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INTRODUCTION

This publication contains the 2009/2010 Report of the Public Hearing on the proposed revisions to the
International Building Code, International Energy Conservation Code, International Existing Building
Code, International Fire Code, International Fuel Gas Code, International Mechanical Code, International
Plumbing Code, International Private Sewage Disposal Code, International Property Maintenance Code,
International Residential Code, International Wildland-Urban Interface Code, and International Zoning
Code held in Baltimore, Maryland, October 24 — November 11, 2009.

This report includes the recommendation of the code development committee and the committee’s
reason on each proposed item. It also includes actions taken by the assembly in accordance with Section
5.7 of the ICC Council Policy CP#28-05 Code Development (CP #28). Where the committee or assembly
action was Approved as Modified, the proposed change, or a portion thereof, is included herein with the
modification indicated in strikeout/underline format. Where this report indicates Withdrawn by Proponent
the proposed change was withdrawn by the proponent and is not subject to any further consideration.

The text of the original code change proposals is published in the monograph titled 2009/2010 Code
Development Cycle Proposed Changes to the 2009 Editions of the International Building Code,
International Energy Conservation Code, International Existing Building Code, International Fire Code,
International Fuel Gas Code, International Mechanical Code; International Plumbing Code, International
Private Sewage Disposal Code, International Property Maintenance Code, International Residential
Code, International Wildland-Urban Interface Code, and International Zoning Code.

There will be two Final Action Hearings held in 2010. On the following page, the codes or portions of
codes to be considered at each Final Action Hearing are listed below the dates of their respective Final
Action Hearing. For instance, the IFC Final Action Agenda will be heard during the hearings May 14 — 23,
2010 at the Sheraton Dallas Hotel in Dallas, TX. The IECC Final Action Agenda will be heard during the
hearings October 28 - November 1, 2010 at the Charlotte Convention Center in Charlotte, NC.

Proposals on which there was a successful assembly action will be automatically included on the
applicable final action agenda for individual consideration and voting by eligible voting members in
accordance with Section 6.1.2 of CP #28.

Persons who wish to recommend an action other than that taken at the public hearing may submit a
public comment in accordance with Section 6.0 of the ICC CP#28-05 Code Development (see page xii).
The deadline for receipt of public comments is February 8, 2010 for code change proposals to be
heard in Dallas, TX and July 1, 2010 for code change proposals to be heard Charlotte, NC.
Proposals which receive a public comment will be included on the final action agenda for individual
consideration and voting by eligible voting members in accordance with Section 6.1.1 of CP #28.

PUBLIC COMMENTS SHOULD BE SENT
TO THE FOLLOWING OFFICE VIA REGULAR MAIL OR EMAIL:

Send to:

Chicago District Office

4051 West Flossmoor Road
Country Club Hills, IL 60478-5795
Fax: 708/799-0320
publiccomments@iccsafe.org
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Acronym ICC Code Name (Code change number prefix)
Public Comments Due February 8, 2010 for hearings in Dallas, TX (May 16-23, 2010)

IBC International Building Code (E, FS, G, S)

IEBC International Existing Building Code (EB)

IFC International Fire Code (F)

IFGC International Fuel Gas Code (FG)

IMC International Mechanical Code (M)

IPC International Plumbing Code (P)

IPSDC International Private Sewage Disposal Code (PSD)
IRC International Residential Code (RB, RM, RP)

IWuUIC International Wildland-Urban Interface Code (WUIC)

Public Comments Due July 1, 2010 for hearings in Charlotte, NC (October 28-November 1, 2010)

IADMIN ICC Administrative Code Provisions (ADM)
IECC International Energy Conservation Code (EC)
IPMC International Property Maintenance Code (PM)
IRC (ENERGY) International Residential Code (RE)

1ZC International Zoning Code (2)

ICC WEBSITE - WWW.ICCSAFE.ORG

While great care has been exercised in the publication of this document, errata may occur. Errata will be
posted on the ICC website at www.iccsafe.org. Users are encouraged to review the ICC Website for
errata to the 2009/2010 Code Development Cycle Proposed Changes and the 2009/2010 Report of the
Public Hearing.

REFERENCED STANDARDS UPDATES

In accordance with Section 4.5 of ICC Council Policy #CP28-05, referenced standards updates were
included in a single code change proposal and heard at the Code Development Hearings by the ICC
Administrative Code Development Committee (IADMIN). This single code change proposal is ADM39-
09/10. Any public comments on ADM39-09/10 will be heard during the hearings in Charlotte, NC,
October 28 — Nov. 1, 2010.

Code change proposal ADM39-09/10 provides a comprehensive list of all standards that the respective
standards promulgators have indicated have been, or will be, updated from the listing in the 2009 Editions
of the International Codes. According to Section 4.5 of ICC Council Policy #CP 28, Code Development
Policy, the updating of standards referenced by the Codes shall be accomplished administratively by the
Administrative Code Development Committee. Therefore, referenced standards that are to be updated for
the 2012 edition of any of the I-Codes are listed in this single code change proposal. This is unlike the
way these standards were updated in the past code change cycles, where updates for standards were
dealt with by each committee for their respective codes. The code change includes standards that the
promulgators have already updated or will have updated by December 1, 2011 in accordance with
CP#28.

MODIFICATIONS BY PUBLIC COMMENT

Section 6.4.3 of CP #28 allows modifications to be proposed by a public comment to code changes for
consideration at the Final Action Hearings. For the modification to be considered at the Final Action
Hearings, the public comment must request Approval as Modified with the specific modification included
in the public comment. The modification must be within the scope of the original proposed code change
and relevant to the specific issue in the original code change.

FINAL ACTION CONSIDERATION
In summary, the items that will be on the agenda for individual consideration and action are:

1. Proposed changes that received a successful Assembly Action (Section 5.7); or
2. Proposed changes that received a public comment (Section 6.0).

CALL FOR ADOPTION INFORMATION

Please take a minute to visit the ICC Code Adoption Maps at www.iccsafe.org/gr/Pages/adoptions.aspx
scroll to the bottom of the page and click on one of the jurisdiction maps and review the information as it
relates to your jurisdiction. To see state/jurisdiction in chart form (PDF), go to Related Links (right side of
screen) and choose the related file. If your jurisdiction is not listed, or is listed with incorrect information,
click on the Code Adoption Resources (left side of screen), and click on Submit Adoption Info and provide
correct information.
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CP# 28-05 CODE DEVELOPMENT

Approved: 9/24/05

Revised:

2/27/09

CP # 28-05 is an update to ICC’s Code Development Process for the International Codes dated May 15,

2004.
1.0
1.1

1.2

1.3

1.4

1.5

1.6

Introduction

Purpose: The purpose of this Council Policy is to prescribe the Rules of Procedure
utilized in the continued development and maintenance of the International Codes
(Codes).

Objectives: The ICC Code Development Process has the following objectives:

1.2.1  The timely evaluation and recognition of technological developments pertaining
to construction regulations.

1.2.2 The open discussion of proposals by all parties desiring to participate.

1.2.3 The final determination of Code text by officials representing code enforcement
and regulatory agencies and by honorary members.

Code Publication: The ICC Board of Directors (ICC Board) shall determine the title and
the general purpose and scope of each Code published by the ICC.

1.3.1 Code Correlation: The provisions of all Codes shall be consistent with one
another so that conflicts between the Codes do not occur. Where a given subject
matter or code text could appear in more than one Code, the ICC Board shall
determine which Code shall be the primary document, and therefore which code
development committee shall be responsible for review and maintenance of the
code text. Duplication of content or text between Codes shall be limited to the
minimum extent necessary for practical usability of the Codes, as determined in
accordance with Section 4.4.

Process Maintenance: The review and maintenance of the Code Development Process
and these Rules of Procedure shall be by the ICC Board. The manner in which ICC
codes are developed embodies core principles of the organization. One of those
principles is that the final content of ICC codes is determined by a majority vote of the
governmental and honorary members. It is the policy of the Board that there shall be no
change to this principle without the affirmation of two-thirds of the governmental and
honorary members responding.

Secretariat: The Chief Executive Officer shall assign a Secretariat for each of the Codes.
All correspondence relating to code change proposals and public comments shall be
addressed to the

Secretariat.

Video Taping: Individuals requesting permission to video tape any meeting, or portion
thereof, shall be required to provide the ICC with a release of responsibility disclaimer
and shall acknowledge that they have insurance coverage for liability and misuse of video
tape materials. Equipment and the process used to video tape shall, in the judgment of
the ICC Secretariat, be conducted in a manner that is not disruptive to the meeting. The
ICC shall not be responsible for equipment, personnel or any other provision necessary
to accomplish the videotaping. An unedited copy of the video tape shall be forwarded to
ICC within 30 days of the meeting.

2.0 Code Development Cycle

21

Intent: The code development cycle shall consist of the complete consideration of code
change proposals in accordance with the procedures herein specified, commencing with
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3.0

2.2

23

24

the deadline for submission of code change proposals (see Section 3.5) and ending with
publication of final action on the code change proposals (see Section 7.6).

New Editions: The ICC Board shall determine the schedule for publishing new editions
of the Codes. Each new edition shall incorporate the results of the code development
activity since the last edition.

Supplements: The results of code development activity between editions may be
published.

Emergency Procedures: In the event that the ICC Board determines that an emergency
amendment to any Code is warranted, the same may be adopted by the ICC Board.
Such action shall require an affirmative vote of at least two-thirds of the ICC Board.

The ICC membership shall be notified within ten days after the ICC Boards’ official action
of any emergency amendment. At the next Annual Business Meeting, any emergency
amendment shall be presented to the members for ratification by a majority of the ICC
Governmental Member Representatives and Honorary Members present and voting.

All code revisions pursuant to these emergency procedures and the reasons for such
corrective action shall be published as soon as practicable after ICC Board action. Such
revisions shall be identified as an emergency amendment.

Emergency amendments to any Code shall not be considered as a retro-active
requirement to the Code. Incorporation of the emergency amendment into the adopted
Code shall be subjected to the process established by the adopting authority.

Submittal of Code Change Proposals

3.1

3.2

3.3

Intent: Any interested person, persons or group may submit a code change proposal
which will be duly considered when in conformance to these Rules of Procedure.

Withdrawal of Proposal: A code change proposal may be withdrawn by the proponent
(WP) at any time prior to Final Action Consideration of that proposal. A withdrawn code
change proposal shall not be subject to a public hearing, motions, or Final Action
Consideration.

Form and Content of Code Change Submittals: Each code change proposal shall be
submitted separately and shall be complete in itself. Each submittal shall contain the
following information:

3.3.1  Proponent: Each code change proposal shall include the name, title, mailing
address, telephone number, and email address of the proponent.

3.3.1.1 If a group, organization or committee submits a code change proposal,
an individual with prime responsibility shall be indicated.

3.3.1.2 If a proponent submits a code change on behalf of a client, group,
organization or committee, the name and mailing address of the client,
group, organization or committee shall be indicated.

