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Talking Points on the

COMMUNITY BUILDING CODE ADMINSTRATION GRANT ACT
110" Congress — H.R. 4461 and S. 2458

The Community Building Code Administration Grant Act, when enacted and funded, will provide
grant funding to governments code enforcement offices to start or boost the capacity of local building
code administration offices.

The CBCAG Act creates a program that will provide competitively evaluated federal grants, locally
matched, directly to local code enforcement offices.

The CBCAG will be a funding source solely dedicated to supporting building and fire code
enforcement. A request for CBCAG funding will not diminish a jurisdiction’s eligibility for or
receipt of funding from other federal grant sources.

The CBCAG Act recognizes that code adoption and enforcement is a local and state function. As a
federally funded grant program supporting state and local government, the CBCAG also benefits
federal taxpayers by reducing federal costs in post-disaster response in federally declared disasters.

The recent hurricane seasons of 2004 and 2005, the flooding in 2006, and the tornado and wildfire
seasons of 2006 and 2007, clearly demonstrate our nation’s on-going vulnerability to natural hazards
and the profound national costs incurred as a result of regional and local natural disasters.

The use of contemporary nationally recognized building codes, when effectively enforced by state
and local building and fire code officials, is one of the best means of protecting Americans from
natural and man-made disasters that impact our homes, businesses, schools, places of worship, and all
other types of construction in the built-environment.

CBCAG funds could be used for capital needs such as computers and vehicles, as well as for training
and professional certification for code enforcement offices.

Matching requirements are scaled to local conditions, and can be waived for areas in economic
distress. In-kind contributions can be included in the local match.

CBCAG funding will promote the rapid development of effective, self-sustaining local code
enforcement programs. To further promote program sustainability, the Act allows waiver of the local
match for jurisdictions that dedicate building permit income to local code enforcement.

The federal benefit occurs through reduction of future costs in federal natural disaster response,
community and personal recovery and damage compensation:

e Analysis of the effect of mitigation grants on the federal treasury found that for every dollar spent
from the federal treasury on FEMA mitigation grants, there is a savings of $3.65 in post-disaster
relief costs and increased federal tax revenues. (NIBS Report of the Multihazard Mitigation
Council released in late 2005)

e Analysis of the communities receiving these FEMA grants found that the grants are federally
cost-effective; often leading to additional non-federally funded mitigation activities and have the
greatest benefits in communities that have institutionalized hazard mitigation programs.

The CBCAG would be administered by the Department of Housing and Urban Development.

www.iccsafe.org/congress



Report of the Multihazard Mitigation Council (MMC)

The MMC is a council of the National Institute of Building Sciences
Report released late 2005

The MMC conducted this independent study to quantify the future savings from hazard
mitigation activities in response to a mandate by the Senate Appropriations Committee,
Subcommittee for the Veterans Administration, Department of Housing and Urban
Development, and Independent Agencies of the 106™ Congress (Senate Report 106-161)

In late 2005, the MMC submitted this report to Congress on behalf of FEMA and the
Department of Homeland Security. While FEMA funded this report, the study was
conducted independently of the agency.

The study was structured to quantify the future savings (in terms of losses avoided) from
hazard mitigation activities related to earthquake, wind and flood funded through three
major natural hazard mitigation grant programs — the Hazard Grant Mitigation Program,
Project Impact and the Flood Mitigation Assistance Program.

The study results indicate that the natural hazard mitigation activities funded by the three
FEMA grant programs between 1993 and 2003:

» Were cost-effective and reduced future losses from earthquake, wind and flood
events

» Resulted in significant new benefits to society as a whole (individuals, states, and
communities) in terms of future reduced losses

» Represented significant potential savings to the federal treasury in terms of future
increased tax revenues and reduced hazard-related expenditures

Analysis of the statistically representative sample of FEMA grants awarded during the
study indicates that a dollar spent on mitigation saves society an average of $4.

Analysis of the communities receiving these FEMA grants found that they are cost-
effective, often leading to additional non-federally funded mitigation activities and have
the greatest benefits in communities that have institutionalized hazard mitigation
programs.

