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Public Hearing Results

Both parts of this code change was heard by the IBC Structural code development committee.

PART | - IBC STRUCTURAL
Committee Action: Disapproved

Committee Reason: Disapproval of this proposal is also consistent with the committee’s action on G221-12. It is unclear what
vehicle impacts have to do with the building’s lateral system. Without a threshold it is not when or if the exception would apply.

Assembly Action: None

Individual Consideration Agenda

This item is on the agenda for individual consideration because a public comment was submitted.

Public Comment:

Paul Bennett, Knott Laboratory. LLC, representing Colorado Chapter of the ICC, requests
Approval as Modified by this Public Comment.

Modify the proposal as follows:

3405.3 Substantial structural damage to gravity load-carrying components. Gravity load-carrying components that have
sustained substantial structural damage shall be rehabilitated to comply with the applicable provisions of this code for dead and live
loads. Snow loads shall be considered if the substantial structural damage was caused by or related to snow load effects. Existing
gravity load-carrying structural elements shall be permitted to be designed for live loads approved prior to the damage.
Nondamaged gravity load-carrying components that receive dead, live or snow loads from rehabilitated components shall also be
rehabilitated or shown to have the capacity to carry the design loads of the rehabilitation design. New structural members and
connections required by this rehabilitation design shall comply with the detailing provisions of this code for new buildings of similar
structure, purpose and location.

Exceptions:

1. One- and two-family dwellings need not be evaluated or rehabilitated for load combinations that include earthquake
effects.

2. Buildings assigned to Seismic Design Category A, B, or C whose substantial structural damage was not caused by
earthquake need not be evaluated or rehabilitated for load combinations that include earthquake effects.

3. Buildings damaged solely by vehicle impact or an individual structure fire in which the damage does not constitute

substantial damage.

Commenter’s Reason: Based on feedback from the structural committee, this modification proposes a threshold. It is recognized
that a threshold in the code is prudent. However, by utilizing the substantial structural damage definition as a threshold for damage
caused by fire or vehicle impact creates dilemmas. For instance, a vehicle impact or individual structure fire could damage a
significant column or a corner shear wall wherein the cost and scope of repair is relatively minor but substantial structural damage
has been triggered. Thus, the cost of repair could change substantially, particularly for unreinforced masonry structures. For these
reasons, the code change has been modified to include a threshold that is not based on the percent of damage to the lateral or
gravity force carrying system, rather, the threshold is based on the cost of the repair. Thresholds based on the cost of damage have
existed in the codes for years and have been successfully been used to enforce upgrades to flood plain and accessibility provisions
for existing buildings. The substantial damage definition which currently exists in the code is better than the substantial structural
damage threshold for structures damaged by a individual structure fire or vehicle impacts. Hence, this modification proposes
utilizing the existing substantial damage definition as the threshold. By utilizing the substantial damage threshold, as opposed to the
substantial structural damage threshold, it requires structures that have been substantially damaged by fire or vehicle or impact to
be evaluated but it solves the current dilemma in which a fire or vehicle impact could cause minimal damage (financially speaking)
and then the entire structure has to be evaluated and upgraded. By adding the term “individual structure” fire, this code change
does not apply to damage caused by a wild fire.

G224-12
Final Action: AS AM AMPC D

2012 ICC FINAL ACTION AGENDA 979



NOTE: PART Il REPRODUCED FOR INFORMATIONAL PURPOSES ONLY — SEE ABOVE

PART Il - IEBC [B] 606.2.3.1
BOTH PARTS WILL BE HEARD BY THE IBC STRUCTURAL COMMITTEE.

PART Il - IEBC

IEBC [B] 606.2.3.1 Lateral force-resisting elements. Regardless of the level of damage to gravity elements of the lateral force-
resisting system, if substantial structural damage to gravity load-carrying components was caused primarily by wind or seismic
effects, then the building shall be evaluated in accordance with Section 606.2.2.1 and, if noncompliant, rehabilitated in accordance
with Section 606.2.2.3.

Exceptions:

1. Buildings assigned to Seismic Design Category A, B, or C whose substantial structural damage was not caused by
earthquake need not be evaluated or rehabilitated for load combinations that include earthquake effects.

2. One- and two-family dwellings need not be evaluated or rehabilitated for load combinations that include earthquake
effects.

3. Buildings damaged solely by vehicle impact or fire.

PART Il - IEBC
Committee Action: Disapproved
Committee Reason: This proposal was disapproved based upon the action taken on G224-12, Part I.

Assembly Action: None
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G225-12
3407, 3407.1, 3407.2 (New) [IEBC [B] 406, 406.1, 406.2 (New)]

Proposed Change as Submitted

Proponent: Carl Baldassarra, P.E., FSFPE Chair, ICC Code Technology Committee (CTC)
Revise as follows:

SECTION 3407 (IEBC 406)
GLASS REPLACEMENT AND EXISTING WINDOWS

3407.1 (IEBC [B] 406.1) Cenfermance Replacement glass. The installation or replacement of glass
shall be as required for new installations.

3407.2 (IEBC 406.2) Replacement Windows. All windows in Group R-2 or R-3 buildings containing
dwelling units, window opening control devices complying with ASTM F2090 shall be installed where an
existing window is replaced and where all the following apply to the replacement window:

1. The window is operable;

2. The window replacement includes replacement of the sash and the frame;

3. The top of the sill of the window opening is at a height less than 36 inches (915 mm) above the
finished floor;

4. The window will permit openings that will allow passage of a 4-inch diameter (102 mm) sphere
when the window is in its largest opened position; and

5. The vertical distance from the top of the sill of the window opening to the finished grade or other
surface below, on the exterior of the building, is greater than 72 inches (1829 mm).

The window opening control device, after operation to release the control device allowing the window to
fully open, shall not reduce the minimum net clear opening area of the window unit to less than the area
required by Section 1029.2.

Exceptions:

1. Operable windows where the top of the sill of the window opening is located more than 75
feet (22.86 m) above the finished grade or other surface below, on the exterior of the room,
space or building, and that are provided with window fall prevention devices that comply with
ASTM F 2006.