3.3.2 Code Reference: Each code change proposal shall relate to the applicable code
sections(s) in the latest edition of the Code.

3.3.2.1 If more than one section in the Code is affected by a code change
proposal, appropriate proposals shall be included for all such affected
sections.

3.3.2.2 If more than one Code is affected by a code change proposal,
appropriate proposals shall be included for all such affected Codes and
appropriate cross referencing shall be included in the supporting
information.
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3.3.3 Multiple code change proposals to a code section. A proponent shall not
submit multiple code change proposals to the same code section. When a
proponent submits multiple code change proposals to the same section, the
proposals shall be considered as incomplete proposals and processed in
accordance with Section 4.3. This restriction shall not apply to code change
proposals that attempt to address differing subject matter within a code section.

3.3.4 Text Presentation: The text proposal shall be presented in the specific wording
desired with deletions shown struck out with a single line and additions shown
underlined with a single line.

3.3.4.1 A charging statement shall indicate the referenced code section(s) and
whether the proposal is intended to be an addition, a deletion or a
revision to existing Code text.

3.3.4.2 Whenever practical, the existing wording of the text shall be preserved
with only such deletions and additions as necessary to accomplish the
desired change.

3.3.4.3 Each proposal shall be in proper code format and terminology.

3.3.4.4 Each proposal shall be complete and specific in the text to eliminate
unnecessary confusion or misinterpretation.

3.3.4.5 The proposed text shall be in mandatory terms.

3.3.5 Supporting Information: Each code change proposal shall include sufficient
supporting information to indicate how the proposal is intended to affect the intent
and application of the Code.

3.3.5.1 Purpose: The proponent shall clearly state the purpose of the proposed
code change (e.g. clarify the Code; revise outdated material; substitute
new or revised material for current provisions of the Code; add new
requirements to the Code; delete current requirements, etc.)

3.3.5.2 Reasons: The proponent shall justify changing the current Code
provisions, stating
why the proposal is superior to the current provisions of the Code.
Proposals which add or delete requirements shall be supported by a
logical explanation which clearly shows why the current Code provisions
are inadequate or overly restrictive, specifies the shortcomings of the
current Code provisions and explains how such proposals will improve
the Code.

3.3.5.3 Substantiation: The proponent shall substantiate the proposed code
change based on technical information and substantiation.
Substantiation provided which is reviewed in accordance with Section
4.2 and determined as not germane to the technical issues addressed in
the proposed code change shall be identified as such. The proponent
shall be notified that the proposal is considered an incomplete proposal
in accordance with Section 4.3 and the proposal shall be held until the
deficiencies are corrected. The proponent shall have the right to appeal
this action in accordance with the policy of the ICC Board. The burden of
providing substantiating material lies with the proponent of the code
change proposal.

3.3.5.4 Bibliography: The proponent shall submit a bibliography of any
substantiating material submitted with the code change proposal. The
bibliography shall be published with the code change and the proponent
shall make the substantiating materials available for review at the
appropriate ICC office and during the public hearing.

3.3.5.5 Copyright Release: The proponent of code change proposals, floor
modifications and
public comments shall sign a copyright release reading: “I hereby grant
and assign to ICC all rights in copyright | may have in any authorship
contributions | make to ICC in connection with any proposal and public
comment, in its original form submitted or revised form, including written
and verbal modifications submitted in accordance Section 5.5.2. |
understand that | will have no rights in any ICC publications that use
such contributions in the form submitted by me or another similar form
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and certify that such contributions are not protected by the copyright of
any other person or entity.”

3.3.5.6 Cost Impact: The proponent shall indicate one of the following regarding
the cost impact of the code change proposal: 1) the code change
proposal will increase the cost of construction; or 2) the code change
proposal will not increase the cost of construction. This information will
be included in the published code change proposal.

3.4 Number: One copy of each code change proposal, two copies of each proposed new
referenced standard and one copy of all substantiating information shall be submitted.
Additional copies may be requested when determined necessary by the Secretariat to allow
such information to be distributed to the code development committee. Where such
additional copies are requested, it shall be the responsibility of the proponent to send such
copies to the respective code development committee. A copy of the code change proposal
in electronic form is preferred.

3.5 Submittal Deadline: Each code change proposal shall be received at the office of the
Secretariat by the posted deadline. Such posting shall occur no later than 120 days prior to
the code change deadline. The
submitter of a proposed code change is responsible for the proper and timely receipt of all
pertinent materials by the Secretariat.

3.6 Referenced Standards: In order for a standard to be considered for reference or to continue
to be referenced by the Codes, a standard shall meet the following criteria:

3.6.1 Code References:

3.6.1.1 The standard, including title and date, and the manner in which it is to be
utilized shall be specifically referenced in the Code text.
3.6.1.2 The need for the standard to be referenced shall be established.

3.6.2 Standard Content:

3.6.2.1 A standard or portions of a standard intended to be enforced shall be written
in mandatory language.
3.6.2.2 The standard shall be appropriate for the subject covered.
3.6.2.3 All terms shall be defined when they deviate from an ordinarily accepted
meaning or a dictionary definition.
3.6.2.4 The scope or application of a standard shall be clearly described.
3.6.2.5 The standard shall not have the effect of requiring proprietary materials.
3.6.2.6 The standard shall not prescribe a proprietary agency for quality control or
testing.
3.6.2.7 The test standard shall describe, in detail, preparation of the test sample,
sample selection or both.
3.6.2.8 The test standard shall prescribe the reporting format for the test results.
The format shall identify the key performance criteria for the element(s)
tested.
3.6.2.9 The measure of performance for which the test is conducted shall be clearly
defined in either the test standard or in Code text.
3.6.2.10 The standard shall not state that its provisions shall govern whenever the
referenced standard is in conflict with the requirements of the referencing
Code.
3.6.2.11 The preface to the standard shall announce that the standard is promulgated
according to a consensus procedure.

3.6.3 Standard Promulgation:

3.6.3.1 Code change proposals with corresponding changes to the code text which
include a reference to a proposed new standard or a proposed update of an
existing referenced shall comply with this section. The standard shall be
completed and readily available prior to Final Action Consideration based on
the cycle of code development which includes the proposed code change
proposal. In order for a new standard to be considered for reference by the
Code, such standard shall be submitted in at least a consensus draft form in
accordance with Section 3.4. Updating of standards without corresponding
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code text changes shall be accomplished administratively in accordance with
Section 4.5.

3.6.3.2 The standard shall be developed and maintained through a consensus
process such as ASTM or ANSI.

4.0 Processing of Proposals

41

4.2

4.3

4.4

4.5

4.6

4.7

2009 ICC PUBLIC HEARING RESULTS

Intent: The processing of code change proposals is intended to ensure that each
proposal complies with these Rules of Procedure and that the resulting published
proposal accurately reflects that proponent’s intent.

Review: Upon receipt in the Secretariat’s office, the code change proposals will be
checked for compliance with these Rules of Procedure as to division, separation, number
of copies, form, language, terminology, supporting statements and substantiating data.
Where a code change proposal consists of multiple parts which fall under the
maintenance responsibilities of different code committees, the Secretariat shall determine
the code committee responsible for determining the committee action in accordance with
Section 5.6.

Incomplete Proposals: When a code change proposal is submitted with incorrect
format, without the required information or judged as not in compliance with these Rules
of Procedure, the Secretariat shall notify the proponent of the specific deficiencies and
the proposal shall be held until the deficiencies are corrected, with a final date set for
receipt of a corrected submittal. If the Secretariat receives the corrected proposal after
the final date, the proposal shall be held over until the next code development cycle.
Where there are otherwise no deficiencies addressed by this section, a proposal that
incorporates a new referenced standard shall be processed with an analysis of
referenced standard’s compliance with the criteria set forth in Section 3.6.

Editorial: The Chief Executive Officer shall have the authority at all times to make
editorial and format changes to the Code text, or any approved changes, consistent with
the intent, provisions and style of the Code. An editorial or format change is a text
change that does not affect the scope or application of the code requirements.

Updating Standards:

4.51 Standards referenced in the 2012 Edition of the I-Codes: The updating of
standards referenced by the Codes shall be accomplished administratively by the
Administrative code development committee in accordance with these full
procedures except that the deadline for availability of the updated standard and
receipt by the Secretariat shall be December 1, 2011. The published version of
the 2012 Code which references the standard will refer to the updated edition of
the standard. If the standard is not available by the deadline, the edition of the
standard as referenced by the newly published Code shall revert back to the
reference contained in the previous edition and an errata to the Code issued
Multiple standards to be updated may be included in a single proposal.

4.5.2 Standards referenced in the 2015 Edition and following Editions of the I-
Codes: The updating of standards referenced by the Codes shall be
accomplished administratively by the Administrative code development
committee in accordance with these full procedures except that multiple
standards to be updated may be included in a single proposal. The standard
shall be completed and readily available prior to Final Action Consideration of the
Administrative code change proposal which includes the proposed update.

Preparation: All code change proposals in compliance with these procedures shall be
prepared in a standard manner by the Secretariat and be assigned separate, distinct and
consecutive numbers. The Secretariat shall coordinate related proposals submitted in
accordance with Section 3.3.2 to facilitate the hearing process.

Publication: All code change proposals shall be posted on the ICC website at least 30
days prior to the public hearing on those proposals and shall constitute the agenda forthe
public hearing. Code change proposals which have not been published shall not be
considered.



5.0

Public Hearing

5.1

5.2

5.3

5.4

Intent: The intent of the public hearing is to permit interested parties to present their
views including the cost and benefits on the code change proposals on the published
agenda. The code development committee will consider such comments as may be
presented in the development of their action on the disposition of such proposals. At the
conclusion of the code development committee deliberations, the committee action on
each code change proposal shall be placed before the hearing assembly for
consideration in accordance with Section 5.7.

Committee: The Code Development Committees shall be appointed by the applicable
ICC Council.

5.2.1 Chairman/Moderator: The Chairman and Vice-Chairman shall be appointed by
the Steering Committee on Councils from the appointed members of the
committee. The ICC President shall appoint one or more Moderators who shall
act as presiding officer for the public hearing.

5.2.2 Conflict of Interest: A committee member shall withdraw from and take no part
in those matters with which the committee member has an undisclosed financial,
business or property interest. The committee member shall not participate in any
committee discussion on the matter or any committee vote. Violation thereofshall
result in the immediate removal of the committee member from the committee.A
committee member who is a proponent of a proposal shall not participate in any
committee discussion on the matter or any committee vote. Such committee
member shall be permitted to participate in the floor discussion in accordance
with Section 5.5 by stepping down from the dais.

5.2.3 Representation of Interest: Committee members shall not represent
themselves as official or unofficial representatives of the ICC except at regularly
convened meetings of the committee.

5.2.4 Committee Composition: The committee may consist of representation from
multiple interests. A minimum of thirty-three and one-third percent (33.3%) of the
committee members shall be regulators.