Analysis of the effect of mitigation grants on the federal treasury found that for every
dollar spent from the federal treasury on FEMA mitigation grants, there is a savings of
$3.65 in post-disaster relief costs and increased federal tax revenues.

0 The present potential annual savings to the federal treasury because of the FEMA
grants studied is approximately $970 million compared to an annual budget
expenditure on these grants of $265 million.

Given the findings of the report, the MMC made the following conclusions:
» Mitigation is sufficiently cost-effective to warrant federal funding on an ongoing
basis both before disasters and during post-disaster recovery.
» Mitigation is most effective when it is carried out on a comprehensive,
community-wide, long-term basis.
» Continuing analysis of the effectiveness of mitigation activities is essential for
building resilient communities.



Resolution of the Congressional Fire Services Institute (CFSI)
Adopted by the CFSI National Advisory Committee April 4, 2008

A Resolution in Support of Legislation to Strengthen
The Enforcement of Fire and Building Codes

Offered by
The International Code Council

Whereas natural and man made disasters (fires, earthquakes, hurricanes, explosions, etc.) have
the potential for causing widespread loss of lives, and damage to property, community
infrastructure, and the environment; and

Whereas effective pre-disaster mitigation, thorough preparedness, timely warning, and well-
trained and equipped response forces can reduce the number of deaths and injuries caused by
disasters; and

Whereas the effective enforcement of fire, life safety, and building codes is one of the best
means of protecting the public and firefighters from natural disasters that impact our
communities; and

Whereas, the National Fallen Firefighters’ Foundation has developed 16 initiatives to enhance
firefighter safety, and Initiative Number 15 states, in part: “Advocacy must be strengthened for
the enforcement of codes . . .”; and

Whereas state and local adoption of modern fire, life safety, and building codes must be coupled
with responsible and effective administration and enforcement of those codes by state and local
fire and building code officials in order to be effective. Thorough and effective administration
and enforcement of codes allows the maximum benefit of those regulations to be realized in fire,
building, and life safety, enhanced property value, energy efficiency, business continuity and
hazard mitigation; and

Whereas the national benefit providing support for local code enforcement is clearly evidenced
by a recent report of the National Institute of Building Sciences that demonstrated that for each
federal dollar spent on mitigation the federal government saves nearly $4 in future disaster
recovery expenses; and

Whereas the Community Building Code Administration Grant Act, when enacted and funded,
will provide competitively evaluated federal grants, locally matched, to local governments who
seek to build-up or improve their local code administration and enforcement capabilities; and

Whereas the Safe Building Code Incentive Act will encourage effective statewide vigilance in
ensuring the application of modern building codes by enacting an increase in eligibility for
federal disaster relief funding tied to effective statewide efforts in building code adoption and
enforcement.

Therefore, it is resolved the Congressional Fire Services Institute and its members support the
passage and funding of the Community Building Code Administration Grant Act and the Safe
Building Code Incentive Act.

CFSI does not intend for the term “life safety”” to be an endorsement of any one code or product.

For more information regarding CFSI visit www.cfsi.org



Congressional Fire
Services Institute
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National Advisory Committee

The strength of CFSl lies in its National Advisory Committee (NAC), a coterie of over 40 trade groups, issue organi-
zations, and professional associations including the leading fire service organizations in the country.

The NAC convenes semiannually in Washington, DC to discuss federal issues that impact the interest of all first
responders. When agreement is formed, the NAC can pass resolutions calling for Congress to address particular
issues. Funding for the United States Fire Administration, reallocation of spectrum for first responders, and greater
involvement of first responders in disaster mitigation are examples of the types of issues the NAC has supported at
recent meetings. Only NAC members can introduce resolutions for consideration by the committee.

The Chairman of the NAC is Rick Patrick of the Fire Department Safety Officers Association. In May of 2006, he
was elected as Chairman to a two-year term. The Vice Chairman is Kevin O'Connor of the IAFF.

