legislature in The Energy Act of 2008.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

Perscriptive requirements will all be located in section 502.1.1 making enforcement easier.

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

The deletion of this section in itself does not add to the cost of compliance.  Utility bill savings due to energy efficiency increases in 

related proposal are to be expected.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

The deletion of this section in itself does not add to the cost of compliance.  Minimal increases may be realized due to increases in 

energy efficiency requirements in related proposal.

Requirements

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

Modification does not adversily affect the above but serves to increase comfort and savings for occupants.

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

Modification allows many options for meeting the requirements.

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

Modificaiton does not discriminate against any of the above.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Modification only serves to make the code more effective by offering perscriptive requirements in the same location.
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Attachments

Jeff Mang

No

4/2/2010

No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second

506.2.1

Pending Review

Yes5

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN4408  53

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Increase the mandatory roof R-value under section 506.2.1 from R-10 to R-17.

Rationale

[See attached file for complete rationale.]  

The mandatory roof R-value, or backstop, should stay in step with recent increases in the prescriptive R-values for commercial roofs 

under IECC and ASHRAE.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

no impact on code enforcement.

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

any impact on building cost will be offset by energy savings.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

no impact on industry.

Requirements

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

will improve building comfort and save energy.

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

ensures long-term thermal performance of the building.

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

No product descrimination.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Maintains effectiveness of the code.

1st Comment Period History                        04/15/2010 - 06/01/2010

E
N

4
4
0
8
-G

1
  

Proponent  Jack Glenn Submitted 6/1/2010 NoAttachments

Original IECC language should be retained as no Florida specific reason is given for this change.  If it is such a good idea, it 

should be submitted for national consideration and acceptance at the International Code Council.

Comment:
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Attachments

Jeff Mang

No

4/2/2010

No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second

506.2.1

Pending Review

Yes5

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN4413  54

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Remove the “space permitting” exception to the mandatory roof R-value for multiple-family residential roofs under section 506.2.1.

Rationale

[see attached file for complete rationale]     The R-19 is a cost-effective requirement for multiple-family residential roofs.  The current 

exception is too open ended and vague and should be eliminated or clarified.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

may improve clarity of code.

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

savings in energy costs will offset any increase in building costs.

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

improved building comfort and energy savings.

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

will help to ensure long-term thermal performance of building.

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

no product discrimination.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

improves code effectiveness.

1st Comment Period History                        04/15/2010 - 06/01/2010

E
N

4
4
1
3
-G

1
  

Proponent  Ann Stanton Submitted 5/25/2010 NoAttachments

Section 553.905, Florida Statutes, Thermal efficiency standards for new residential buildings, states, in part:  &quot;Thermal 

designs and operations for new residential buildings...manufacturer. All new residential buildings, except those herein exempted, 

shall have insulation in ceilings rated at R-19 or more, space permitting. Thermal...period.&quot;

In other words, Florida law specifically allows the &quot;space permitting&quot; language for new residential construction. This 

mod applies to multiple family residential.

Comment:

1st Comment Period History                        04/15/2010 - 06/01/2010

E
N

4
4
1
3
-G

2
  

Proponent  Jack Glenn Submitted 6/1/2010 NoAttachments

Original IECC language should be retained as no Florida specific reason is given for this change.  If it is such a good idea, it 

should be submitted for national consideration and acceptance at the International Code Council.

Comment:
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Attachments

Eric Lacey

No

3/26/2010

No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second

506.2

Pending Review

Yes5

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN3954  55

Related Modifications

3953

Summary of Modification

This proposal removes an exception from the mandatory minimum R-19 ceiling insulation requirement, ensuring a reasonable level of 

efficiency, regardless of the type of ceiling construction selected by the builder or design professional.

Rationale

(See attached file for detailed reason statement.)  This proposal removes an exception from the mandatory minimum R-19 ceiling 

insulation requirement, ensuring a reasonable level of efficiency, regardless of the type of ceiling construction selected by the builder or 

design professional.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

There should be no impact on enforcement.

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

This proposal will yield energy efficiency benefits over the lifetime of the code.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

The proposal will increase costs only in cases where a builder would have selected specific roof assemblies and applied the 

insulation exception.  In all other cases, there is no cost impact.