Date and Location: The date and location of each public hearing shall be announced not
less than 60 days prior to the date of the public hearing.

General Procedures: The Robert’s Rules of Order shall be the formal procedure for the
conduct of the public hearing except as a specific provision of these Rules of Procedure

may otherwise dictate. A quorum shall consist of a majority of the voting members of the
committee.

5.4.1 Chair Voting: The Chairman of the committee shall vote only when the vote cast
will break a tie vote of the committee.

5.4.2 Open Meetings: Public hearings of the Code Development Committees are
open meetings. Any interested person may attend and participate in the Floor
Discussion and Assembly Consideration portions of the hearing. Only eligible
voters (see Section 5.7.4) are permitted to vote on Assembly Considerations.
Only Code Development Committee members may participate in the Committee
Action portion of the hearings (see Section 5.6).

5.4.3 Presentation of Material at the Public Hearing: Information to be provided at
the hearing shall be limited to verbal presentations and modifications submitted
in accordance with Section 5.5.2. Audio-visual presentations are not permitted.
Substantiating material submitted in accordance with Section 3.3.4.4 and other
material submitted in response to a code change proposal shall be located in a
designated area in the hearing room and shall not be distributed to the code
development committee at the public hearing.

5.4.4 Agenda Order: The Secretariat shall publish an agenda for each public hearing,
placing individual code change proposals in a logical order to facilitate the
hearing. Any public hearing attendee may move to revise the agenda order as
the first order of business at the public hearing, or at any time during the hearing
except while another proposal is being discussed. Preference shall be given to
grouping like subjects together, and for moving items back to a later position on
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the agenda as opposed to moving items forward to an earlier position. A motion
to revise the agenda order is subject to a 2/3 vote of those present and voting.

5.4.5 Reconsideration: There shall be no reconsideration of a proposed code change
after it has been voted on by the committee in accordance with Section 5.6; or, in
the case of assembly consideration, there shall be no reconsideration of a
proposed code change after it has been voted on by the assembly in accordance
with Section 5.7.

5.4.6 Time Limits: Time limits shall be established as part of the agenda for testimony
on all proposed changes at the beginning of each hearing session. Each person
requesting to testify on a change shall be given equal time. In the interest of time
and fairness to all hearing participants, the Moderator shall have limited authority
to modify time limitations on debate. The Moderator shall have the authority to
adjust time limits as necessary in order to complete the hearing agenda.

5.4.6.1 Time Keeping: Keeping of time for testimony by an individual shall be by
an automatic timing device. Remaining time shall be evident to the
person testifying. Interruptions during testimony shall not be tolerated.
The Moderator shall maintain appropriate decorum during all testimony.

5.4.6.2 Proponent Testimony: The Proponent is permitted to waive an initial
statement. The Proponent shall be permitted to have the amount of time
that would have been allocated during the initial testimony period plus
the amount of time that would be allocated for rebuttal. Where the code
change proposal is submitted by multiple proponents, this provision shall
permit only one proponent of the joint submittal to be allotted additional
time for rebuttal.

5.4.7 Points of Order: Any person participating in the public hearing may challenge a
procedural ruling of the Moderator or the Chairman. A majority vote of the eligible
voters as determined in Section 5.7.4 shall determine the decision.

5.5 Floor Discussion: The Moderator shall place each code change proposal before the
hearing for discussion by identifying the proposal and by regulating discussion as follows:

5.5.1 Discussion Order:

1. Proponents. The Moderator shall begin by asking the proponent and then
others in support of the proposal for their comments.

2. Opponents. After discussion by those in support of a proposal, those
opposed hereto, if
any, shall have the opportunity to present their views.

3. Rebuttal in support. Proponents shall then have the opportunity to rebut
points raised by the opponents.

4. Rerebuttal in opposition. Opponents shall then have the opportunity to
respond to the proponent’s rebuttal.

5.5.2 Modifications: Modifications to proposals may be suggested from the floor by
any person participating in the public hearing. The person proposing the
modification is deemed to be the proponent of the modification.

5.5.2.1 Submission and Written Copies. All modifications must be written,
unless determined by the Chairman to be either editorial or minor in
nature. The modification proponent shall provide 20 copies to the
Secretariat for distribution to the committee.

5.5.2.2 Criteria. The Chairman shall rule proposed modifications in or out of
order before they are discussed on the floor. A proposed modification
shall be ruled out of order if it:

1. is not legible, unless not required to be written in accordance with
Section 5.5.2.1; or

2. changes the scope of the original proposal; or

3. is not readily understood to allow a proper assessment of its impact
on the original proposal or the code.
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The ruling of the Chairman on whether or not the modification is in or out
of order shall be final and is not subject to a point of order in accordance
with Section 5.4.7.

5.5.2.3 Testimony. When a modification is offered from the floor and ruled in
order by the Chairman, a specific floor discussion on that modification is
to commence in accordance with the procedures listed in Section 5.5.1.

5.6 Committee Action: Following the floor discussion of each code change proposal,
one of the following motions shall be made and seconded by members of the
committee.

1. Approve the code change proposal as submitted (AS) or

2. Approve the code change proposal as modified with specific modifications (AM),
or

3. Disapprove the code change proposal (D)

Discussion on this motion shall be limited to Code Development Committee members. If a
committee member proposes a modification which had not been proposed during floor
discussion, the Chairman shall rule on the modification in accordance with Section 5.5.2.2 If a
committee member raises a matter of issue, including a proposed modification, which has not
been proposed or discussed during the floor discussion, the Moderator shall suspend the
committee discussion and shall reopen the floor discussion for comments on the specific
matter or issue. Upon receipt of all comments from the floor, the Moderator shall resume
committee discussion.

The Code Development Committee shall vote on each motion with the majority dictating the
committee’s action. Committee action on each code change proposal shall be completed
when one of the motions noted above has been approved. Each committee vote shall be
supported by a reason.

The Code Development Committee shall maintain a record of its proceedings including the
action on each code change proposal.

5.7 Assembly Consideration: At the conclusion of the committee’s action on a code change
proposal and before the next code change proposal is called to the floor, the Moderator shall
ask for a motion from the public hearing attendees who may object to the committee’s action.
If a motion in accordance with Section 5.7.1 is not brought forward on the committee’s action,
the results of the public hearing shall be established by the committee’s action. If a motion in
accordance with Section 5.7.1 is brought forward and is sustained in accordance with Section
5.7.3, both the committee’s action and the assemblies’ action shall be reported as the results
of the public hearing. Where a motion is sustained in accordance with Section 5.7.3, such
action shall be the initial motion considered at Final Action Consideration in accordance with
Section 7.3.8.2.

5.7.1 Floor Motion: Any attendee may raise an objection to the committee’s action in
which case the attendee will be able to make a motion to:

1. Approve the code change proposal as submitted from the floor_(ASF), or

2. Approve the code change proposal as modified from the floor (AMF) with a
specific modification that has been previously offered from the floor and ruled in
order by the Chairman during floor discussion (see Section 5.5.2) or has been
offered by a member of the Committee and ruled in order by the Chairman during
committee discussion (see Section 5.6), or

3. Disapprove the code change proposal from the floor (DF).

5.7.2 Discussion: On receipt of a second to the floor motion, the Moderator shall place the
motion before the assembly for a vote. No additional testimony shall be permitted.

5.7.3 Assembly Action: The assembly action shall be in accordance with the following
majorities based on the number of votes cast by eligible voters (See 5.7.4).

2009 ICC PUBLIC HEARING RESULTS xiii



5.8

Committee Action Desired Assembly Action
ASF AMF DF
AS -- ’l; Majority “l; Majority
AM “l; Majority “l; Majority “/; Majority
D “/; Majority “l; Majority --

5.7.4 Eligible Voters: All members of ICC in attendance at the public hearing shall be

eligible to vote on floor motions. Only one vote authorized for each eligible attendee.
Code Development Committee members shall be eligible to vote on floor motions.
Application, whether new or updated, for ICC membership must be received by the
Code Council ten days prior to the commencement of the first day of the public
hearing.

Report of the Public Hearing: The results of the public hearing, including committee
action and successful assembly action, shall be posted on the ICC website not less than
60 days prior to Final Action Consideration except as approved by the ICC Board.

6.0 Public Comments

6.1

6.2

6.3

6.4

Intent: The public comment process gives attendees at the Final Action Hearing an
opportunity to consider specific objections to the results of the public hearing and more
thoughtfully prepare for the discussion for Final Action Consideration. The public
comment process expedites the Final Action Consideration at the Final Action Hearing by
limiting the items discussed to the following:

6.1.1 Consideration of items for which a public comment has been submitted; and
6.1.2 Consideration of items which received a successful assembly action at the public
hearing.

Deadline: The deadline for receipt of a public comment to the results of the public
hearing shall be announced at the public hearing but shall not be less than 30 days from
the availability of the report of the results of the public hearing (see Section 5.8).

Withdrawal of Public Comment: A public comment may be withdrawn by the public
commenter at any time prior to Final Action Consideration of that comment. A withdrawn
public comment shall not be subject to Final Action Consideration. If the only public
comment to a code change proposal is withdrawn by the public commenter prior to the
vote on the consent agenda in accordance with Section 7.3.4, the proposal shall be
considered as part of the consent agenda. If the only public comment to a code change
proposal is withdrawn by the public commenter after the vote on the consent agenda in
accordance with Section 7.3.4, the proposal shall continue as part of the individual
consent agenda in accordance with Section 7.3.5, however the public comment shall not
be subject to Final Action Consideration.

Form and Content of Public Comments: Any interested person, persons, or group may
submit a public comment to the results of the public hearing which will be considered
when in conformance to these requirements. Each public comment to a code change
proposal shall be submitted separately and shall be complete in itself. Each public
comment shall contain the following information:

6.4.1 Public comment: Each public comment shall include the name, title, mailing
address, telephone number and email address of the public commenter. If
group, organization, or committee submits a public comment, an individual with
prime responsibility shall be indicated. If a public comment is submitted on
behalf a client, group, organization or committee, the name and mailing address
of the client, group, organization or committee shall be indicated. The scope of
the public comment shall be consistent with the scope of the original code
change proposal, committee action or successful assembly action. Public
comments which are determined as not within the scope of the code change
proposal, committee action or successful assembly action shall be identified as
such. The public commenter shall be notified that the public comment is
considered an incomplete public comment in accordance with Section 6.5.1 and
the public comment shall be held until the deficiencies are corrected. A copyright
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6.4.2

6.4.3

6.4.4

6.4.5

6.4.6

release in accordance with Section 3.3.4.5 shall be provided with the public
comment.
Code Reference: Each public comment shall include the code change proposal
number and the results of the public hearing, including successful assembly
actions, on the code change proposal to which the public comment is directed.
Multiple public comments to a code change proposal. A proponent shall not
submit multiple public comments to the same code change proposal. When a
proponent submits multiple public comments to the same code change proposal,
the public comments shall be considered as incomplete public comments and
processed in accordance with Section 6.5.1. This restriction shall not apply to
public comments that attempt to address differing subject matter within a code
section.
Desired Final Action: The public comment shall indicate the desired final action
as one of the following:
1. Approve the code change proposal as submitted (AS), or
2. Approve the code change proposal as modified (AM) by one or more specific
modifications published in the Results of the Public Hearing or published in a
public comment, or
3. Disapprove the code change proposal (D)
Supporting Information: The public comment shall include in a statement
containing a reason and justification for the desired final action on the code
change proposal. Reasons and justification which are reviewed in accordance
with Section 6.4 and determined as not germane to the technical issues
addressed in the code change proposal or committee action shall be identified as
such. The public commenter shall be natified that the public comment is
considered an incomplete public comment in accordance with Section 6.5.1 and
the public comment shall be held until the deficiencies are corrected. The public
commenter shall have the right to appeal this action in accordance with the policy
of the ICC Board. A bibliography of any substantiating material submitted with a
public comment shall be published with the public comment and the
substantiating material shall be made available at the Final Action Hearing.
Number: One copy of each public comment and one copy of all substantiating
information shall be submitted. Additional copies may be requested when
determined necessary by the Secretariat. A copy of the public comment in
electronic form is preferred.