Open to the public, the meetings are scheduled in the Spring (the day after the National Fire and Emergency Ser-

vices Dinner) and the Fall of each year.

National Advisory Committee Organizations

American Fire Sprinkler Association
Association. of Public Safety Communications
Officials

Board of Certified Fire Protection Specialists
Building & Fire Safety Research Laboratory
Federation of Fire Chaplains

Fire and Emergency Manufacturers & Services
Association

Fire Apparatus Manufacturers Association
Fire Chief Magazine

Fire Department Safety Officers Association
Fire Engineering Magazine

Firehouse Magazine

Foundation for American Firefighters

The George Washington University Center for
Emergency Preparedness

Home Safety Council

International Association of Arson Investigators
International Association of Black Professional
Firefighters

International Association of Fire Chiefs
International Association of Fire Fighters
International Code Council

International Fire Buff Associates

International Fire Marshals Association

International Fire Service Training Association
International Municipal Signal Association
International Society of Fire Service Instructors
Institution of Fire Engineers

JEMS Communications

National Association of Emergency Medical Tech-
nicians

National Association of Hispanic Firefighters
National Association of State Fire Marshals
National Board on Fire Service Professional Quali-
fications

National Emergency Equipment Dealers Associa-
tion

National Emergency Number Association
National Fallen Firefighters Foundation

National Fire Protection Association

National Fire Sprinkler Association

National Society of Executive Fire Officers
National Volunteer Fire Council

North American Fire Training Directors
SimplexGrinnell

Society of Fire Protection Engineers

Underwriters Laboratories

VFIS



Resolution Adopted March 2008 by the National Association of Counties (NACo)

Proposed Resolution Supporting
The Community Building Code Administration Grant Act

Issue: Authorization of a grant program through the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban
Development to promote and support the enhancement of local building and fire code
enforcement. ‘

Proposed policy: The National Association of Counties (NACo) supports enactment and
funding of the Community Building Code Administration Grant Act so long as it does not
supersede local regulation.

Background: On December 12, 2007 the Community Building Code Administration Grant
Act of 2007 (CBCAG) was introduced in Congress. The purpose of this legislation is
authorization of a grant program dedicated solely to stimulating and supporting local programs
to enhance capabilities in building and fire code administration.

The local and national impacts of the hurricane seasons of 2004 and 2005, the flooding in 2006,
and the tornado and wildfire seasons of 2006 and 2007 have clearly shown our nations’ on-
going and increasing vulnerability to natural hazards. These events have also clearly
demonstrated the need for heightened federal action in aiding local governments in the
execution of programs to better protect residents from natural hazards and to mitigate the
potential for damage from future storms. The magnitude of the resulting damage has drawn
attention to the need for resources dedicated to supporting and enhancing the work of local
building and fire code enforcement authorities. Though most jurisdictions have modern,
nationally recognized and widely adopted model building codes in force, code adoption must be
coupled with effective capabilities and programs in local code administration. As a competitive
grant program the CBCAG will support long-lasting improvements in capabilities in
communities ready to sustain a program of dedicated and professional code enforcement. The
CBCAG will serve local needs, provide local benefits and, in the long-run, will function to
reduce burdens on national taxpayers.

The national benefits of federal programs to reduce the impact of natural events on the built
environment were recently scientifically measured by the National Institute of Building
Sciences (NIBS) in a congressionally mandated report. The NIBS report, entitled Natural
Hazard Mitigation Saves: An Independent Study to Assess the Future Savings from Mitigation
Activities, examined 10 years of FEMA mitigation grants, and that for each $1.00 spent on
mitigation, a present value of $3.65 was saved by reduction of future expenses in disaster
response and recovery. Enhancement of local capabilities in the enforcement of modern
building codes is critical to a community’s ability to best survive and recover from natural
disasters. As this report points out, support for such mitigation is in our country’s best interest
as well.

Fiscal Urban/Rural Impacts: The CBCAG Act is dedicated to supporting local building and
fire code administration, allowing urban and rural jurisdictions to undertake programs to
increase capabilities in this area without competing for funds already targeted for other local
needs and purposes. The legislation scales local match rates to local conditions, and includes
conditions under which the match may be waived.