Requirements

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

This proposal will save energy and money over the lifetime of the home.

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

The proposal strengthens the code and encourages better building practices.

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

The proposal does not discriminate against materials or systems of construction.  The mandatory requirement applies equally to 

all forms of construction.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

The proposal does not degrade the effectiveness of the code.

1st Comment Period History                        04/15/2010 - 06/01/2010

E
N

3
9
5
4
-G

1
  

Proponent  Amy Schmidt Submitted 5/28/2010 NoAttachments

R-19 ceilings are constructable.  There is no reason to weaken the code or loose efficiency in this area.  I support this proposal.

Comment:
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Attachments

Eric Lacey

Yes

3/26/2010

No Affirmative Recommendation with a Second

B-1.1.2(1)

Pending Review

Yes8

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN3951  56

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

This proposal removes the HVAC efficiency from the performance path calculation, consistent with the 2009 IECC. It will save a 

significant amount of energy over the lifetime of the home.

Rationale

(See attached file for detailed reason statement.)  This proposal removes the HVAC efficiency from the performance path calculation, 

consistent with the 2009 IECC.  It will save a significant amount of energy over the lifetime of the home.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

This proposal will simplify enforcement.

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

The proposal will yield long-term energy savings to building and property owners.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

The proposal will only increase costs in cases where a building would have been constructed with high-efficiency HVAC equipment 

and substandard thermal building envelope components.

Requirements

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

This proposal will save energy over the lifetime of the home.

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

The proposal will improve the standard of thermal building envelope construction, which will yield energy savings over the lifetime 

of the home.

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

The proposal will not degrade the effectiveness of the code.

1st Comment Period History                        04/15/2010 - 06/01/2010

E
N

3
9
5
1
-G

1
  

Proponent  Michael Nau Submitted 5/18/2010 NoAttachments

Credit for tradeoffs to more efficient systems should not be removed. This an enhancement that provides builders incentives to 

provide more efficient air conditioners. The temp difference between inside and outside in Florida is minimal, it is primarily for 

moisture removal. If a builder gains a substantial energy improvement by increasing air conditioner effeciency they should be 

allowed to tradeoff less efficient components elsewhere. As long as the budget is met the efficiency will be there. If more efficiency 

is required then reduce the energy budget, don't tie the builders hands. The market will make demands for energy savings and the 

builders will provide what the market demands.

Comment:

1st Comment Period History                        04/15/2010 - 06/01/2010

E
N

3
9
5
1
-G

2
  

Proponent  Darrell Winters Submitted 5/25/2010 NoAttachments

The International Code Council recognized that the elimination of HVAC tradeoff would enhance the performance path, improve 

its accuracy, and increase energy efficiency. By eliminating a significant compliance loophole the stringency of the 2009 IECC was 

improved significantly.

States cannot set higher values in the standard reference design for certain appliances due to federal preemption concerns. 

These same items should not be included in the code as a basis to trade-off energy efficiency against the building envelope.

Equipment trade-offs typically result in less efficiency. The useful life of HVAC or service water heating equipment is far shorter 

than envelope components such as insulation or windows. When equipment fails, it may very well be replaced with less efficient 

equipment. For example, a builder may install a SEER 15 air conditioner in a new residence. When it fails, the homeowner may 

replace it with a SEER 13, which meets federal minimum standards. There is no guarantee that federal minimums will be 

increased on a timely basis.

Comment:

1st Comment Period History                        04/15/2010 - 06/01/2010
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E
N

3
9
5
1
-G

3
  

Proponent  Joe Nebbia Submitted 5/25/2010 NoAttachments

It is vital to maintain a complete performance path as energy codes reach for lower and lower energy use targets.  HVAC and 

water heating efficiency is an economic and technically sound way of reaching energy saving goals.  As codes become more 

stringent, it will become harder to draft reasonable prescriptive codes at all.  As performance-based codes become more 

important, the code cannot ignore a major factor in a home or building's energy use.   Additionally, no energy savings are 

achieved by eliminating mechanical efficiency.  Builders will not use the performance path at all without being able to use all 

building components in the simulation.