6.5 Review: The Secretariat shall be responsible for reviewing all submitted public
comments from an editorial and technical viewpoint similar to the review of code change
proposals (See Section 4.2).

6.5.1

6.5.2

6.5.3

Incomplete Public Comment: When a public comment is submitted with
incorrect format, without the required information or judged as not in compliance
with these Rules of Procedure, the public comment shall not be processed. The
Secretariat shall notify the public commenter of the specific deficiencies and the
public comment shall be held until the deficiencies are corrected, or the public
comment shall be returned to the public commenter with instructions to correct
the deficiencies with a final date set for receipt of the corrected public comment.
Duplications: On receipt of duplicate or parallel public comments, the
Secretariat may consolidate such public comments for Final Action
Consideration. Each public commenter shall be notified of this action when it
occurs.

Deadline: Public comments received by the Secretariat after the deadline set for
receipt shall not be published and shall not be considered as part of the Final
Action Consideration.

6.6 Publication: The public hearing results on code change proposals that have not been
public commented and the code change proposals with public commented public hearing
results and successful assembly actions shall constitute the Final Action Agenda. The
Final Action Agenda shall be posted on the ICC website at least 30 days prior to Final
Action consideration.
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7.0 Final Action Consideration

71 Intent: The purpose of Final Action Consideration is to make a final determination of all
code change proposals which have been considered in a code development cycle by a
vote cast by eligible voters (see Section 7.4).

7.2 Agenda: The final action consent agenda shall be comprised of proposals which have
neither an assembly action nor public comment. The agenda for public testimony and
individual consideration shall be comprised of proposals which have a successful
assembly action or public comment (see Sections 5.7 and 6.0).

7.3 Procedure: The Robert’s Rules of Order shall be the formal procedure for the conduct of
the Final Action Consideration except as these Rules of Procedure may otherwise
dictate.

7.3.1 Open Meetings: Public hearings for Final Action Consideration are open
meetings. Any interested person may attend and participate in the Floor
Discussion.

7.3.2 Agenda Order: The Secretariat shall publish an agenda for Final Action
Consideration, placing individual code change proposals and public comments in
a logical order to facilitate the hearing. The proponents or opponents of any
proposal or public comment may move to revise the agenda order as the first
order of business at the public hearing, or at any time during the hearing except
while another proposal is being discussed. Preference shall be given to grouping
like subjects together and for moving items back to a later position on the agenda
as opposed to moving items forward to an earlier position. A motion to revise the
agenda order is subject to a 2/3 vote of those present and voting.

7.3.3 Presentation of Material at the Public Hearing: Information to be provided at
the hearing shall be limited to verbal presentations. Audio-visual presentations
are not permitted. Substantiating material submitted in accordance with Section
6.4.4 and other material submitted in response to a code change proposal or
public comment shall be located in a designated area in the hearing room.

7.3.4 Final Action Consent Agenda: The final action consent agenda (see Section
7.2) shall be placed before the assembly with a single motion for final action in
accordance with the results of the public hearing. When the motion has been
seconded, the vote shall be taken with no testimony being allowed. A simple
majority (50% plus one) based on the number of votes cast by eligible voters
shall decide the motion.

7.3.5 Individual Consideration Agenda: Upon completion of the final action consent
vote, all proposed changes not on the final action consent agenda shall be
placed before the assembly for individual consideration of each item (see Section
7.2).

7.3.6 Reconsideration: There shall be no reconsideration of a proposed code change
after it has been voted on in accordance with Section 7.3.8.

7.3.7 Time Limits: Time limits shall be established as part of the agenda for testimony
on all proposed changes at the beginning of each hearing session. Each person
requesting to testify on a change shall be given equal time. In the interest of time
and fairness to all hearing participants, the Moderator shall have limited authority
to modify time limitations on debate. The Moderator shall have the authority to
adjust time limits as necessary in order to complete the hearing agenda.

7.3.7.1 Time Keeping: Keeping of time for testimony by an individual shall be by
an automatic timing device. Remaining time shall be evident to the
person testifying. Interruptions during testimony shall not be tolerated.
The Moderator shall maintain appropriate decorum during all testimony.

7.3.8 Discussion and Voting: Discussion and voting on proposals being individually
considered shall be in accordance with the following procedures:

7.3.8.1 Allowable Final Action Motions: The only allowable motions for final

action are Approval as Submitted, Approval as Modified by one or more
modifications published in the Final Action Agenda, and Disapproval.
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7.4

7.5

7.3.8.2

7.3.8.3

7.3.8.4

7.3.8.5

7.3.9

7.3.10

Initial Motion: The Code Development Committee action shall be the
initial motion considered, unless there was a successful assembly action
in accordance with Section 5.7.3. If there was a successful assembly
action, it shall be the initial motion considered. If the assembly action
motion fails, the code development committee action shall become the
next motion considered.

Motions for Modifications: Whenever a motion under consideration is
for Approval as Submitted or Approval as Modified, a subsequent motion
and second for a modification published in the Final Action Agenda may
be made (see Section 6.4.3). Each subsequent motion for modification,
if any, shall be individually discussed and voted before returning to the
main motion. A two-thirds majority based on the number of votes cast by
eligible voters shall be required for a successful motion on all
modifications.

Voting: After dispensing with all motions for modifications, if any, and
upon completion of discussion on the main motion, the Moderator shall
then ask for the vote on the main motion. If the motion fails to receive
the majority required in Section 7.5, the Moderator shall ask for a new
motion.

Subsequent Motion: If the initial motion is unsuccessful, a motion for
one of the other allowable final actions shall be made (see Section
7.3.8.1) and dispensed with until a successful final action is achieved. If
a successful final action is not achieved, Section 7.5.1 shall apply.
Proponent testimony: The Proponent of a public comment is permitted
to waive an initial statement. The Proponent of the public comment shall
be permitted to have the amount of time that would have been allocated
during the initial testimony period plus the amount of time that would be
allocated for rebuttal. Where a public comment is submitted by multiple
proponents, this provision shall permit only one proponent of the joint
submittal to waive an initial statement.

Points of Order: Any person participating in the public hearing may
challenge a procedural ruling of the Moderator. A majority vote of the
eligible voters as determined in Section 5.7.4 shall determine the
decision.

Eligible voters: ICC Governmental Member Representatives and Honorary Members in
attendance at the Final Action Hearing shall have one vote per eligible attendee on all
International Codes. Applications, whether new or updated, for governmental member
voting representative status must be received by the Code Council ten days prior to the
commencement of the first day of the Final Action Hearing in order for any designated
representative to be eligible to vote.

Majorities for Final Action: The required voting majority based on the number of votes
cast of eligible voters shall be in accordance with the following table:

Public Hearing Action Desired Final Action

(see note)
AS AM D

AS Simple *l5 Majority Simple Majority
Majority

AM °/3 Majority Simple Majority to Simple Majority

sustain the Public
Hearing Action or; 2/3
Majority on additional
modifications and 2/3
on overall AM

D

°/3 Majority */3 Majority Simple Majority

Note: The Public Hearing Action includes the committee action and successful assembly

action.
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7.5.1 Failure to Achieve Majority Vote: In the event that a code change proposal
does not receive any of the required majorities for final action in Section 7.5, final
action on the code change proposal in question shall be disapproval.

7.6 Publication: The Final action on all proposed code changes shall be published as soon
as practicable after the determination of final action. The exact wording of any resulting
text modifications shall be made available to any interested party.

8.0 Appeals

8.1 Right to Appeal: Any person may appeal an action or inaction in accordance with CP-1.
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CODE CHANGE PROPOSALS FOR FINAL ACTION:

MAY 14 - 23, 2010
DALLAS, TEXAS

The following group of code change proposals will be considered for Final Action
during the Final Action Hearings at the Sheraton Dallas Hotel in Dallas, TX,
May 14 — 23, 2010.

The deadline for public comments is February 8, 2010.

Code changes that will be placed on the agenda for individual consideration
include:

1. Proposed changes that receive a public comment by February 8,
2010. (See Section 6.0 of CP#28-05.)

2. Proposed changes that received a successful Assembly Action. (See
Section 5.7 of CP#28-05.)

All other code changes will be ratified in a vote on the Final Action Consent
Agenda, which will be placed before the assembly during each separate portion
of the Final Action Hearings with a single motion for final action in accordance
with the results of the public hearing in Baltimore. (See Section 7.3.4 of CP28.)