Submitted by: Jefferson County Commissioner, Kathy Hartman & Adams County Commissioner,
Skip Fischer
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Corporate Structure

Departments The National Association of Counties (NACo) is the only national organization that represents county
Employment governments in the United States. Founded in 1935, NACo provides essential services to the nation’s
Membership 3,066 counties. NACo advances issues with a unified voice before the federal government, improves the

public's understanding of county government, assists counties in finding and sharing innovative solutions

NACo Staff through education and research, and provides value-added services to save counties and taxpayers
President's Initiatives money.

State Associations

NACo's membership totals more than 2,000 counties, representing over 80 percent of the nation's
population.

With its headquarters on Capitol Hill, NACo is a full-service organization that provides an extensive line
of services including legislative, research, technical, and public affairs assistance, as well as enterprise
services to its members. The association acts as a liaison with other levels of government, works to
improve public understanding of counties, serves as a national advocate for counties and provides them
with resources to help them find innovative methods to meet the challenges they face. NACo is involved
in a number of special projects that deal with such issues as homeland security, drug abuse and broader
access to health care.

NACo understands the importance of strong public-private partnerships and is committed to assisting
counties and businesses explore new, innovative ways of working together. Through the Enterprise
Services Department, NACo offers county employees retirement, cooperative purchasing, debt
collection, and county reinsurance programs. In addition businesses can participate in the NACo
Corporate, Premier and Sponsorship Programs.

County officials and their staffs also participate through NACo's 23 affiliates. These organizations are
composed of officials who share similar responsibilities, interests or knowledge areas. To keep county
officials informed, NACo publishes a biweekly newspaper, County News, with circulation of 29,000, that
focuses on issues and actions in Washington, D.C. and throughout the country.

NACo's committees, whose members include county officials from every region of the country, are
charged on an annual basis with evaluating issues and policies. The policy development process leads to
the publication of the American County Platform, which NACo uses as a guide to deliver county
government's message to the Administration, Congress and the American public.

NACo delivers its services through its dedicated and skilled staff who comprise six departments.

For more information about NACo, please contact Tom Goodman.

About Counties | About NACo | Conferences & Events
Issues & Interest Areas | County Resource Center | News Room
Site Map | Contact Us
e

L NATIONAL ASSOCIATION OF COUNTIES - 25 MASSACHUSETTS AVE. NW - WASHINGTON, D.C. 20001 - TELEPHOMNE: (202)393-6226 ]

© Copyright 2005 NACo This site was designed and developed by Active Matter, Inc.
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THE CONGRESSIONAL PROCESS

HOW ABILL BECOMES A LAW

HOUSE of REPRESENTATIVES

A bill is submitted by a House Member.

The bill is assigned to one or more committees
based upon a review by the Parliamentarian.
A committee typically first refers the bill to

one of its subcommittees.

SUBCOMMITTEE
The subcommittee will hold hearings, and
may revise the bill before holding a vote on
whether to send it to the full committee.

COMMITTEE
The full committee may amend or rewrite the
bill, may also hold hearings, may prepare a
committee report, and must approve the bill
before it can be advanced to the floor.

RULES COMMITTEE
Before the bill is sent to the House floor, The
House Committee on Rules must issue a rule
to govern how the bill is to be debated on the
House floor.

FULL HOUSE
The bill is debated by the full House, amend-
ments may be offered if allowed by the
adopted rule for debate, and a final vote is
taken when debate is concluded.

UNITED STATES SENATE

A bill is submitted by a Senate Member.

The bill is assigned to one or more committees
based upon a review by the Parliamentarian.
A committee typically first refers the bill to

one of its subcommittees.

SUBCOMMITTEE
The subcommittee will hold hearings, and
may revise the bill before holding a vote on
whether to send it to the full committee.

COMMITTEE
The full committee may amend or rewrite the
bill, may also hold hearings, may prepare a
committee report, and must approve the bill
before it can be advanced to the floor.