Comment:

1st Comment Period History                        04/15/2010 - 06/01/2010

E
N

3
9
5
1
-G

4
  

Proponent  Amy Schmidt Submitted 5/26/2010 NoAttachments

The option to trade off envelope performance for high efficiency equipment does not help the homeowner.  High efficiency 

equipment in a poor thermal envelope will have to run more often.  It also has a shorter lifespan than the thermal envelope.   I 

support this proposal.

Comment:

1st Comment Period History                        04/15/2010 - 06/01/2010

E
N

3
9
5
1
-G

5
  

Proponent  Ann Stanton Submitted 5/28/2010 YesAttachments

Section 327 (c) of the Energy Policy and Conservation Act (EPCA), the General Rule of Preemption for Energy Conservation 

Standards, reads as follows:  &quot;If the code uses one or more baseline building designs against which all submitted building 

designs are to be evaluated and such baseline building designs contain a covered product subject to an energy conservation 

standard established in or prescribed under section 325, the baseline building designs are based on the efficiency level for such 

covered product which meets but does not exceed such standard or the efficiency level required by a regulation of that State for 

which the Secretary has issued a rule granting a waiver under subsection (d).&quot;  See attached copy of the federal law.

Comment:

1st Comment Period History                        04/15/2010 - 06/01/2010

E
N

3
9
5
1
-G

6
  

Proponent  Jack Glenn Submitted 6/1/2010 NoAttachments

Support this changes as it appears to be consistent with the policy of DOE to not allow HVAC efficiency trade-offs.

Comment:
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Sub Code: Energy Conservation
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Attachments

Jack Glenn

No

4/2/2010

Withdrawn

405.6 (Appendix B)

Pending Review

No4

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN4461  57

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

This modification introduces the option for approved computing software energy compliance

Rationale

This provision gives the Florida Building commission the option to approve additional software tools that can meet the provisions laid out 

in this appendix.  Although Florida has not had yet other tools available, other manufacturers may attempt to meet these computing 

criteria. As with all other products associated with the code, competition is essential to meet free market requirements.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact on local enforcement

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

Provides more options to show compliance

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

Potential to reduce cost as market will be more competitive

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

Makes code consistent with the IECC

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.

1st Comment Period History                        04/15/2010 - 06/01/2010

E
N

4
4
6
1
-G

1
  

Proponent  Jeff Sonne Submitted 5/27/2010 NoAttachments

Concerns with allowing additional performance compliance software include:

-  Non-uniform compliance calculation results and potential for &quot;gaming&quot; the system by using the product that provides 

the lowest e-Ratio

-  Additional effort and potential confusion for building departments having to keep current on new and allowed compliance 

products and reports

-  Significant on-going state expenditures to review and approve additional software products and address reporting, technical 

assistance and related issues and questions

-  Lack of existing standards and methodology for reviewing, evaluating and certifying software products.

Comment:
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Attachments

Amanda Hickman

No

4/1/2010

Withdrawn

502.1.1.1 (1)

Pending Review

Yes5

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN4324  58

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Changes to SHGC and U-factor in TABLE 502.1.1.1 (1)

Rationale

Reducing the SHGC below 0.25 will require the installation of dark glazing thereby reducing the natural, free, and energy efficient use of 

daylighting. An SHGC of 0.19 on average would require glazing to reflect roughly 70% of solar light. It is counter-productive to energy 

efficiency to reduce the heat gain through the window to such a low value that it would cause the room to be so dark that its occupants 

would have to turn on lights, thereby using more energy.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

There is no impact to local enforcement due to this modification.  This is only a change in a SHGC and U-factor values.

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

If any impact, this will reduce the cost to building and property owners by allowing slightly less expensive windows to be installed, 

while keeping energy costs down due to the benefits of daylighting.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

By not reducing the SHGC and U-factor to such low values more companies are able to compete, which facilitates code 

compliance.

Requirements

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

As opposed to further reducing the SHGC resulting in dark glass or reducing the window to wall ratio, natural daylighting has been 

shown to improve productivity and better sense of well being.

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

It does not make sense to have a code requirement that users of the code will not or cannot comply with. Reduced window to wall 

ratios and a very aggressive SHGC will only darken the room and require more inside lights to be on during the day.