International Building Code®

Fire Safety (FS)

General (G)

Means of Egress (E)

Structural (S)
International Existing Building Code® (EB)
International Fire Code® (F)
International Fuel Gas Code® (FG)
International Mechanical Code® (M)
International Plumbing Code® (P)
International Residential Code®

Building (RB)

Mechanical (RM)

Plumbing (RP)
= |nternational Wildland-Urban Interface Code® (IWUIC)

2009 ICC PUBLIC HEARING RESULTS



2009/2010 INTERNATIONAL
FIRE/WILDLAND-URBAN INTERFACE CODE
COMMITTEE

John Mueller, Chair

Rep: National Assoc. of State Fire
Marshals

Deputy State Fire Administrator

NY State Office of Fire Prevention &

Control
Albany, NY

Robert Geislinger, Vice Chair
Fire Marshal

South Metro Fire Rescue Authority
Centennial, CO

Frank Castelvecchi, lll, PE
Senior Plans Review Engineer
County of Henrico, Building
Inspections

Henrico, VA

Larry Christy
Fire Marshal
Butler Township
Butler, PA

Rolland Crawford

Principal

The Crawford Specialty Group
Loma Linda, CA

Sean DeCrane
Battalion Chief
Cleveland (OH) Fire Department
Cleveland, OH

Tonya Hoover

Assistant State Fire Marshal
CALFIRE - Office of the State Fire
Marshal

Sacramento, CA

Angie Leitner, EIT

Fire Protection Engineer

City of Saint Paul Department of
Safety and Inspections

Saint Paul, MN

2009 ICC PUBLIC HEARING RESULTS

Michael Love

Rep: International Association of Fire

Chiefs
Division Chief

Montgomery County Fire and Rescue

Service
Rockville, MD

Joe McElvaney, Jr.
Fire Protection Engineer
City of Phoenix
Phoenix, AZ

Peter Merrill

Rep: National Association of Home
Builders

President & CEO, Construction
Dispute Resolution

Construction Dispute Resolution
Services, LLC

Santa Fe, NM

Richard Soltis, Jr.
Fire Sub Code Official
Lawrence Township
Lawrence, NJ 08648

Mark S. Wassom, PE

Rep: National Association of State
Fire Marshals

Fire Protection Engineer/Fire
Prevention Section

State of Colorado - Division of Fire
Safety

Centennial, CO

Gilbert Watt

Assistant Fire Marshal
City of San Marcos, TX
New Braunfels, TX

Staff Secretariat:

Bill Rehr

Senior Technical Staff
International Code Council

232




INTERNATIONAL FIRE CODE COMMITTEE
HEARING RESULTS- FIRE PORTION

F1-09/10

Committee Action: Approved as Submitted

Committee Reason: The committee felt that t he revised format would provide a more logical r eorganization
that will facilitate the use, application and teaching of the code and provide for expansion into new subject areas
in the future.

Assembly Action: None
F2-09/10
Committee Action: Disapproved

Committee Reason: The committee felt that the proposal contains vague language, would limit who is deemed
capable of recognizing a fire hazard and could result in inconsistent enforcement.

Assembly Action: None
F3-09/10
Committee Action: Approved as Submitted

Committee Reason: The committee agreed with and approved the proposal based on the proponent's reason
statement.

Assembly Action: None
F4-09/10
Committee Action: Approved as Submitted

Committee Reason: The proposal removes subjective language, making the provisions more enforceable.

Assembly Action: None
F5-09/10
Committee Action: Approved as Modified

Modify the proposal as follows:

307.1.1 Prohibited open burning. Open burning that is offensive or objectionable because of smoke
emissions or when atmospheric conditions or local circumstances make such fires hazardous shall be
prohibited.

Exception: Prescribed burning for the purpose of reducing the impact of wildland fire when authorized by
the fire code official.

307.3 Extinguishment authority. When open burning creates or adds to a hazardous er-ebjectionable
situation, or a required permit for open burning has not been obtained, the fire code official is authorized to
order the extinguishment of the open burning operation.

Committee Reason: The proposal makes the provisions more enforceable by clarifying the conditions under

which extinguishment may be ordered. The modification provides consistency with the action taken on code
change F4-09/10.

Assembly Action: None
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F6-09/10

Committee Action: Approved as Submitted

Committee Reason: The committee agreed with the proponent's reason statement and felt that the proposal
provides needed improvements to clarify the storage requirements.

Assembly Action: None
F7-09/10
Committee Action: Disapproved

Committee Reason: The committee felt that while the conceptis good, it is prop osed for the wrong place. It
also felt that th e proposal would conflict w ith the International Building Code w hich regulate s the initia |
installations since the p roposed prov isions w ould be r etroactive. The committe e also felt that the phras e
"...protected in a manner to p revent injury..." in the exception was vague and s hould be portra yed as bein g
subject to the approval of the fire code official.

Assembly Action: None
F8-09/10
Committee Action: Approved as Modified

Modify the proposal as follows:

SECTION 316.0
ROOF GARDENS AND LANDSCAPED ROOFS

316.1 General. Rooftop gardens and landscaped roofs shall be installed and maintained in accordance with this
code and Sections 1505.0 and 1507.16 of the International Building Code.

316.2 Rooftop garden or landscaped roof size. Rooftop garden or landscaped roof areas shall not exceed
15,625 ft* (1,450 m?) in size for any single area with a maximum dimension of 125 ft (39 m) in length or width. A
minimum 3-f#40-9-m) 6 ft (1.8 m) wide clearance consisting of a Class A-rated roof system complying with
ASTM E108 or UL790 shall be provided between adjacent rooftop garden or landscaped roof areas.

316.3 Rooftop structure and equipment clearance. For all vegetated roofing systems abutting combustible
vertical surfaces, a Class A-rated roof system complying with ASTM E108 or UL790 shall be achieved for a A
minimum 3—ﬂ—(—9—9—m—) 6 ft (1.8 m) W|de continuous border placed around rooftop structures and all rooftop
equipment
including, but not Ilmlted to, mechanical and machine rooms, penthouses skylights, roof vents, solar panels
antenna supports, and building service equipment.

316.4 Vegetation. Vegetation shall be maintained as described in Sections 316.4.1 and 316.4.2

316.4.1 Irrigation. Supplemental irrigation shall be provided as necessary to maintain levels of hydration
necessary to keep green roof plants alive and to keep dry foliage to a minimum.

316.4.2 Dead foliage. Bead-foliage-and Excess biomass, such as overgrown vegetation, leaves and other dead
and decaying material, shall be removed at regular intervals not less than two times per year immediately.

905.3.8 (IBC [F] 905.3.8) Ro of gardens and landscaped roofs. Buildings or stru ctures with roof gardens or
landscaped roofs that are equipped with a stand pipe shall extend the standpipe to the roof level on which the
roof garden or landscaped roof is located.

Committee Reason: The committee felt that the proposal provid es needed provisions for the reg ulation of the
specified hazards. The modification provides better correlation with Section 1507.16 of the International Building
Code.

Analysis: IBC code change S10-09/10 related to this topi c was Approved as Modified. Code ch ange F238-

09/10 proposing similar requirements to this proposal w as Disapproved. S ee the Report of H earing for these
code changes.

Assembly Action: None

2009 ICC PUBLIC HEARING RESULTS 234



F9-09/10

Committee Action: Approved as Modified

Modify the proposal as follows:

SECTION 318
VEGETATION ON ROOFS

318.2 Maintenance plan. The fire code official is authorized to require a maintenance plan for vegetation
placed on roofs due to the size of a roof garden, materials used, or when a fire hazard may exist to the building
or exposures due to the lack of maintenance.

318.3 Maintenance equipment. Fueled equipment stored on roofs and used for the care and maintenance of
vegetation on roofs shall be stored in accordance with Section 313.

Committee Reason: The committee agreed that a vegetation maintenance plan a nd maintenance equipment
regulation is needed for vegetative roofs. The modification eliminates vague and subjective language that could
lead to inconsistent enforcement and also provides correlation with the action taken on code change F8-09/10.

Analysis: If code changes F8-09/10 and F9-09/10 are both Approved as Modified in Final Action, their content
will be correlated and consolidated into a single new code section.

Assembly Action: None
F10-09/10
Committee Action: Disapproved

Committee Reason: The committee felt that the proposal is a good concept but that it needs revision to center
the location on the facility entrance and not the building itself which would be especially important for mutual aid
companies. The proposal should also  be specific as to how many decimal places the location description
should be carried when recording it in records and what datum the location is taken to.

Assembly Action: None
F11-09/10
Committee Action: Approved as Submitted

Committee Reason: The committee agreed with and approved the proposal based on the pro ponent's reason
statement that the added wording will enhance emergency planning capabilities.

Assembly Action: None
F12-09/10
Committee Action: Disapproved

Committee Reason: The committee generally felt that the current text adequately addresses occu pants who
might need assistance and that some occupants w ho ne ed assistance might be overlooked b vy the limited

application of the proposed text. It was also fel tthatit is unclearasto whois responsible to identif y the
specified special needs occupants and could place an undu e burden on institutions to do so. Privacy issues in
identifying such individuals was also noted as a concern.

Assembly Action: None
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F13-09/10

Committee Action: Disapproved

Committee Reason: The committee felt that the proposal should be more specific as to the "ke y emergency
components" mentioned and should be more specific as to where the plans should be posted. The proposed
text would also conflict w ith Section 404.2 w hich already includes Group R- 2 college and universit y buildings
and also provides a much higher threshold for Group A and B occupancies.

Assembly Action: None

F14-09/10

Note: The following analysis was not in the Code Change monograph but was published on the ICC website at
http://www.iccsafe.org/cs/codes/Documents/2009-10cycle/ProposedChanges/Standards-Analysis.pdf :

Analysis: Review of the proposed new standard EPA 40 CFR, Part 68, Subparts F and G - 2000 indicated that,
in the opinion of ICC staff, the standard did not comply with ICC standards criteria, Section 3.6.3.2.

Committee Action: Disapproved

Committee Rea son: The committee felt that the proposal w ould put the fire cod e official in the position of
approving a fed erally-mandated document which the committee f elt was inappropriate. It was also noted a s
unclear as to w hat, if any, action the fire code offici al might need to take upon notification required b y Section
408.4.4 and who would be r esponsible for identif ying any deficiencies. The classificat ion of some materials

listed in the tables were also noted as not being compatible with the material definitions in the IFC.

Assembly Action: None
F15-09/10
Committee Action: Disapproved

Committee Reason: The committee was concerned that the pr oposal makes no distinction between new and
existing buildings, that the fire code official could unilaterally recla ssify occupancies and that em ployee access
widths could be substantially reduced.

Assembly Action: None
F16-09/10
Committee Action: Disapproved

Committee Reason: While the committee recognizes the issues surrounding the proposal, it felt that having the
width reduction highlighted in a specific se ction as proposed co uld be used against the fire cod e official in
reviewing site pl an documents f or adequ ate fire apparatus access. It w as sugg ested that it mig ht be mor e
effective to revise current Section 503.2.2 to give the fire code official the authorit y to modify the width of fire
apparatus access roads without specifying whether it is to increase or to decrease the width. It was also noted
that the proposal includes a "laun dry list" of things to consider when modifying the width, albeit an i ncomplete
one. Such a list should be better located in the commentary and expanded to to include, but not be limited to,
consideration of building construction t ype, wildland-urban inte rface ar eas, ter rain characteristics and the
specific characteristics of fire apparatus. The com mittee also expr essed its prefere nce for code ch ange F17-
09/10 to establish needed dialogue regarding fire apparatus road design issues versus traffic safety issues.

Assembly Action: None
F17-09/10
Committee Action: Approved as Submitted

Committee Reason: The committee agreed with the p roponent's reason statem ent and felt th at approval of
this proposal would be an important first step in estab lishing needed critical dialogue with urban traffic planning
officials so that both fire depart ments and traffi ¢ planners com e to understand and respect one another's
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viewpoints and needs regarding t he need for traffi c calming devices. The committ ee recognized the need to

provide better s peed control for increased safety but emphasized that features w hich impede or, possibly,
prevent emergency vehicle response create a serious public safety hazard. The committee also noted that t he
prohibitive language of this proposal ("Traffic calming devices are prohibited...") does not lend itself to the kind
of co-ope ration between agencies that is essen tial to this discussion and sugg ested a p ublic comment be

submitted to make the language more approval-oriented.