SENATE LEADERSHIP
Before the bill is sent to the Senate Floor,
Senate Leaders must agree to schedule the bill
for action on the Senate Floor.

FULL SENATE
The bill is debated by the full Senate, amend-
ments may be and a final vote is taken when
debate is concluded.

CONFERENCE COMMITTEE
If the House and Senate bills differ, House and Senate leaders each appoint members to a Con-
ference Committee. The Conference Committee is charged with developing a compromise on
the bill, and the compromise bill is sent back to each chamber for ratification.

FULL HOUSE
The Full House votes on the bill returned by
the Conference Committee. If this bill passes,
it is forwarded to the President.

FULL SENATE
The Full House votes on the bill returned by
the Conference Committee. If this bill passes,
it is forwarded to the President.

PRESIDENT
The President either signs the bill into law or issues a veto. Congress has the power to override a
veto through a vote of 2/3 in favor by both the House and the Senate.



Discussion Points on

GREEN BUILDING WITH MODEL BUILDING CODES

Why Should We Use Green Building Techniques?

Energy Efficiency is often considered the number one consideration in Green Building
Programs and Standards.

Buildings construction & use accounts for nearly 40% of annual energy use in the United States.
Energy use, costs and emissions accumulate over the life of the structures; failure to
incorporate energy efficiency in present building has an extended effect.

Fossil fuel based energy systems contribute significant pollutants to the environment.

Other Social Objectives Are Achieved Through Building Green.

Sustainable building ensures that pursuing quality of life now does not compromise future social
needs and future quality of life.

Building construction waste accounts for 20 to 30 percent of landfill deposits. Green building
practices seek to conserve resources, reduce waste, and therefore landfill use as well.

Green Building Is Not Necessarily More Expensive.

As Green Building implementation becomes more main stream, the initial costs of
implementation becomes less and less expensive.

As energy use and maintenance costs are less in Green and Sustainable Buildings, lifetime costs
are significantly less than standard construction.

Green and Sustainable buildings reduce infrastructure costs. (For example, the need for
construction of more power plants and water treatment plants is reduced.)

How Do We Best Support And Promote Green Building?

Traditionally, building codes and standards have addressed how the environment affects buildings
(i.e., they address the effects of wind, snow, water, earthquakes, gravity, etc.)

Now Green and Sustainable Building initiatives address society’s growing concerns with the
remaining half of the equation: how buildings affect the environment.

Green building rating systems (LEED Program, Green Globes Program, etc.), though not building
codes or standards, do provide effective means to voluntarily achieve high-performance results.
Green building requirements, because they are not part of building codes, may not be subject to
inspection for compliance by local building and fire code officials.

The Nation’s First Green Building Standard Is Being Released This Summer.

ICC/NAHB 700, the Nation’s first green building standard certified by the American National
Standards Institute is developed by the ICC and the National Association of Home Builders.
To achieve widespread acceptance, application and benefit, green building practices must be
integrated into comprehensive building codes and standards utilized by local governments.
Many communities across the country are short of resources to execute complete programs in
building and fire code compliance. The ICC is promoting legislation to create a federal grant
program to assist those communities with resources necessary to ensure code compliance.
Building officials become intimately familiar with buildings when they reviewing plans and
inspect buildings for compliance with building codes. As such, they are best suited to cost
effectively review and inspect those same building features for compliance with the requirements
of green building programs and standards as well.

www.iccsafe.org/congress



Discussion Points on

GREEN BUILDING WITH MODEL BUILDING CODES

The ICC/NAHB 700 National Green Building Standard (NGBS)

In addition to regulating new residential green buildings, the standard rates green renovations and
additions, as well as green residential subdivisions and sites.

Existing structures make up 90% of housing - a huge market segment with great opportunities to
address the environmental impact of the buildings. Yet existing buildings are not addressed any
current national residential green building program. Renovations and additions to existing
buildings, however, are specifically addressed and rated by the NGBS.

Created by the National Association of Home Builders (NAHB) & the ICC.