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

On the contrary, this modification will encourage product flexibility, consumer options and energy efficiency.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

No, this modification does not degrade the effectiveness of the code. The code can be applied in the same way as before.

1st Comment Period History                        04/15/2010 - 06/01/2010

E
N

4
3
2
4
-G

1
  

Proponent  Roger LeBrun Submitted 5/20/2010 NoAttachments

Please consider changing Skylight U-factor to 0.75 for consistency with the latest ASHRAE prescriptive requirements.

Comment:

1st Comment Period History                        04/15/2010 - 06/01/2010

E
N

4
3
2
4
-G

2
  

Proponent  Garrett Stone Submitted 6/1/2010 NoAttachments

Increasing the window U-factor substantially as proposed has not been justified and will cost substantial amounts of energy.

Comment:

1st Comment Period History                        04/15/2010 - 06/01/2010
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E
N

4
3
2
4
-G

3
  

Proponent  Eric Lacey Submitted 6/1/2010 NoAttachments

RECA recommends rejection of Mod 4324.  While the proponent’s reason for Mod 4324 refers to fenestration SHGC, the Mod 

would also implement a substantial increase in fenestration U-factors for shell buildings without any apparent justification.  This 

would require substantially less efficient fenestration.  Specifically, this mod increases the allowable fenestration U-factor by 67% 

(0.45 to 0.75) without any explanation.  As Florida seeks reasonable improvements that will ensure at least a 20% energy savings, 

window U-factors are an obvious source of energy savings – even at a 0.45 U-factor the insulating value of these windows is only 

equivalent to about an R-2 wall.  As a result, Mod 4324 should be rejected.

Comment:

1st Comment Period History                        04/15/2010 - 06/01/2010

E
N

4
3
2
4
-G

4
  

Proponent  Harry Misuriello Submitted 6/1/2010 NoAttachments

Mod 4324 should be disapproved.  The proposed Mod would allow dramatic increases in fenestration U-factors—0.75 up to 40% 

WWR—with little or no justification.  This Mod would substantially weaken the current proposed code and will not move the Florida 

energy code towards 20% energy efficiency improvement. We urge the Task Group and Commission to disapprove this proposed 

Mod.

Comment:
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Attachments

Amanda Hickman

No

4/1/2010

Withdrawn

502.1.1.1 (2)

Pending Review

Yes5

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN4325  59

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Revision to SHGC and U-factor values in TABLE 502.1.1.1 (2)

Rationale

Reducing the SHGC below 0.25 will require the installation of dark glazing thereby reducing the natural, free, and energy efficient use of 

daylighting. An SHGC of 0.19 on average would require glazing to reflect roughly 70% of solar light. It is counter-productive to energy 

efficiency to reduce the heat gain through the window to such a low value that it would cause the room to be so dark that its occupants 

would have to turn on lights, thereby using more energy.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

There is no impact to local enforcement due to this modification.  This is only a change in a SHGC value.

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

If any impact, this will reduce the cost to building and property owners by allowing slightly less expensive windows to be installed, 

while keeping energy costs down due to the benefits of daylighting.

Impact to industry relative to the cost of compliance with code

By not reducing the SHGC to such low values more companies are able to compete, which facilitates code compliance.

Requirements

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

As opposed to further reducing the SHGC resulting in dark glass or reducing the window to wall ratio, natural daylighting has been 

shown to improve productivity and better sense of well being.

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

It does not make sense to have a code requirement that users of the code will not or cannot comply with. Reduced window to wall 

ratios and a very aggressive SHGC will only darken the room and require more inside lights to be on during the day.

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

On the contrary, this modification will encourage product flexibility, consumer options and energy efficiency.

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

No, this modification does not degrade the effectiveness of the code. The code can be applied in the same way as before.

1st Comment Period History                        04/15/2010 - 06/01/2010

E
N

4
3
2
5
-G

1
  

Proponent  Roger LeBrun Submitted 5/20/2010 NoAttachments

Please consider changing Skylight U-factor to 0.75 for consistency with the latest ASHRAE prescriptive requirements.