2. Operable windows with openings that are provided with window fall prevention devices that
comply with ASTM F2090.

Reason: The ICC Board established the ICC Code Technology Committee (CTC) as the venue to discuss contemporary code
issues in a committee setting which provides the necessary time and flexibility to allow for full participation and input by any
interested party. The code issues are assigned to the CTC by the ICC Board as “areas of study”. Information on the CTC,
including: meeting agendas; minutes; reports; resource documents; presentations; and all other materials developed in conjunction
with the CTC effort can be downloaded from the following website: http://www.iccsafe.org/cs/cc/ctc/index.html. Since its inception
in April, 2005, the CTC has held twenty-two meetings — all open to the public.

The CTC Study Group on Child Window Safety has been fostering changes to the code over the past few cycles to clarify the
application and specify the appropriate standards to be included in the code regarding child window safety. Suring the last cycle
changes to incorporate those changes were successful in both the IBC and IRC. One of the areas that had not been the focus of
CTC was existing windows in existing windows.

This code change incorporates parallel requirements to Section 1013.8 when an existing window is replaced, including the
sash and the frame in an R-2 or R-3 building containing dwelling units. By incorporating this section in Chapter 34 and a companion
change to the IEBC we can achieve a higher level of safety for children with minimum cost impact.

Cost Impact: The proposed changes will increase the cost of construction.
3407-G-BALDASSARRA-CTC.doc
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Public Hearing Results

Committee Action: Approved as Submitted

Committee Reason: This proposal was felt necessary to improved child safety in existing buildings where windows are being
replaced.

Assembly Action: None

Individual Consideration Agenda

This item is on the agenda for individual consideration because a public comment was submitted.

Public Comment:

Carl Baldassarra, P.E., FSFPE, Chair, ICC Code Technology Committee, requests Approval as
Modified by this Public Comment.

Modify the proposal as follows:

SECTION 3407 (IEBC 406)
GLASS REPLACEMENT AND EX/STING REPLACEMENT WINDOWS

3407.1 (IEBC [B] 406.1) Replacement glass. The installation or replacement of glass shall be as
required for new installations.

3407.2 (IEBC 406.2) Replacement Window Opening Control Devices. Allwindews In Group R-2 or R-
3 buildings containing dwelling units, window opening control devices complying with ASTM F2090 shall
be installed where an existing window is replaced and where all the following apply to the replacement
window:

1. The window is operable;

2. The window replacement includes replacement of the sash and the frame;

3. The top of the sill of the window opening is at a height less than 36 inches (915 mm) above the
finished floor;

4. The window will permit openings that will allow passage of a 4-inch diameter (102 mm) sphere
when the window is in its largest opened position; and

5. The vertical distance from the top of the sill of the window opening to the finished grade or other
surface below, on the exterior of the building, is greater than 72 inches (1829 mm).

The window opening control device, after operation to release the control device allowing the window to
fully open, shall not reduce the minimum net clear opening area of the window unit to less than the area
required by Section 1029.2.

Exceptions:

1. Operable windows where the top of the sill of the window opening is located more than 75
feet (22.86 m) above the finished grade or other surface below, on the exterior of the room,
space or building, and that are provided with window fall prevention devices that comply with
ASTM F 2006.

2. Operable windows with openings that are provided with window fall prevention devices that
comply with ASTM F2090.

Commenter’'s Reason: The committee noted in its reason for approval that this will improve child safety in existing building which
is of paramount importance. The public comment clarifies in Section 3407.2 that not all windows must be installed with window
opening control devices but rather only those that meet the 5 criteria noted. In addition there are two editorial revisions to clarify that
we are dealing with replacement windows and not all existing windows (title to 3407) and that in Section 3407.2, the subject matter
of the section is the opening control devices.
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The ICC Board established the ICC Code Technology Committee (CTC) as the venue to discuss contemporary code issues in a
committee setting which provides the necessary time and flexibility to allow for full participation and input by any interested party.
The code issues are assigned to the CTC by the ICC Board as “Areas of Study”. The Area of Study for this code change and public
comment is called “Child Window Safety”. Information on the CTC, including: meeting agendas; minutes; reports; resource
documents; presentations; and all other materials developed in conjunction with the CTC effort can be downloaded from the
following website: http://www.iccsafe.org/cs/CTC/Pages/ChildWindowSafety.aspx. Since its inception in April, 2005, the CTC has
held twenty-four meetings — all open to the public. In addition to holding face-to-face meetings, the CTC established Study Groups
where any interested party can participate in conference calls on specific subjects such as this area of study without having to
attend the face-to-face meetings.

G225-12
Final Action: AS AM AMPC D

2012 ICC FINAL ACTION AGENDA 983



G227-12
3408 (New) (IEBC [B] 407 (New))

Proposed Change as Submitted

Proponent: Jeff Inks, Window and Door Manufacturers Association (jinks@wdma.com)
Add new text as follows:

SECTION 3408 (IEBC 407)
REPLACEMENT WINDOW OPENINGS

3408.1 (IEBC [B] 407.1) Replacement window openings. Where windows are required to provide
emergency escape and rescue openings in Group R-2 and R-3 occupancies, replacement windows shall
be exempt from the requirements of Sections 1029.2, 1029.3 and 1029.5 provided the replacement
window meets the following conditions:

1. The replacement window is the manufacturer's largest standard size window that will fit within the
existing frame or existing rough opening. The replacement window shall be permitted to be of the
same operating style as the existing window or a style that provides for an equal or greater
window opening area than the existing window.

2. The replacement of the window is not part of a change of occupancy.

Reason: The intent of this proposal is to ensure that the IBC does not discourage or prevent improvements in fire safety in older
residential occupancies by requiring replacement windows meet all of the provisions of Section 1029 when doing so would require
increasing the size of the rough opening or altering the interior wall. Because many of these older buildings were constructed under
codes that did not include the same emergency escape and rescue opening provisions that the IBC now requires for new
construction, the only way to fully meet all of the requirements of Section 1029 for new construction if required when windows are
replaced is to enlarge the rough opening and/or make significant alterations to the interior wall in order to accommodate any
increase in window size or lowering of a sill.