Is fully integrated and enforceable with comprehensive building code requirements.

Rates residential buildings on their overall environmental impact.

Contains incremental levels which promote high performance building practices.

Will be the very first ANSI certified green building standard in the United States.

Is applicable to all residential structures, from single-family dwelling to high rise multi-family
structures, as well as the residential portions of mixed occupancy buildings.

Encourages affordable, easily implemented and long-lasting green features.

Both initial and long term costs are considered in the analysis.

The NGBS Contains Provisions Which Encourage:

Erosion and sedimentation control and storm water management.

Development of brownfield and greyfield sites.

Building in close proximity to public and alternative transportation.

Avoidance of environmentally sensitive areas (wetlands, etc.).

Landscape design which limits long term water and energy use.

The reduction of heat island effects by light colored roofs and pavements.

The implementation of rainwater collection and gray water recycling systems.

Limited use of irrigation systems and systems designed to reduce environmental impact.
Use of waterless urinals and low-flow/consumption toilets, faucets and shower heads.
Building smaller structures (reduced site impact, material resources and energy use)
Building up instead of out (smaller footprint on the land, less foundation and roof area per square
foot, ceiling and floor systems share common elements, more efficient to heat and cool).
Utilization of durable, affordable, efficient and low maintenance materials.

The utilization of materials which are recycleable, or are renewable.

Construction and post construction waste recycling programs.

High performance/energy efficient building envelopes.

Net-zero capable energy systems (such as geothermal systems, active and passive solar systems,
wind generators and hydroelectric generators).

Energy efficient luminaries, appliances and heating and cooling systems.

Duct sealing, building envelope sealing, weather stripping and added insulation.

Whole house ventilation and ceiling fans.

The use of low VOC emitting materials (adhesives, sealants, paints, coatings, carpeting)
The installation of MERYV air filters.

Where Energy Analysis Software Is Used To Show That Energy Efficiency Is Above The
Minimum Requirements Of The 2006 IECC:

15% more efficient equals a Bronze Energy Classification
30% more efficient equals a Silver Energy Classification
50% more efficient equals a Gold Energy Classification
60% more efficient equals an Emerald Energy Classification

www.iccsafe.org/congress



Frequently Asked Questions

Community Building Code Administration Grant Act of 2007

What is the purpose of a grant program to supporting local building and fire code administration?

The purpose of the Community Building Code Administration Grant Act is to offer local governments a source of funding
dedicated to programs to promote effective administration of building and fire codes. A dedicated funding source ensures that
applicants applying for these grants are not competing to use scarce resources that are also available for other priorities.

Since this program is designed to be a bottom-up approach, based on local initiative, it responds to the needs unique to each
community. Some jurisdictions may be best served by more training and certification of existing employees and better
equipping them to perform enforcement functions. Other locations may need funding primarily to establish or increase
building code compliance staff.

What can this funding be used for and how many years would a recipient be eligible?

A Community Building Code Administration Grant could be used to increase staffing, provide staff training, improve staff
competence and professional qualifications, support individual certification or departmental accreditation, or for capital
expenditures specifically dedicated to the administration of the local building code department.

Each year grant proposals are to be evaluated competitively with all other applications for available funding, with individual
grants of up to $1 million. The legislation does not establish a limit on years of eligibility.

How will this legislation increase energy efficiency in our homes and buildings?

The CBCAG will help by directly improving the professional capabilities of local code compliance officials. The
effectiveness of these code officials is essential to ensuring that all building and fire code requirements are met, including
building energy codes. In meeting energy efficiency needs, societal demands for improved technologies, techniques and
requirements for new construction have significantly changed in recent years. The professional training and capabilities of
local code officials must keep pace with these codes and requirements. Eligible uses for this grant funding include increasing
a code department’s professional, technical and administrative capabilities to ensure compliance with green building and
energy efficiency. The grant program will enable local efforts to increase effective code compliance including plan review
prior to construction and onsite compliance inspections during construction.

How does supporting compliance with building and fire codes help us to build green?