Assembly Action: None
F18-09/10
Committee Action: Approved as Modified

Modify the proposal as follows:

IBC [F] 501.2 Address identification. New and existing buildings shall be provided with approved address
numbers or letters. Each character shall be a minimum 4 inches (102 mm) high and a minimum of 0.5 inch
(12.7 mm) wide. They shall be installed on a contrasting background and be plainly visible from the street or
road fronting the property. When required by the building fire code official, address numbers shall be provided in
additional approved locations to facilitate emergency response. Where access is by means of a private road
and the building address cannot be viewed from the public way, a monument, pole or other approved sign or
means shall be used to identify the structure. Address numbers shall be maintained.

(Portions of the proposed code change not shown remain unchanged.)

Committee Reason: The proposal provides for additional addre ss identification for buildings w hen there ar e
conditions that may require it such as when the building front is not facing the address side. The proposal also
provides a needed requirement t hat addre ss identification marking s be mainta ined in place and le gible. The
modification recognizes that there should be only one official charged with address approvals and that the fire
code official is the proper authority to establish additional marking requirements on a case-by-case basis.

Assembly Action: None

F19-09/10

Note: The following analysis was not in the Code Change Proposal book but was published on the ICC website
at http://www.iccsafe.org/cs/codes/Documents/2009-10cycle/ProposedChanges/Standards-Analysis.pdf

Analysis: Review of the proposed new standard UL 1037-99 indicated that, in the opinion of ICC staff, the
standard did comply with ICC standards criteria.

Committee Action: Approved as Modified
Modify the proposal as follows:

506.1.2 Non-standardized fire service elevator keys. Key boxes provided for non-standardized fire service
elevator keys shall comply with Section 506.1 and items 1 through 6 of this section.

1. The key box shall be compatible with an existing rapid entry key box system in use in the jurisdiction
and approved by the fire code official.

2. The front cover shall be permanently labeled with the words “Fire Department Use Only — Elevator
keys.”

3. The key box shall be mounted at each elevator bank at the lobby nearest to the lowest level of fire
department access.

4. The key box shall be mounted 5°6” above the finished floor to the right side of the elevator bank.

5. Contents of the key box are limited to fire service elevator keys. Additional elevator access tools, keys
and information pertinent to emergency planning or elevator access shall be permitted when
authorized by the fire code official.

6.  In buildings with two or more elevator banks, a single key box shall be permitted to be used when
such elevator banks are separated by not more than 30 feet. Additional key boxes shall be provided
for each individual elevator or elevator bank separated by more than 30 feet.

Exception: A single key box shall be permitted to be located adjacent to a fire command center or the

nonstandard fire service elevator key to be secured in a key box used for other purposes and located in

accordance with Section 506.1 when-approved-by-the-Fire-Chief.

(Portions of the proposed code change not shown remain unchanged.)
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Committee Reason: The committee agreed with the proponent's reason statement and approved the proposal
for consistency with the action taken on code change F20-09/10. The modification will allow the single key box
to be used and removes language that offers no guidance to the fire chief.

Assembly Action: None

F20-09/10

Both parts of this code change proposal were heard by the IFC Code Development
Committee.

PART I- IFC
Committee Action: Approved as Modified

Modify the proposal as follows:

506.3 Standardized fire service elevator keys. All buildings with elevators equipped with Phase | Emergency
Recall, Phase Il emergency in-car operation, or a Fire Service Access Elevator shall be equipped to operate
with a standardized fire service elevator key approved by the fire code official.

Exception: Where-there-is-a-practical-difficulty-to-providinga-standardized-key-t The owner shall be
permitted to place the building’s non-standardized fire service elevator keys in a key box installed in
accordance with Section 506.1.

(Portions of the proposed code change not shown remain unchanged.)

Committee Reason: The committee agreed with the proponent's reason statement and felt that the proposal
would reduce the number of keys that need to be carried in fire apparatus. The modification removes subjective
language which could lead to inconsistent enforcement.

Assembly Action: None

PART II-IBC GENERAL
Committee Action: Approved as Submitted

Committee Reason: The committee agreed with the proponent's reason statement and approved the proposal
for consistency with the action taken on Part I.

Assembly Action: None
F21-09/10
Committee Action: Disapproved

Committee Reason: The committee felt that the proposed requirement should apply to all fire department
connections, not just those for standpipes.

Assembly Action: None
F22-09/10
Committee Action: Disapproved

Committee Reason: The committee felt that the current text provides for an adequate fire-resistance rating for
fire command centers. There has been no technical documentation provided to justify the proposed rating
increase.

Assembly Action: None
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F23-09/10

Committee Action: Disapproved

Committee Reason: The committee felt that the status indicators and controls continue to be a useful tool for
incident commanders and should be retained and that fire service personnel are quite capable of understanding
and using the equipment.

Assembly Action: None
F24-09/10
Committee Action: Disapproved

Committee Reason: The committee felt that the information provided by the status indicators is critical to the
fire command function and that they should be retained, especially since neither NFPA 72 or NFPA 20 require
that such remote indicators be provided except as required by the code. It was also noted that these devices
need not be a separate panel but that the signals can be manifested through the fire alarm control panel.

Assembly Action: None
F25-09/10
Committee Action: Approved as Submitted

Committee Reason: The committee agreed with the proponent's reason statement and felt that the building
information card would be a useful tool that would enable the incident commander to quickly gather critical
building information upon arrival at a scene and effectively plan tactics.

Assembly Action: None
F26-09/10
Committee Action: Approved as Submitted

Committee Reason: The committee agreed with and approved the proposal based on the proponent's reason
statement.

Assembly Action: None
F27-09/10
Committee Action: Approved as Modified

Modify the proposal as follows:

510.2 Emergency responder radio coverage in existing buildings. Existing buildings that do not have
approved radio coverage for emergency responders within the building shall be equipped with such coverage
according to one of the following:

1. Whenever existing wired communication system cannot be repaired or is being replaced, or where
not approved in accordance with Section 510.1 Exception 1.
2. Within a time frame established by the adopting authority.

Exception: Where it is determined by the fire code official that the radio coverage system is not
needed.

(Portions of the proposed code change not shown remain unchanged.)

Committee Reason:. The committee felt that the specific requirements for emergency responder radio
coverage are important enough to warrant relocation into the code text rather than being “hidden” in an
appendix. The modification provides the same consideration for existing buildings as Section 510.1 does for
new buildings.

Assembly Action: None
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F28-09/10

Committee Action: Disapproved

Committee Reason: The committee felt that the cost impact of th e proposal could be onerous and that one -
and two-family dwellings should not be unconditionally exempted in proposed Se ctions 510.1 and 510.3. The
committee felt that building size should be made a part of any exception for one- and two-family dwellings.

Assembly Action: None
F29-09/10
Committee Action: Disapproved

Committee Reason: The committee felt that ex empting a specific type of facility could set up a futur e trend
toward a "laundry list" of facilitie s that w ish to b e exempt from the requirement. It also felt that the ex isting
exceptions, reas onably applied, could remedy any such concerns and that IFC Section 104.9 could also be
applied. The committee also felt that providing an "on-off" switch for the radio coverage system could place first
responders in danger.

Assembly Action: None
F30-09/10
Committee Action: Disapproved

Committee Reason: The committee recognized the importance of t he issues raised b y the propo sal but felt
that it was not sufficiently developed to be included in the code at this time. It was indicated that the California
State Fire Marshal's guidelines upon which the proposal was based are still in a draft form and not yet ready for
adoption. An issue that th e committee noted is that there is no c orrelation change to the IBC and that there is
no IFC pe rmit r equired fo r th ese installations which is important since the y are typically don e on e xisting
buildings and show up unexpectedly. The proposal is also unclear in Section 511.4 as to where the disconnect
would be placed in a m ixed occupancy building. It was also noted that w alkable pathways cannot always be
placed over str uctural membe rs. The committee indi cated so me support for placing the pro posalin an
appendix until the issues of concern are resolved.

Assembly Action: None
F31-09/10
Committee Action: Disapproved

Committee Rea son: The com mittee felt that the definitions were unclear a nd not written in complete
sentences. Also, the definitions should be correlated with the definitions in NFPA 70 which makes a distinction
between legally required and optional standby power.

Assembly Action: None
F32-09/10
Committee Action: Disapproved

Committee Reason: The committee felt that the proposal w ould re sult in an increase in hazard.  Also, the
section would apply to all buildings, not just r esidential. The committee also felt t hat any increase in storage
quantity should be in outdoor storage tanks.

Assembly Action: None
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F33-09/10

Committee Action: Disapproved

Committee Reason: The committee felt that, because the requirem ent would apply to all shaft exhaust fans,

the proposal is redundant since the s ubject matter is already covered in Chapter 7 and Section 909.11 of the

IBC and Chapter 6 of the IMC. The committee felt that there need not be so much duplication of requirements
in all I-codes.

Assembly Action: None
F34-09/10
Committee Action: Disapproved

Committee Reason: The committee preferred code change F35-09/10.

Assembly Action: None
F35-09/10
Committee Action: Approved as Submitted

Committee Re ason: The committee prefe rred this code change over code chan ge F34-09/10 on the same
subject because it is simpler and more broadly applicable to all types of emergency lighting equipment, not just
battery-operated types.

Assembly Action: None
F36-09/10
Committee Action: Disapproved

Committee Reason: The proposal contains vague language (e.g., "...or for similar reasons...") and includes a
"laundry list" of e lectrical hazards that is not exh austive and provides no guidance as to what standards are to
be used to judg e electrical sy stems as being deficient. The comm ittee was also concerned that th e proposal
would put the fire code official and/or the fire department in the role of being an electrical expert.

Assembly Action: None
F37-09/10
Committee Action: Disapproved

Committee Reason: The committee felt that the proposal would leave out the building official and the electrical
inspector. The committee also felt that the proposal is redundant since the code already contains provisions for
referring electrical hazards to the appropriate code official

Assembly Action: None
F38-09/10
Committee Action: Disapproved

Committee Reason: The committee felt that the subject matter is adequatel y addressed in NFPA 70 where it
belongs. The committee was also concerned that the proposal would put the fire code official in the role of being
an electrical inspector and that these issues are manageable under the building permit process.

Assembly Action: None
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F39-09/10

Committee Action: Approved as Submitted

Committee Reason: The committee agreed with and approved the proposal based on the pro ponent's reason
statement. The proposal clarifies confusing language regarding ammonia refrigerant controls.

Assembly Action: None

F40-09/1 0 Withdrawn by Proponent
F41-09/10

Committee Action: Approved as Submitted

Committee Reason: The committee agreed with and approved the proposal based on the proponent's reason
statement. The proposal clarifies confusing lan guage reg arding exactl y which batteries are su bject to the
section.