At the very least, the significant cost and design challenges of altering the rough opening or interior wall can discourage
window replacement and at worst can prevent the replacement of older windows that are harder to operate or inoperable all together
because of their age and, that are significantly less energy efficient. When that happens, safety in compromised.

On the whole, while older bedroom windows in older buildings may not provide the full clear opening that is required for new
construction or may have a sill height above 44 inches, they nonetheless still provide a viable emergency and escape rescue
opening which is the primary intent of the code. Replacement of these windows with the same type of operating window or other
type that can provide an equal or greater clear opening than the existing window -- even if they do not fully meet the clear opening
or sill height requirements of Section 1029 — is always an improvement in safety, especially when a replacement opening can
provide a larger clear opening than the existing window. Such improvements in safety should not be discouraged or prevented by
overly onerous requirements for replacement windows.

This proposal is intended to ensure that doesn’t happen by providing limited exceptions to the requirements of Section 1029
that can only be applied when certain conditions are met. The requirements that emergency escape and rescue openings be
provided and the operational requirements for windows providing them are maintained for replacement windows as for new
construction.

Cost Impact: This proposal will not increase the cost of construction
3408 (NEW)-G-INKS.doc

Public Hearing Results

Committee Action: Approved as Submitted

Committee Reason: This proposal allows the installation of new windows without additional burden and at the same time increases
energy efficiency. Clarification of Item 1 of proposed Section 3408.1 is necessary although the intent to prevent window openings
from becoming smaller is understood.

Assembly Action: None
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Individual Consideration Agenda

This item is on the agenda for individual consideration because a public comment was submitted.
Public Comment:

Carl Baldassarra, P.E., FSFPE, Chair, ICC Code Technology Committee, requests Approval as
Modified by this Public Comment.

Modify the proposal as follows:

M y A 3407.3 Replacement Window Emergency Escape and Rescue
Ogenlngs Where WIndOWS are reqwred to provide emergency escape and rescue openings in Group R-2 and R-3 occupancies,
replacement windows shall be exempt from the requirements of Sections 1029.2, 1029.3 and 1029.5 provided the replacement
window meets the following conditions:

1. The replacement window is the manufacturer's largest standard size window that will fit within the existing frame or
existing rough opening. The replacement window shall be permitted to be of the same operating style as the existing
window or a style that provides for an equal or greater window opening area than the existing window.

2. The replacement of the window is not part of a change of occupancy.

Commenter’s Reason: This is purely a correlative revision with the approved action on code change G225-12. G225 was
approved to address replacement windows in Groups R-2 and R-3 in order to improve child safety from the standpoint of children
falling out of windows in existing buildings. As noted by the committee it is approval of G227, this proposal relieves the burden on
replacement windows and thus will encourage replacement with safer windows. The public comment, in turn, meshes these two
approved proposals by consolidating them in a single section dealing with replacement windows.

The ICC Board established the ICC Code Technology Committee (CTC) as the venue to discuss contemporary code issues in
a committee setting which provides the necessary time and flexibility to allow for full participation and input by any interested party.
The code issues are assigned to the CTC by the ICC Board as “Areas of Study”. The Area of Study for this code change and public
comment is called “Child Window Safety”. Information on the CTC, including: meeting agendas; minutes; reports; resource
documents; presentations; and all other materials developed in conjunction with the CTC effort can be downloaded from the
following website: http://www.iccsafe.org/cs/CTC/Pages/ChildWindowSafety.aspx. Since its inception in April, 2005, the CTC has
held twenty-four meetings — all open to the public. In addition to holding face-to-face meetings, the CTC established Study Groups
where any interested party can participate in conference calls on specific subjects such as this area of study without having to
attend the face-to-face meetings.

G227-12
Final Action: AS AM AMPC D
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G229-12
3408.1 (IEBC [B] 407.1)

Proposed Change as Submitted

Proponent: Maureen Traxler, City of Seattle Dept. of Planning & Development, representing Washington
Association of Building Officials Technical Code Development (maureen.traxler@seattle.gov)

Revise as follows:

3408.1 (IEBC [B] 407 1) Conformance No change shaII be made in the use or occupancy of any
building Ay
d#te#en{_gmupcﬁeeeupanee& or port|on thereof unIess such bu|Id|ng is made to comply with the

requirements of this code for such-division-orgroup-of-ocecupancies: the occupancy. Changes in use or

occupancy in a building or portion thereof shall be such that the existing building is no less complying with
the provisions of this code than the existing building or structure was prior to the change. Subject to the
approval of the building official, the use or occupancy of existing buildings shall be permitted to be
changed and the building is allowed to be occupied for purposes in other groups without conforming to all
the requirements of this code for those groups, provided the new or proposed use is less hazardous,
based on life and fire risk, than the existing use. Change of tenants will be permitted without complying
with this Section 3408 so long as the use is not changed.

Reason: This code change updates the charging language for change of occupancy. The term “division of occupancy” is deleted
because the term is only used once elsewhere in the Code (Section 111.2), and its meaning is vague. When a building changes to
a use that has special Building Code requirements, the building, or the portions of the building where the new use is located, should
be made to comply with those code requirements. For example, if an ambulatory care facility expands from treatment of 3 patients
to treatment of 6, Section 903.2.2 would require a sprinkler system to be installed. If an S-1 occupancy changes from the storage of
clothing to storage of furniture, Section 903.2.9 would require sprinklers. Hazardous materials storage might not be allowed to move
to a higher floor. There are many other similar examples. Even though the code official would not always be aware of these
changes, this proposal would provide authority to require compliance when changed conditions are known, and prohibits changes in
use that reduce a building’s compliance.

Cost Impact: The code change proposal will not increase the cost of construction.
3408.1-G-TRAXLER.doc

Public Hearing Results

Committee Action: Disapproved
Committee Reason: The proposal does not add clarification to the change of occupancy requirements.

Assembly Action: None

Individual Consideration Agenda

This item is on the agenda for individual consideration because a public comment was submitted.
Public Comment:

Maureen Traxler, City of Seattle, representing Department of Planning & Development, requests
Approval as Modified by this Public Comment.