Building and fire code compliance officials serve as the arm of state and local government in ensuring that new construction
fully meets all the building requirements of a jurisdiction’s adopted building codes. Traditionally these building codes have
fundamentally addressed how buildings are defended against environmental conditions such as wind, snow, water,
earthquake, gravity, etc. Now environmental building requirements are being adopted to address how buildings affect the
environment around them. The green building standard to be released this summer by the International Code Council and the
National Association of Home Builders goes beyond green building rating systems by providing jurisdictions with green
building requirements written as a building standard that can be enforced by state and local building code compliance
officials. High performance building features being addressed include increased efficiency of building envelopes, doors,
windows, HVAC, and appliances. New features also include solar, wind and ground energy capture, source and recyclability
of materials, building siting and orientation, and efficiency in water usage. To fully achieve green building objectives, social
resources must keep the skills and needs of state and local construction code compliance officials up to the task.

Why not use Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) or Hazard Mitigation Grant Program (HMGP) funding?

There are 26 eligible uses for CDBG, creating considerable competition for funding between local priorities. Areas using this
funding for code enforcement must already be “deteriorated or deteriorating.” We propose that communities should be
eligible to use funds from the Community Building Code Administration Grant prior to an area becoming blighted.

FEMA does permit HMGP funds to be applied towards support and improvement of building code enforcement efforts.
However, an area is only eligible for HMGP funding in the aftermath of a federally declared disaster. The objective of the
Community Building Code Administration Grant Act is to more globally provide resources to communities to enhance
building code administration.

Prepared by the International Code Council - www.iccsafe.org/congress



Frequently Asked Questions

Community Building Code Administration Grant Act of 2007

What is the benefit of the Code Administration Grant Program to the federal government?

Hazard mitigation, through proper code enforcement, has been proven to decrease future disaster relief expenses that are paid
for by all American taxpayers. The best evidence regarding fiscal benefit to the federal government is presented by the
Multihazard Mitigation Council (MMC) of the National Institute of Building Sciences (2005). The MMC examined several
forms of federal spending for state and local disaster mitigation. Its report concluded that, on average, the federal government
receives $3.65 in future benefits from each $1 spent on programs that increase disaster mitigation.

Would the Community Building Code Administration Grant put the federal government in control of building codes?

No. The Community Building Code Administration Grant Act does not make a change to local and state authority over
building and fire codes. This program will create a federal grant program, administered through the Department of Housing
and Urban Development (HUD) that is singularly devoted to improving local government operations in building code
administration.

How much funding could be provided through the Community Building Code Administration Grant Act, and where
would that funding come from? Would funding the CBCAG require new taxes or a reduction in other spending?

The Community Building Code Administration Grant Act of 2007 permits spending of up to $100 million per year for a five
year period. Because the Act creates the permission - but not the requirement - for funding the program, Congress will have
to separately act each year to budget and appropriate funding to the program. The authorization in the CBCAG Act, however,
must be in place before Congress can work to resolve whether funding for the program should come from a specific tax
source or be accomplished through a particular reduction in other spending.

Who is the Code Council approaching in the private sector to join in support of the Community Building Code
Administration Grant?

The Code Council’s Strategic Partners in the built-environment are the National Association of Home Builders (NAHB), the
American Institute of Architects (AlA), the Building Owners and Managers Association (BOMA) and the National Multi-
Housing Council (NMHC). In addition, the Code Council has a broad range of additional coalition partners, including
insurers, laborers, materials and equipment suppliers, engineers, and community planners. For a full list of organizations who
have endorsed the CBCAG, please visit iccsafe.org/code-grant.

How does the environment benefit from better code compliance?

Code compliance improves the quality, durability to hazards, and the energy performance of homes and buildings. Building
to code provides a community with peace of mind that local homes, schools, churches, businesses and other buildings are
constructed to meet or exceed minimum requirements for quality, safety, fire prevention, and hazard mitigation.