Assembly Action: None
F42-09/10
Committee Action: Approved as Submitted

Committee Reason: The committee agreed with and approved the proposal based on the pro ponent's reason
statement.

Assembly Action: None

F43-09/1 0 Withdrawn by Proponent
F44-09/10

Note: The following analysis was not in the Code Change monograph but was published on the ICC website at
http://www.iccsafe.org/cs/codes/Documents/2009-10cycle/ProposedChanges/Standards-Analysis.pdf :

Analysis: Review of the proposed new standard ANSI/UL 142-06 indicated that, in the opinion of ICC staff, the
standard did comply with ICC standards criteria. UL 80-07 is currently referenced in the IRC.
Committee Action: Approved as Submitted

Committee Reason: The committee agreed with the proponent's reason stateme nt and felt that the proposal
provides a needed set of safeguards for regulating cooking oils.

Assembly Action: None
F45-09/10
Committee Action: Disapproved

Committee Reason: The committee felt that the proposal is outside the purvie w of the fire cod e official and
more properly belongs in the International Plumbing Code. The committee also fe It that the proposal excludes
other occupancies or areas that have similar splash hazards and that this is a fede ral OSHA requirement that
does not need to be in the IFC.

Assembly Action: None
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F46-09/10

Committee Action: Approved as Submitted

Committee Reason: The relabeling of existing fir e doors is a co mmon practice and due to the importance of
the rating requi rements a level o f monitoring by a third party to e nsure the labeling matches the rating of the
door assembl y is necessary . Itw as suggested that the new la nguage could be better located init sown
subsection.

Assembly Action: None
F47-09/10
Committee Action: Disapproved

Committee Reason: The committee felt that it was unnecessar y to make the IFC Table 803.3 de aling with
existing buildings correlate with IBC Table 803.9 for ne w buildings. In addition, there was concern that this
would be overly restrictive for existing buildings to have to upgrade their interior finishes and would be difficult to
enforce.

Assembly Action: None
F48-09/10
Committee Action: Approved as Submitted

Committee Rea son: The committee approved th e proposal as it clarifies w hen NFPA 286, NFP A 265 and
ASTM EB84 can be used for testing tex tile wall and ceiling coverings. NFPA 265 is limited to w alls based upon
limitations on the test. NFPA 286 can be applied to wall and ceiling coverings. ASTM E84 can be used to test
wall and ceiling coverings but such coverings can only be located in sprinklered buildings.

Assembly Action: None
F49-09/10
Committee Action: Approved as Submitted

Committee Reason: This proposal addresses concerns of the committee going back several cycles and will
make the requirements for testing in accordance with ASTM E84 and UL723 consistent with the IBC for newly
introduced textile wall and ceiling coverings including the proper mounting procedures used during the test.

Assembly Action: None
F50-09/10
Committee Action: Approved as Submitted

Committee Reason: The committee approved the provisions add ing a separate s ection detailing the testing

requirements for expanded vinyl wall coverings to help cl arify when and ho w the various tests apply to these
materials. Thes e provisions wo uld apply to e xisting and ne wly introduced expanded vinyl wall or ceiling

coverings. The provisions correlate with the IBC.

Assembly Action: None

F51-09/10

Note: The following analysis was not in the Code Change monograph but was published on the ICC website at
http://www.iccsafe.org/cs/codes/Documents/2009-10cycle/ProposedChanges/Standards-Analysis.pdf :

Analysis: Review of the proposed new standard ASTM D2859 (2006) indicated that, in the opinion of ICC staff,
the standard did comply with ICC standards criteria.
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Committee Action: Disapproved

Committee Reason: There were a couple concerns with this proposal including the inconsistencies between
the current sections within the IBC and the language proposed for the IFC. In addition there were several
typographical errors and the new standard being introduced was not currently referenced in that portion of the
IBC.

Assembly Action: None
F52-09/10
Committee Action: Disapproved

Committee Reason: The proposal was disapproved related to concerns with enforceability. These provisions
would be applicable to all occupancies which seemed too be broad and application. The proposed text would
require that anytime furniture is taken from one building to another, such as one apartment building to another,
that the furniture would need to meet this requirement.

Assembly Action: None
F53-09/10
Committee Action: Approved as Submitted

Committee Reason:  The proposal was approved as the committee felt that often college housing interior
furniture is often found on balconies, decks and porches and pose a significant hazard and should be required
to meet the requirements of 805.4. There was some concern expressed with the approval of this proposal that
this requirement would affect furniture originally intended for outdoor use.

Assembly Action: None
F54-09/10
Committee Action: Disapproved

Committee Reason: The proposal was disapproved as it was felt that regulating furniture in this way in Group
A occupancies intended for food or drink was overly restrictive and would be difficult to enforce. This would
prohibit the use of antique furniture. Many of the occupancies would be required to be sprinklered and the
phrase “food or drink” would include Group A-2 occupancies serving both alcoholic and non-alcoholic
beverages.

Assembly Action: None
F55-09/10
Committee Action: Disapproved

Committee Reason: The proposal was disapproved as loss data was not presented to justify the regulation of
furnishings in Group E occupancies. In addition, the more vulnerable occupants in Group E occupancies are
excluded which are those found in Group E Daycare facilities. The committee also felt that the enforcement of
these requirements would be difficult.

Assembly Action: None

F56-09/10

Note: The following analysis was not in the Code Change monograph but was published on the ICC website at
http://www.iccsafe.org/cs/codes/Documents/2009-10cycle/ProposedChanges/Standards-Analysis.pdf :

Analysis: Review of the proposed new standard NFPA 289-2009 indicated that, in the opinion of ICC staff, the
standard did comply with ICC standards criteria.

Committee Action: Approved as Submitted
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Committee Reason: The proposal as approved provides a more applicable test. This test focuses specifically
on items such as decorative vegetation instead of NFPA 701 which was originally designed for the testing of
draperies.

Assembly Action: None
F57-09/10
Committee Action: Disapproved

Committee Reason: The proposal was disapproved as it was unclear how the reference to the building
construction type would equate to the rating and construction materials needed for the fabric materials in room
dividers.

Assembly Action: None

F58-09/10

Both parts of this code change proposal were heard by the IFC Code Development
Committee.

Note: The following analysis was not in the Code Change monograph but was published on the ICC website at
http://www.iccsafe.org/cs/codes/Documents/2009-10cycle/ProposedChanges/Standards-Analysis.pdf :

Analysis: Review of the proposed new standard NFPA 289-2009 indicated that, in the opinion of ICC staff, the
standard did comply with ICC standards criteria.

PART I- IFC
Committee Action: Approved as Submitted

Committee Reason: The approval of the proposal was based upon the fact that this new test is an appropriate
testing alternative for the hazard being assessed. The use of the 20 KW ignition source was intended to make
the test equivalent to the current standard referenced, UL 1975.

Assembly Action: None
PART II-IBC GENERAL

Committee Action: Approved as Submitted

Committee Reason: The committee approved the proposal based upon the action taken on Part | of the
proposal.

Assembly Action: None
F59-09/10
Committee Action: Approved as Submitted

Committee Reason: This proposal adds Group I-1 Occupancies so that this section now regulates all Group |
occupancies with regard to the size and material performance for wastebaskets and linen containers. The
committee felt that Group I-1 occupants are particularly vulnerable and should have this same level of
protection to prevent fires from becoming particularly hazardous due to the type of materials the waste
containers are typically constructed of and the combustible waste they contain.

Assembly Action: None
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F60-09/10

Committee Action: Approved as Submitted

Committee Reason: The com mittee approved this proposal a s it was felt important to regulat e the type of
materials that waste materials ar e stored in at Group R-2 college and university dormitories. These particular
occupancies are particularly vulnerable to fires in such locations. It was emphasized that such waste containers
would also include recycling containers.

Assembly Action: None
F61-09/10
Committee Action: Approved as Submitted

Committee Reason: The committee approved the proposal to regulate combustible lockers in the IFC as they
are essentially a n interior finish t hat poses a sub stantial hazard t hat non comb ustible lockers do not. Some
concern was expressed that they should be addressed by Section 805 as the y are more of a furnishing but as
they are typically bolted down the committee felt it was more appropriate to address them as interior finish.

Assembly Action: None
F62-09/10
Committee Action: Approved as Submitted

Committee Reason: This pr ovision to require ¢ ertain size room for fire pumps and risers was felt by the
committee to fit well in the general requirements of Cha pter 9. This location in Chapter 9 enco urages the
consideration of such  spaces e arly in the design. Additionally committ ~ ee me mbers felt comf ortable that
manufactures have fairly consistent dimensions required for e quipment and the size of the room would be fairly
easy to plan for early in the design process.

Assembly Action: None

F63-09/10

Note: The following analysis was not in the Code Change monograph but was published on the ICC website at
http://www.iccsafe.org/cs/codes/Documents/2009-10cycle/ProposedChanges/Standards-Analysis.pdf :

Analysis: Review of the proposed new standard NFPA 204-2007 indicated that, in the opinion of ICC staff, the
standard did comply with ICC standards criteria.

Committee Action: Approved as Submitted

Committee Reason: The proposal was approved as it was consistent with the action taken on code change
F146-09/10 requiring the maintenance of smoke a nd heat vents and mechanical smoke exhaust in accordance
with NFPA 204.

Assembly Action: None
F64-09/10
Committee Action: Approved as Modified

Modify the proposal as follows:

901.9 Discontinuation or change of service. Notice shall be made to the fire code official whenever
contracted alarm services for monitoring or testing or inspection of an existing fire alarm system are terminated
for any reason, or a change in alarm monitoring provider or other service provider is made. Notice shall be

made in writing, to the fire code official by-the-building-ewnerand-whererequired; by the alarm service provider

being terminated.

Committee Reason: The committee felt that it was necessary for the fire official to be notified when the alarm
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system was no longer being mai ntained or monitored. One concern was that the language as proposed would
put this responsibility on the building ow ner which may be the one who does not understand the significance of
the problem and w ould not notify th e fire code official . Therefo re a modificatio n was made to remove the
building ow ner and place the responsibility to contact the Fire official on the alarm service provider. This
concept was equated to auto insurance companie s notifying states when drivers fail to pay their premiums on
their insurance.

Assembly Action: None
F65-09/10
Committee Action: Disapproved

Committee Reason: The pro posal w as disapproved as the IBC al ready a ddresses the issue of fire walls
creating separa te buildings thoro ughly and more appropriately and itis not necessary in this section of the
code.

Assembly Action: None
F66-09/10
Committee Action: Disapproved

Committee Reason: The committee disapproved the proposal as it felt the language was considered more as
commentary to the definition of “fire area” and was unnecessary for the application of this section. In addition ,
the term fire wall was not included and may cause conflicts with the definition of fire area.