Modify the proposal as follows:
3408.1 (IEBC [B] 407.1) Conformance. No change shall be made in the use or occupancy of any building or portion thereof unless

such building is made to comply with the requirements of this code for the use or occupancy. Changes in use or occupancy in a
building or portion thereof shall be such that the existing building is no less complying with the provisions of this code than the
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existing building or structure was prior to the change. Subject to the approval of the building official, the use or occupancy of existing
buildings shall be permitted to be changed and the building is allowed to be occupied for purposes in other groups without
conforming to all the requirements of this code for those groups prowded the new or proposed use is Iess hazardous, based on Ilfe
and fire risk, than the existing use. € | ‘ W

is-netchanged-

Commenter’s Reason: The published reason for disapproval misses the main point of this code change proposal. The primary
objective of the proposal is to require compliance with code requirements for new uses when a change of use occurs. When the
use of a building changes to a use that is subject to special code requirements, the building should comply with those requirements.

We are proposing to modify the proposal by removing the last sentence because it is not necessary, and may be confusing.
The sentence merely states an example of how the section would be applied, and is an interpretation that would be more
appropriate to appear in the Commentary.

G229-12
Final Action: AS AM AMPC D
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G231-12
202, 3408.1.1 (New) [[EBC [B] 202, 407.1.1 (New)]

Proposed Change as Submitted

Proponent: Al Godwin, CBO, CPM, Aon Fire Protection Engineering (al.godwin@aon.com)
Add new text as follow:

3408.1.1 (IEBC [B] 407.1.1) Change of Character. A change in occupancy with no change of
occupancy classification shall not be made to any structure that will subject the structure to any special
provisions of the applicable International Codes, without approval of the building official. Compliance
shall be only as necessary to meet the specific provisions and is not intended to require the entire
building be brought into compliance.

Add new definition as follows:

CHANGE OF OCCUPANCY. A change in the purpose or level of activity within a building that involves a
change in application of the requirements of this code.

Reason: In the last code cycle, Code Change EB27-09/10 added “10. Ambulatory health care facilities” to IEBC Section 902.1 (now
1002.1) under the classification of “change of character. This section in the IEBC, along with The IEBC definition of Change of Use,
in general verbiage, recognizes that there are changes of use that do not involve changing occupancy groups.

IEBC Section 1001.2 states:

“1001.2 Change in occupancy with no change in occupancy classification. A change in occupancy, as defined in Section
202, with no change of occupancy classification shall not be made to any structure that will subject the structure to any special
provisions of the applicable International Codes, including the provisions of Section 1002 through 1011, without the approval of
the code official.”

This proposal is to bring those provisions from IEBC Section 1001.2 over into Chapter 34 of the IBC.
As noted in the IEBC, it is possible to change a use without changing the occupancy classification. Some examples are as follows:

1. Group A-2 bar with an occupant load of 275 to a Group A-2 bar with an occupant load of 350. Increasing occupant loads
is permitted under Section 1004.2.

Group B office to Group B Ambulatory Health Care

Group B office to Group B café

Group F-1 factory to a Group F-1 woodworking shop.

Group H-3 Oxidizing gases to Group H-3 Flammable solids

Group M retail to Group M retail of upholstered furniture

Group S-1 warehouse to Group S-1 tire warehouse over 20,000 cubic feet

Group S-1 warehouse to Group S-1 motor vehicle repair garage

Group R-2 apartment to Group R-2 Live/Work unit.

OCeNaR~WON

Each of these classifications has particular code provisions that would apply if the occupancy had been originally identified.
Some items might be fire protection, alarms, fresh air, restroom facilities, accessibility, smoke barriers, etc. The IBC currently does
not specifically address these changes since they do not change Groups or change Divisions within Groups.

When making a change of character, it is not necessary to totally re-evaluate the building. Only the new applicable provisions
should be addressed.

For example:

Group A-2 bar with an occupant load of 275 to a Group A-2 bar with an occupant load of 350.
Items that might require review:

Means of egress — 1004.2, to the public way

Sprinklers — 903.2.1.2, only in this space

Alarms — 907.2.1, only in this space

Restrooms — Chapter 29
Fresh air — IMC
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Accessibility — see Section 3411
If food — upgrade of interceptor provisions of the IPC

Items that might not require a new review:

Height and area
Exterior walls and openings

As this is a confusing issue, the code official will need to define what items of correction are appropriate. While the wording
may be new, code officials have performed this service for years. This proposal just puts it in the code.

Cost Impact: This code change proposal will not increase the cost of construction.
3408.1.1 (NEW)-G-GODWIN

Public Hearing Results

Committee Action: Disapproved

Committee Reason: The proposed language needs to be revised with terminology such as “change in the character of use.” There
was some discussion that the definition proposed could be beneficial in the IBC. Some committee members felt that this language
was unnecessary.

Assembly Action: None

Individual Consideration Agenda

This item is on the agenda for individual consideration because a public comment was submitted.
Public Comment:

Al Godwin, CBO, CPM, Aon Fire Protection Engineering Corporation, requests Approval as
Submitted.

Commenter Reason: The Committee made the comment that the wording should be changed to “change in the character of use.”
Therefore the title of Section 3408.1.1 has been amended to reflect the new provision. This provision already exists in IEBC Section
1001.2. However, according to IEBC Section 301.1 compliance can be achieved by one of the three methods. The provision for
Change of Character only exists in the Work Area Method of Section 301.1.2. Change of Character should also occur under the
Prescriptive Compliance Method of Chapter 4 which is IBC Section 3408.1.1.

Therefore, this provision is a good change. It merely duplicates an existing IEBC provision and copies it in IEBC 407.1.1, which
is also IBC 3408.1.1.