The Environmental Protection Agency states that “Codes improve air quality by reducing energy consumption in buildings,
thereby lowering electricity generation and resulting pollution from power plants.” The American Council for an Energy-
Efficient Economy estimates that an average state, using the energy efficiency building requirements, could save about $650
million in homeowner energy bills over a 30-year period.

Who is eligible to apply for the Community Building Code Administration Grant? Can local governments afford the
matching requirement? How can the matching requirement be waived?

Local or state governments or subdivisions that have responsibility in administering laws and regulations addressing building
safety and fire prevention are eligible. The Community Building Code Administration Grant’s is scaled dependent on local
conditions, requiring as low as a 5% local match, with allowances for counting in-kind contributions. The Act allows waiver
of the local match if a grantee has legally dedicated its building permit receipts to local building code administration. Under
the Act HUD may also waive the in-kind contribution under conditions of economic distress.

Does building enforcement activity supported by the Community Building Code Administration Grant only apply to
new construction?

Though a community’s building code administration activities are most significantly focused on new construction, the

Community Building Code Administration Grant would support all code administration efforts, including building code
inspection and enforcement programs for both new and existing buildings.
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About Us: The International Code Council (ICC), is a membership association
dedicated to building safety and fire prevention, and develops the building safety
and fire prevention codes used for the construction of residential and commercial
buildings, including homes and schools. Most U.S. cities, counties and states that
adopt codes have chosen the codes developed and supported by the International
Code Council.

Membership: ICC members include state, county and municipal code
enforcement and fire officials, architects, engineers, builders, contractors, elected
officials, manufacturers and others in the construction industry. The ICC has

T NTE R NATI ONAL  nearty 300 chapters, cach with it own personliy and focus, represnting il
CODE COU N CI If’ ICC member professional disciplines.

I-Codes: The International Codes, or I-Codes, published by the ICC, provide minimum safeguards for people at
home, at school and in the workplace. The I-Codes are a complete set of comprehensive, coordinated building
safety and fire prevention codes. Building codes provide for public safety in the built environment and support
the industry’s need for a single set of codes.

I-Code Users: Forty-eight states use the I-Codes at the state or jurisdictional level. The District of Columbia,
Puerto Rico and federal agencies also enforce one or more of the I1-Codes. The Department of Defense references
the International Building Code for constructing military facilities, including those that house our troops, around
the world and at home.

Model Building Code Advantages: The purpose of a building code is to establish minimum requirements
necessary to protect public health, safety and welfare in the built environment. Model building codes provide for
protection from fire, structural collapse and general deterioration. Safe buildings are achieved through code-based
design and construction practices in concert with a code administration program that ensures compliance. Model
codes serve to keep construction costs down by establishing uniformity in the construction industry. This
uniformity permits building and materials manufacturers to do business on a larger scale—statewide, regionally,
nationally or internationally. This larger scale, in turn, creates cost savings for the end consumer. Codes also help
protect real estate investments, commercial and personal, by providing a minimum level of construction quality
and safety.

International Code Council Code Development Process: The International Code Council uses the
governmental consensus process to develop its building safety and fire prevention codes. It is an open, inclusive
process that allows input from all individuals and groups. Committees hear all code change proposals. An appeals
process allows anyone to appeal an action or inaction of a code committee. Final decisions are made by
International Code Council voting members—code enforcement and fire officials who, with no vested interests
beyond public safety, represent the public’s best interest. ICC also offers technical and educational support
regarding the codes as well as certification exams to test professional knowledge of code enforcement and
construction.

How a Code Becomes Law: Legislative bodies are not obligated to adopt model building safety or fire
prevention codes, and may write their own code or portions of a code. A model code has no legal standing until it
is adopted as law by a legislative body (state legislature, county board, city council, etc.). When adopted as law,
owners of property within the boundaries of the adopting jurisdiction are required to comply with the referred
codes. Because codes are updated, existing structures usually are required to meet the code that was enforced
when the property was built. The primary application of a building code is to regulate new construction. Building
codes usually only apply to an existing building if the building undergoes reconstruction, rehabilitation or
alteration, or if the occupancy of the existing building changes as defined by the locally adopted building code.
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