Comment:

1st Comment Period History                        04/15/2010 - 06/01/2010

E
N

4
3
2
5
-G

2
  

Proponent  Garrett Stone Submitted 6/1/2010 NoAttachments

Increasing the window U-factor substantially as proposed has not been justified and will cost substantial amounts of energy.

Comment:

1st Comment Period History                        04/15/2010 - 06/01/2010
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E
N

4
3
2
5
-G

3
  

Proponent  Eric Lacey Submitted 6/1/2010 NoAttachments

RECA recommends rejection of Mod 4325.  Although the proponent’s reason for Mod 4325 refers to fenestration SHGC, the Mod 

would also implement a substantial increase in fenestration U-factors for alterations and renovations without any apparent 

justification.  Specifically, this mod increases the allowable fenestration U-factor by 67% (0.45 to 0.75) without any explanation.  

This would require substantially less efficient fenestration.  As Florida seeks reasonable improvements that will ensure at least a 

20% energy savings, window U-factors are an obvious source of energy savings --even at a 0.45 U-factor the insulating value of 

these windows is only equivalent to about an R-2 wall.  As a result, Mod 4325 should be rejected.

Comment:

1st Comment Period History                        04/15/2010 - 06/01/2010

E
N

4
3
2
5
-G

4
  

Proponent  Harry Misuriello Submitted 6/1/2010 NoAttachments

Mod 4325 should be disapproved for the same reasons as Mod 4324.  The proposed Mod would allow dramatic increases in 

fenestration U-factors—0.75 up to 40% WWR—with little or no justification.  This Mod would substantially weaken the current 

proposed code and will not move the Florida energy code towards 20% energy efficiency improvement. We urge the Task Group 

and Commission to disapprove this proposed Mod.

Comment:

1st Comment Period History                        04/15/2010 - 06/01/2010

E
N

4
3
2
5
-G

5
  

Proponent  Jack Glenn Submitted 6/1/2010 NoAttachments

Original IECC language should be retained as no Florida specific reason is given for this change.  If it is such a good idea, it 

should be submitted for national consideration and acceptance at the International Code Council.

Comment:
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Sub Code: Existing Building
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Attachments

Jack Glenn

No

3/28/2010

Withdrawn

311

Pending Review

No3

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN4025  60

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Change reference to new volume of the code.

Rationale

Correct reference to the correct volume of the code.

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact on local enforcement of the code

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

No change.

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

Editorial change does not affect the strength of 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

Do not degrade the code.
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Attachments

Jack Glenn

No

3/28/2010

Withdrawn

612.1

Pending Review

No6

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN4026  61

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Editorial to correct a code reference.

Rationale

Editorial change to correct a code reference

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact on local enforcement

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

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

Does not discriminate

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does nt degrade the code.
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Attachments

Jack Glenn

No

3/28/2010

Withdrawn

711.1

Pending Review

No7

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN4027  62

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Editorial to correct a code reference.

Rationale

Editorial change to correct a code reference

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact on local enforcement

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

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

Does not discriminate

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does nt degrade the code.
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Attachments

Jack Glenn

No

3/28/2010

Withdrawn

808.1

Pending Review

No8

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN4028  63

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Editorial to correct a code reference.

Rationale

Editorial change to correct a code reference

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact on local enforcement

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

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

Does not discriminate

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does nt degrade the code.
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Attachments

Jack Glenn

No

3/28/2010

Withdrawn

913

Pending Review

No9

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN4029  64

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Editorial to correct a code reference.

Rationale

Editorial change to correct a code reference

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact on local enforcement

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

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

Does not discriminate

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does nt degrade the code.
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Attachments

Jack Glenn

No

3/28/2010

Withdrawn

1006.1

Pending Review

No10

Proponent

Affects HVHZ

Date Submitted

TAC Recommendation

Section

Commission Action

Chapter

EN4030  65

Related Modifications

Summary of Modification

Editorial to correct a code reference.

Rationale

Editorial change to correct a code reference

Fiscal Impact Statement

Impact to local entity relative to enforcement of code

No impact on local enforcement

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

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

Does not discriminate

Does not degrade the effectiveness of the code

Does nt degrade the code.
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