G231-12
Final Action: AS AM AMPC D
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G232-12
3409.1, 3409.2 [IEBC [B] 408.1, 408.2 (New)]

Proposed Change as Submitted

Proponent: David Bonowitz, David Bonowitz, S.E., representing NCSEA Code Advisory Committee,
Existing Buildings Subcommittee (dbonowitz@att.net)

Revise as follows:

SECTION 3409 (IEBC [B] 408)
HISTORIC BUILDINGS

3409.1 (IEBC [B] 408.1) Historic-buildings General. The provisions of this code that require
improvements relative to a building’s existing condition or, in the case of repairs, that require

improvements relative to a building’s pre-damage condition, shall not be mandatory for historic buildings

unless specmcallv requ|red by this Sectlon mlanng%%heeensm%v—mp%;al{eﬁanen—addm

3409.2 (IEBC [B] 408.2) Life safety hazards. The provisions of this code shall apply to historic buildings
judged by the building official to constitute a distinct life safety hazard.

3409:2 3409.3 (IEBC [B] 408-2 408.3) Flood hazard areas. Within flood hazard areas established in
accordance with Section 1612.3, where the work proposed constitutes substantial improvement as
defined in Section 1612.2, the building shall be brought into compliance with Section 1612.

Exception: Historic buildings that are:

1. Listed or preliminarily determined to be eligible for listing in the National Register of Historic
Places;

2. Determined by the Secretary of the U.S. Department of Interior as contributing to the
historical significance of a registered historic district or a district preliminarily determined to
qualify as an historic district; or

3. Designated as historic under a state or local historic preservation program that is approved
by the Department of Interior.

Reason: This proposal clarifies what we believe to be the intent of the code with respect to historic buildings: they should be
maintained, and new work should be to code standards (with allowances for historic materials already in 3401.4), but upgrades
normally triggered in non-historic buildings generally should not be triggered in historic buildings.
The current provision waives all of the code’s Existing Buildings provisions for any historic building. We believe this is too broad

a waiver, and likely unintended. The better approach, consistent with the more lengthy and detailed IEBC provisions, is to enforce
maintenance provisions but to waive triggered upgrades.

Specifically, the proposal maintains the current provisions regarding “distinct life safety hazards” and flood hazard areas” but
does the following:

o Editorially changes the title of Section 3409.1 to avoid duplication of title of whole Section 3409.

* Modifies Section 3409.1 to exempt only “improvements” relative to the existing condition before an addition, alteration, repair,
change of occupancy, or relocation project begins.

e Moves the current provision regarding “distinct life safety hazards” to its own subsection and rewords it to remove a confusing
double negative. Note that in doing so the proposal has the effect of saying that an historic building is not a distinct life safety
hazard unless it is explicitly judged to be one. This is a change relative to the current provision.

e Renumbers 3409.2 to 3409.3 but otherwise leave the flood provisions untouched.

Note to ICC: A similar change is appropriate for IEBC Section 408. As in past cycles, we expect this to be made as an automatic

coordination change, so we have not submitted a corresponding proposal to the IEBC.

Cost Impact: This code change proposal will not increase the cost of construction.
3409.1-G-BONOWITZ
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Public Hearing Results

Committee Action: Disapproved

Committee Reason: The proposal was disapproved because it does not provide further clarification for historic buildings and would
possibly be considered more restrictive.

Assembly Action: None

Individual Consideration Agenda

This item is on the agenda for individual consideration because a public comment was submitted.
Public Comment:

David Bonowitz, S.E., representing NCSEA Code Advisory Committee, Existing Buildings
Subcommittee, requests Approval as Submitted.

Commenter’s Reason: This proposal clarifies the intent of the code with respect to historic buildings: they should be maintained,
and new work should be to code standards (with allowances for historic materials already in 3401.4), but upgrades normally
triggered in non-historic buildings generally should not be triggered in historic buildings.

The current provision waives all of the code’s Existing Building provisions for any historic building. This is too broad a waiver,
and not the one intended. The better approach, consistent with the more lengthy and detailed IEBC provisions, is to enforce
maintenance provisions but to waive triggered upgrades.

The ICC Structural Committee’s reason for disapproving the proposal, from the ROH, reads, in its entirety, “The proposal was
disapproved because it does not provide further clarification for historic buildings and would possibly be considered more
restrictive.”

With respect, this does not make sense. It suggests that the committee either did not understand the proposal or does not
understand the preferred approach taken by the IEBC. The committee’s reason has two parts:

e “The proposal ... does not provide further clarification for historic buildings ...” As the proponents we do not know what
this means. Presumably it means either that even more revisions to the 2012 text are needed or that the proposal would
have no effect at all and therefore is of no value. Neither of these objections is valid. The first interpretation is invalid
because no clarification beyond that proposed is necessary for the proposal to be seen as an improvement relative to the
existing 2012 provision. The second interpretation does not make sense because it directly conflicts with the balance of
the committee’s reason, as explained in the next bullet.

e “The proposal ... would possibly be considered more restrictive.” Yes, that’s correct, but not more restrictive than
intended. On the contrary, it is the existing language that is less restrictive than almost any code user would want or
reasonably expect it to be. The existing language says that the whole of Chapter 34 can be ignored for any historic
building that isn’'t already — that is, prior to the intended project — “a distinct life safety hazard.” Can that really be the
intent? Additions, alterations, and changes of occupancy can be made without restriction to any historic building? If that's
truly the intent, then ICC members should uphold the committee’s disapproval. But if members agree with us that the
intent is to relax the upgrade requirements but otherwise to maintain the existing level of safety in an historic building,
then ICC members should approve proposal G232 as submitted.

G232-12
Final Action: AS AM AMPC D
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G233-12
3410.2(New) [IEBC [B] 409.2 (New)]

Proposed Change as Submitted

Proponent: Dan Casella, Chair, ICC 300 Development Committee, Standard for Bleachers, Folding and
Telescopic Seating and Grandstands

Revise as follows:

3410.1 (IEBC [B] 409.1) Conformance. Structures moved into or within the jurisdiction shall comply with
the provisions of this code for new structures.

3410.2 (IEBC [B] 409.2) Bleacher systems. Bleachers, folding or telescopic seating or grandstands that
are being relocated shall comply with ICC 300.

Reason: The purpose is for coordination with ICC 300 Section 505. There is also a correlative change to IEBC Section 1301.
Directs code users to the ICC-300 for correct rules on relocation of an existing bleacher (due to floor replacement or gym layout
redesign or other conditions) and other related rules on seating that may apply during building repairs or remodeling. Sections 305,
309 and 311 are addressed in Chapter 5. Section 310, Accessibility, is required when the alteration would require movement of
major structural elements for the bleacher.

ICC 300 text is indicated below.

SECTION 505
SEATING RELOCATION

Section 505.1 Relocating existing bleachers. Relocating existing bleachers to a new location shall be permitted provided the
existing bleacher complies with Sections 303.6, 304, 306, 307, 308 and 310 and Chapter 5.

Exception: Where full compliance with Sections 310.1 and 501.4 is technically infeasible, the relocated existing bleachers
shall provide access in compliance with the building code to the maximum extent technically feasible.

The purpose of the ICC 300 standard is to establish the minimum requirements to safeguard the public health, safety and general
welfare through structural strength, means of egress facilities, stability, and safety to life and property relative to the construction,
alteration, repair, operation, and maintenance of new and existing temporary and permanent bench bleachers, folding and
telescopic seating, and grandstands. Information can be downloaded from the following website:
http://www.iccsafe.org/cs/standards/IS-BLE/Pages/default.aspx.

Cost Impact: The proposed changes will not increase the cost of construction.
3410.2 (NEW)-G-CASELLA-ADHOC.doc

Public Hearing Results

Committee Action: Disapproved

Committee Reason: This proposal was disapproved based upon the action taken on G220-12. An additional reference to the ICC
300 was not felt necessary.

Assembly Action: None
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Individual Consideration Agenda

This item is on the agenda for individual consideration because a public comment was submitted.
Public Comment:

Dan Casella, ICC 300 — Bleacher Safety Committee, requests Approval as Submitted.

Commenter’s Reason: The general reference to the ICC 300 standard at the beginning of the chapter is lost when someone is
looking for repairs or relocations. When existing buildings are relocated, there are issue of safety and liability tied to changes in
configuration, loads and weathering. The reference to the ICC 300 to let users know that this standard does address this issue is
important. The ICC 300 committee also has a code change in Group B to add this requirement in IEBC, Chapter 13, Relocation.

The purpose of the ICC 300 standard is to establish the minimum requirements to safeguard the public health, safety and
general welfare through structural strength, means of egress facilities, stability, and safety to life and property relative to the
construction, alteration, repair, operation, and maintenance of new and existing temporary and permanent bench bleachers, folding
and telescopic seating, and grandstands. Information can be downloaded from the following website:
http://www.iccsafe.org/cs/standards/IS-BLE/Pages/default.aspx.

G233-12
Final Action: AS AM AMPC D
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G234-12
3411.3 (IEBC [B] 410.3)

Proposed Change as Submitted

Proponent: Clare Ray Allshouse AIA, CBO, City of Shoreline, WA, representing Washington Association
of Building Officials Technical Code Development Committee (rallshouse@shorelinewa.gov)

THIS PROPOSAL IS ON THE AGENDA OF THE IBC MEANS OF EGRESS CODE DEVELOPMENT
COMMITTEE. SEE THE TENTATIVE HEARING ORDER FOR THE IBC MEANS OF EGRESS CODE
DEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE.

Revise as follows:

3411.3 (IEBC [B] 410.3) Extent of application. An alteration of an existing facility shall not impose a
requirement for greater accessibility than that which would be required for new construction. Alterations
shall not reduce or have the effect of reducing accessibility of a facility or portion of a facility to less than
that which would be required for new construction.

Reason: The current specific requirement to restrict any reduction of existing accessibility has the unintended consequence of not
allowing for a lesser level of accessibility otherwise allowed by current code. This is inconsistent with the code language in the first
sentence of this section that prohibits imposing a requirement for greater accessibility than that which be required for new
construction. In addition, current ADA and ABA Accessibility Guidelines for Buildings and Facilities Section 202.3.1 Prohibited
Reduction in Access, as published in the Federal Register, states: “An alteration that decreases or has the effect of decreasing the
accessibility of a building or facility below the requirements for new construction at the time of the alteration is prohibited." To be
consistent with this standard, an alteration to an existing fully accessible space should be allowed to have an area that is not
accessible provided that such area would not be required to be accessible in new construction.

Cost Impact: The code change proposal will not increase the cost of construction.
3411.3-G-ALLSHOUSE

Public Hearing Results

This code change was heard by the IBC Means of Egress code development committee.

Committee Action: Disapproved

Committee Reason: The proposed language does not appear to address the concern brought up in the reason statement. The
added language could be read to require the elements being repaired to upgrade to new construction rather than just maintain the
level of accessibility required at the time of initial construction. If something was constructed to exceed current requirements, the
existing language would already let the designer use new construction requirements.

Assembly Action: None

Individual Consideration Agenda

This item is on the agenda for individual consideration because a public comment was submitted.

Public Comment:

Clare Ray Allshouse AIA, CBO, City of Shoreline, WA representing Washington Association of
Building Officials Technical Code Development Committee, requests Approval as Modified by this
Public Comment.

Replace the proposal as follows:

3411.3 (IEBC [B] 410.3) Extent of application. An alteration of an existing facility shall not reduce or have the effect of reducing
accessibility of a facility or portion of a facility and shall not impose a requirement for greater accessibility than that which would be
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required for new construction. A

facility.

Commenter’s Reason: The Committee action reason statement accurately pointed out that the original proposal wording would
have the unintended consequence of retroactively requiring that all accessibility features would have to be brought up to no less
than that required for new construction. This modification corrects this discrepancy and achieves the intended result of this change
to remove the apparent restriction against adding less accessible features through alteration, otherwise allowed by current code,
merely by joining these two existing code requirements into a single statement.

G234-12
Final Action: AS AM AMPC D
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G236-12
3411.4 [IEBC [B] 410.4], 3411.6 [IEBC [B] 410.6], 3411.8.9 [IEBC [B] 410.8.9]

Proposed Change as Submitted

Proponent: Ron Nickson, National Multi Housing Council (rnickson@nmhc.org)

THIS PROPOSAL IS ON THE AGENDA OF THE IBC MEANS OF EGRESS CODE DEVELOPMENT
COMMITTEE. SEE THE TENTATIVE HEARING ORDER FOR THE IBC MEANS OF EGRESS CODE
DEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE.

Revise as follows:

3411.4 (IEBC [B] 410.4) Change of occupancy. Existing buildings that undergo a change of group or
occupancy shall comply with this section.

Exception: Type B dwelling units or sleeping units required by Section 1107 of this code are not

requwed to be prOVIded in eX|st|ng bwldmgs and famhhes—unde#gemg—a—ehange—ef—eeeupaney—m
3411.6 (IEBC [B] 410.6) Alterations. A facility that is altered shall comply with the applicable provisions

in Chapter 11 of this code, unless technically infeasible. Where compliance with this section is technically
infeasible, the alteration shall provide access to the maximum extent technically feasible.

Exceptions:

1. The altered element or space is not required to be on an accessible route, unless required by
Section 3411.7.

2. Accessible means of egress required by Chapter 10 are not required to be provided in
existing facilities.

3. The alteration to Type A individually owned dwelling units within a Group R-2 occupancy shall
be permitted to meet the provision for a Type B dwelling unit.

4. Type B dwelling or sleeping units required by Section 1107 of this code are not required to be
prowded in existing buildings and facmtles that were. f|rst occupled prlor to March 13, 1991

3411.8.9 (IEBC [B] 410.8.9) Type B dwelling or sleeping units. Where four or more Group I-1, I-2, R-1,
R-2, R-3 or R-4 dwelling or sleeping units are being added, the requirements Section 1107 for Type B
units apply only to the quantity of the spaces being added. Where Group I-1, I-2, R-1, R-2, R-3 or R-4
dwelling or sleeping units in buildings first occupied March 13, 1991 or later are being altered and where
the work area is greater than 50 percent of the aggregate area of the building, the requirements Section
1107 for Type B units apply only to the quantity of the spaces being altered.

Reason: To revise Section 3411.6, Exception 4 to comply with the Fair Housing Act as it applies to existing construction. The Fair
Housing Act specifically applies to new buildings for first occupancy after March 13, 1991 and the requirement of Section 3411.6,
Exception 4, should not apply to buildings constructed and occupied prior to the effective date of the Fair Housing Act. The section
as written would place an undue burden on renovation of existing buildings as costly structural changes and other building
modification needed to accommodate the accessibility provisions of the Fair Housing Act could impact the feasibility of upgrading
apartments and other existing buildings that are modified to R occupancy.

Cost Impact: The proposed changes will not increase the cost of construction. Reduce the cost of construction.

3411.6-G-NICKSON.doc
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Public Hearing Results

This code change was heard by the IBC Means of Egress code development committee.

Committee Action: Disapproved

Committee Reason: Change of occupancy should comply with new construction requirements. The term “first occupied”, while
used in the Fair Housing Act, is too variable for good code language. The March 13, 1991 date is a concern because of issues with
vesting dates, start of construction, and shell buildings for as-built units. The current requirement is beneficial for housing
constructed in violation of the Fair Housing Act.

Assembly Action: None

Individual Consideration Agenda

This item is on the agenda for individual consideration because a public comment was submitted.
Public Comment:

Ron Nickson and Steve Orlowski, representing National Multi Housing Council and National
Association of Home Builders, requests Approval as Submitted.

Commenter’s Reason: Approval as submitted of G236 will align the ICC codes with the provisions of the Fair Housing Accessible
Guidelines (FHAG) as the act was initially intended to apply to residential buildings constructed and first occupied March 13, 1991 or
later. Compliance with the current code places a costly burden on upgrading of existing apartments that were constructed prior to
the implication of the FHAG. The provisions of the current code also place a costly requirement on buildings when an existing
structure is converted to an R-occupancy. The cost burden for compliance with the ICC codes, for properties that were never
intended to have accessibility provision, as now required for compliance with the FHAG is a detriment to upgrading of existing
housing and may in fact be blight on existing neighborhoods.

G236-12
Final Action: AS AM AMPC D
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G237-12
1007.1, 3411.5, 3411.6, 3411.7, 3411.8 (New), 3411.8.1 (New) [IFC [B] 1007.1, IEBC
[B] 410.5, 410.6, 410.7, 410.8 (New), 410.8.1(New)]

Proposed Change as Submitted

Proponent: Gene Boecker, AlA, Code Consultants, Inc, representing himself

THIS CODE CHANGE PROPOSAL WILL BE HEARD BY THE IBC MEANS OF EGRESS COMMITTEE.
SEE THE TENTATIVE HEARING ORDER FOR THE IBC MEANS OF EGRESS CODE DEVELOPMENT
COMMITTEE.

Revise as follows:

3411.5 (IEBC [B] 410.5) Additions. Provisions for new construction shall apply to additions. An addition
that affects the accessibility to, or contains an area of, a primary function shall comply with the
requirements in Section 3411.7 and 3411.8.

3411.6 (IEBC [B] 410.6) Alterations. A facility or element that is altered shall comply with the applicable
provisions in Chapter 11 of this code, unless technically infeasible. Where compliance with this section is
technically infeasible, the alteration shall provide access to the maximum extent technically feasible.
Accessible means of egress complying with Section 1007 shall be provided as required in Section
3411.8.

Exceptions:

1. The altered element or space is not required to be on an accessible route, unless required
by Sectlon 3411.7.

3 2. The alteration to Type A individually owned dwelling units within a Group R-2 occupancy
shall be permitted to meet the provision for a Type B dwelling unit.

4 3. Type B dwelling or sleeping units required by Section 1107 of this code are not required to
be provided in existing buildings and facilities undergoing a change of occupancy in
conjunction with alterations where the work area is 50 percent or less of the aggregate area
of the building.

3411.7 (IEBC [B] 410.7) Alterations affecting an area containing a primary function. Where an
alteration affects the accessibility to, or contains an area of primary function, the route to the primary
function area shall be accessible. The accessible route to the primary function area shall include toilet
facilities or drinking fountains serving the area of primary function.

Exceptions:

1. The costs of providing the accessible route are not required to exceed 20 percent of the costs
of the alterations affecting the area of primary function.

2. Thisprovision-does-notapply-to-akterations Alterations limited solely to windows, hardware,

operating controls, electrical outlets and signs.

3. Thisprovision-does-not-apply-to-alterations Alterations limited solely to mechanical systems,

electrical systems, installation or alteration of fire protection systems and abatement of
hazardous materials.

4. Thisprovision-does-not-apply-to-alterations Alterations undertaken for the primary purpose of

increasing the accessibility of an existing building, facility or element.
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5. Thisprovision-does-notapply-to-aktered Altered areas limited to Type B dwelling and sleeping

units.

3411.8 (IEBC [B] 410.8) Accessible means of egress. Not less than one accessible means of egress
shall be provided in accordance with Section 1007 and 3411.8.1 in alterations affecting an area
containing a primary function and in additions.

Exceptions:

1. Existing buildings where the alterations are less than 50 percent of the aggreqgate building

area.

Historic buildings.

Accessible means of egress is not required to exceed 20 percent of the costs of the

alterations including any costs associated with compliance for Section 3411.7. Where the

costs to provide accessibility cannot accommodate compliance with both this Section and

Section 3411.7, Section 3411.7 shall take precedence.

4. Alterations limited solely to windows, hardware, operating controls, electrical outlets and
signs.

5. Alterations limited solely to mechanical systems, electrical systems, installation or alteration

of fire protection systems and abatement of hazardous materials.

Alterations undertaken for the primary purpose of increasing the accessibility of a facility.

Altered areas limited to Type B dwelling and sleeping units

2.
3.

6.
7.

3411.8.1 (IEBC [B] 410.8.1) Means of egress through the existing building. Where the accessible
means of egress from an portion of a building being altered, undergoing a change of occupancy or
addition requires occupants to egress through portions of the existing building, compliance with Section
1007 is required through the existing building, unless technically infeasible. Where compliance with this
provision is technically infeasible, the accessible means of egress through the existing building shall
provide access to the maximum extent technically feasible.

1007.1 (IFC [B] 1007.1) Accessible means of egress required. Accessible means of egress shall
comply with this section. Accessible spaces shall be provided with not less than one accessible means of
egress. Where more than one means of egress are required by Section 1015.1 or 1021.1 from any
accessible space, each accessible portion of the space shall be served by not less than two accessible
means of egress.

Exceptions:

1. Accessible means of egress are-noetrequired-in-alterations-te for existing buildings shall be

provided as required in Section 3411.8.

2. One accessible means of egress is required from an accessible mezzanine level in
accordance with Section 1007.3, 1007.4 or 1007.5.

3. In assembly areas with sleped ramped or stepped aisles, one accessible means of egress is
permitted where the common path of travel is accessible and meets the requirements in
Section 1028.8.

Reason: During last code change cycle, a proposal similar to this was presented. The committee felt it was too confusing and that it
did not address the concept of disproportionate cost effectively. This proposal seeks to address those issues more clearly. Where
possible the language was changed to be uniform among the various codes and sections.

Common sense should dictate that where major alterations occur consideration for at least one accessible means of egress
should be provided. Additionally, the simple idea that an accessible means of egress should be intentionally denied to a segment of
the population does not seem appropriate. As the codes now stand, a building can be completely gutted with only the facades
remaining and no accessible means of egress must be provided.

It is important to remember that the new construction requirements in the IBC only require a maximum of two accessible means
of egress as noted in Section 1007.1 (assuming travel distance compliance is accommodated).

This proposal affects sections in both eth IBC and the IEBC with the intent that the changes in the IBC are reflected in the
IEBC as well.
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2. Construction documents for portions of the building that are not part of the replicable design.
3. Documents for local requirements as identified by the building official.
4. Construction documents detailing the foundation system.

SECTION N107
SITE SPECIFIC REVIEW AND APPROVAL OF REPLICABLE DESIGN

N107.1 General. Proposed site specific application of replicable design shall be submitted fer-permit to the building official in
accordance with the provisions of Chapter 1 and Appendix N.

N107.2 Site specific review and approval of replicable design. The building official shall verify that the replicable design
submitted for site specific application is the same as the approved replicable design reviewed by the approved agency. In addition,
the building official shall review the following for code compliance:

1. Variations;-etherthan-allowable-variations; from replicable design.
2. Portions of the building that are not part of the replicable design.
3. Local requirements as identified by the building official.

(Portions of proposal not shown remain unchanged.)
Commenter’s Reason: Many areas already have some form of expedited review process for replicable buildings. The basic
approach is captured in the ICC GI-2010 Guideline for Replicable Buildings. This proposed new Appendix provides a model

process, consistent with the ICC Guidelines.

The proposal was disapproved due to concerns for variations from the prototype buildings.
--- This modification deletes the allowable variations.

Additionally, the proposal was disapproved due to concerns that it may not be useful in some jurisdictions. Small communities, for
example may not have a list of approved agencies. Or, areas that already have a process may elect not to adopt this language.

--- This is proposed as an Appendix. As such, it allows flexibility in adoption as may (or may not) be appropriate for a particular
jurisdiction.

Finally, this modification incorporates several revisions that respond to specific suggestions offered at the Public Hearing and
subsequently. It:

--- Adds language to the scope to clarify that the building official maintains full control.

--- Deletes the definition for “approved agency” to avoid redundancy or conflict with the current IBC definition.

--- Relocates submittal requirements for fire resistance criteria.

--- |dentifies submittal requirements for foundation details.

--- Clarifies to whom submissions are made.

This proposed new Appendix provides a model expedited review process. The intent is to expedite the time in permitting. Only the
time. There is no intent to alter compliance requirements or circumvent the authority of the local building official.

Bibliography: ICC GI-2010 Guideline for Replicable Buildings

Cost Impact: The code change proposal will not increase the cost of construction.

G255-12
Final Action: AS AM AMPC D
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