Assembly Action: None
F67-09/10
Committee Action: Disapproved

Committee Reason: This proposal was disapproved as it would include all Group A-2 occupancies w hether or
not the y serve alcohol. Without differentiating between the hig her risk Group A-2 occupancies (such as a
nightclub) from other lower risk Group A-2 occupa ncies (such as a quick service restaurant), an increase in the
occupant load threshold could not be made.

Assembly Action: None
F68-09/10
Committee Action: Approved as Submitted

Committee Re ason: The com mittee approved this proposal as it felt that sprinkler protection needs to be
provided not simply within the fir e area but also needs to addres s the floor w here the Gro up B Ambulator y
Healthcare facility is located and all floors below.

Analysis: Code change G15-09/10 contains a similar revisi on which was ap proved as submitted b y the IBC
General Committee.

Assembly Action: None
F69-09/10
Committee Action: Approved as Modified

Modify the proposal as follows:

903.2.4 (IBC [F] 903.2.4) Group F-1. An automatic sprinkler system shall be provided throughout all buildings
containing a Group F-1 occupancy where one of the following conditions exists:

1. Where a Group F-1 fire area exceeds 12,000 square feet (1115 m?);
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2. Where a Group F-1 fire area is located more than three stories above grade plane; or

3. Where the combined area of all Group F-1 fire areas on all floors, including any mezzanines, exceeds
24,000 square feet (2230 m?).

4, Where a Group F-1 occupancy that is used for the manufacture of upholstered furniture or mattresses
exceeds 2,500 square feet (232 m?).

903.2.7 (IBC [F] 903.2.7) Group M. An automatic sprinkler system shall be provided throughout buildings
containing a Group M occupancy where one of the following conditions exists:

1. Where a Group M fire area exceeds 12,000 square feet (1115 m?);

2. Where a Group M fire area is located more than three stories above grade plane; or

3 Where the combined area of all Group M fire areas on all floors, including any mezzanines, exceeds
24,000
square feet (2230 m). ; or

4. Where a Group M occupancy that is used for the display and sale of upholstered furniture or
mattresses_exceeds 5,000 square feet (464 m?).

903.2.9 (IBC [F] 903.2.9) Group S-1. An automatic sprinkler system shall be provided throughout all buildings
containing a Group S-1 occupancy where one of the following conditions exists:

1. A Group S-1 fire area exceeds 12,000 square feet (1115 m?);

2. A Group S-1 fire area is located more than three stories above grade plane; or

3 The combined area of all Group S-1 fire areas on all floors, including any mezzanines, exceeds
24,000 square feet (2230 m?).

4. A Group S-1 fire area used for the storage of commercial trucks or buses where the fire area exceeds
5,000 square feet (464 m?).

5. A Group S-1 occupancy that is used for the storage of upholstered furniture or mattresses_exceeds
2,500 square feet (232 m?).

Committee R eason: Th e com mittee approved the pro posal a s the y felt tha t Group F -1 and Group S-1

occupancies manufacturing and storing upholst ered fu rnishings and matt resses pose the same hazard to

occupants and fire fighters that Group M occupancies displaying and selling such materials. The proposal was
modified to provide a reasonable thre shold that w ould not penalize occupancies with very small amounts of

such materials. These thresholds were based on the thresholds in Chapter 23 of the IFC with regard to size of
high piled storage areas.

Assembly Action: None
F70-09/10
Committee Action: Approved as Submitted

Committee Reason: The committee felt that in order for a 13D system to be used in this application for Group
I-1 occupancies that additional controls w ere necessary to increase the integrity of the sy stem, therefore the
proposal was approved as submitted.

Assembly Action: None
F71-09/10
Committee Action: Disapproved

Committee Reason: The proposal was disapproved in favor of code change F69 -09/10. A threshold was felt
to be necessary but the thres holds provided in  the modification to code change F69-  09/10 were mor e
reasonable. Additionally the te rm “occupancy” versus “fire area” is preferred. M ore specifically, the term “fire
area” may penalize a situation where a small Group M furniture store is located in a strip mall with independent
egress. The strip mallis likely to be  consider ed as a single fire area and sprinklers would be req uired
throughout versus just in the Group M occupancy selling furniture.

Assembly Action: None

F72-09/1 0 Withdrawn by Proponent
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F73-09/10

Committee Action: Disapproved

Committee Reason: The committee disapproved the excepti on f or o pen parking garages as there were
concerns with fi ghting fires in u nsprinklered ope n par king str uctures. There was also a concer n with the
increasing combustibility of vehicles.

Assembly Action: None
F74-09/10
Committee Action: Approved as Submitted

Committee Rea son: T his pro posal to delete the e xception for Group R oc cupancies w as considered
appropriate based upon other act ions the committ ee has taken and since the code now requires all Group R
occupancies to be sprinklered without exception.

Assembly Action: None
F75-09/10
Committee Action: Approved as Submitted

Committee Reason: The committee felt this proposal was necessary for fire fighter safety. The distance that a
fire fighter must drop when accessing basements through openings must be limited.

Assembly Action: None
F76-09/10
Committee Action: Approved as Submitted

Committee Rea son: The com mittee felt thatt his proposal cla rified the intent of the code w ith regard to
obstructions in the basement causing challenges to fire fighting operations. It sho uld be noted that there was
some concern from committee members that the present code language already addresses this hazard and this
language is unnecessary.

Assembly Action: None
F77-09/10
Committee Action: Approved as Modified

Modify proposal as follows:

903.2.11.2 Rubbish and li nen chutes. An automatic sprinkler system shall be installed at the top of rubbish

and linen chutes and in their terminal rooms. Chutes shall have additional sprinkler heads installed at alternate
floors and at the lowest intake. When a rubbish chute extends through a building more than one floor below the
lowest intake th e extension shall have sprinklers installed which are recessed from the drop area of the chute
and protected fr om freezing in a ccordance with Section 903.3.1.1. These sprinklers shall be installed en-the
exterior-of-the-chute at alternate floors beginning with the second level below the last intake and ending with the

floor above the dlscharge Chute sprlnklers shaII be acce ssible for serwcmg A—dw—mpe—aatemahespnnlde#

Committee Reason: Currently the code conflict s with NFPA 82 and this proposal was approved to address
these conflicts. The modification addresses the fact t hat sprinklers need to be re cessed and freezing concerns
are specifically addressed within NFPA 13.

Assembly Action: None
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F78-09/10

Committee Action: Approved as Modified

Modify proposal as follows:

903.3.1 (IBC [F] 903.3.1) Standards. Sprinkler systems shall be designed and installed in accordance with
Section 903.3.1.1, 903.3.1.2 or 903.3.1.3 and other cChapters 23-anrd-34 of this code, as applicable.

Committee Reason: The com mittee felt that it w as necessary that the code us er is notified that there a re
many more sections in the code that have specific sprinkler req uirements add ressing specific hazards. A
modification was proposed and accepted that provided more general reference to other applicable chapters as
Chapter 23 and 34 were not the only chapters containing sprinkler requirements.

Assembly Action: None

F79-09/10

Unpublished Errata: Replace Items 1 and 2 of the proposal with the following:
1. Revise as follows:

[F]1903.3.1.1 (IBC [F] 903.3.1.1) NFPA 13 sprinkler systems. Where the provisions of this code require that a
building or portion thereof be equipped throughout with an automatic sprinkler system in accordance with this
section, sprinklers shall be installed throughout in accordance with NFPA 13 except as provided in Sections
903.3.1.1.1 and 903.3.1.1.2.

2. Add new text as follows:
903.3.1.1.2 (IBC [F] 903.3.1.1.2) Bathrooms. In Group R occupancies, other than Group R residential care

facilities, sprinklers shall not be required in bathrooms that do not exceed 55 square feet in area and are located
within individual dwelling units or sleeping units.

Reason: (No change to published reason and cost impact statement.)
Committee Action: Disapproved

Committee Reason: The proposal was disapproved primarily with a concern that the proposed language di d
not include the 15 minute rating on the bathroom enclosure as part of the allowance to omit sprinklers.

Assembly Action: None
F80-09/10
Committee Action: Approved as Submitted

Committee Reason: The proposal was approved as it is consistent with Exception 5 to Section 903.3.1.1.1 for
Fire Service Access Elevators and IBC Section 3008.8 which prohibits a shunt trip.

Assembly Action: None
F81-09/10
Committee Action: Disapproved

Committee Reason: The com mittee disapproved this item as th ey felt that t he language e xplaining what is
considered as fully sprinklered appeared unnecessary for the code. The committee noted that such issues are
better addressed within the standard and in the commentary for the IBC and IFC.

Assembly Action: None
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F82-09/10

Committee Action: Disapproved

Committee Reason: This proposal was disapproved based upon the action taken on code change F81-09/10.
This language was felt to be inappropriate for the code and is better addressed by the standard and in the
commentary for the IBC and IFC.

Assembly Action: None
F83-09/10
Committee Action: Approved as Submitted

Committee Reason: The proposal was approved as the existing language could be interpreted as being a
manual water supply when the intent is for an automatic water supply. This additional language will clarify the
need for an automatic secondary water supply.

Assembly Action: None

F84-09/10

Unpublished Errata: In Exception 1, the word "protecting” should have been included in the dash-out, as
shown below:

903.4 (IBC [F] 903.4) Sprinkler system supervision and alarms. All valves controlling the water supply for
automatic sprinkler systems, pumps, tanks, water levels and temperatures, critical air pressures and water-flow
switches on all sprinkler systems shall be electrically supervised by a listed fire alarm control unit.

Exceptions:

1. Automatic sprinkler systems protecting-one--and-two-family-dwellings installed in accordance
with NFPA 13D.

2. through 7. remain unchanged.

Committee Action: Disapproved

Committee Reason: The committee disapproved this proposal as it was poorly worded and takes away the
occupancy oriented approach currently being used within the exception. This proposal would also prohibit the
application of this exception to 13R systems which is inappropriate and would discourage the installation of
such systems.

Assembly Action: None
F85-09/10
Committee Action: Approved as Submitted

Committee Reason: This proposal was approved as it clarifies that a fire alarm system is not required but
instead some type of audible device on the exterior of the building to alert people on the outside of the building
that the sprinkler system has activated.

Assembly Action: None

F86-09/10 Withdrawn by Proponent
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F87-09/10

Committee Action: Approved as Modified
Modify proposal as follows:

904.1.1 (IBC [F] 904.1.1) Certification of service personnel for fire extinguishing equipment. Service
personnel providing or conducting maintenance on automatic fire extlngwshmg systems, other than automatlc
sprinkler systems, shall possess a valid Certificate issued by

an approved governmental agency, or other approved organization for the type of system and work performed

Committee Reason: This proposal was approved as it was felt that certification programs are necessary and
with this require ment such certification w ill be ¢ reated. The m odification simp ly removed th e phrase “an
approved third party certification organization” to provide more control to the jurisdiction.

Assembly Action: None
F88-09/10
Committee Action: Approved as Submitted

Committee Reason: The proposal was approved as it w as felt impor tant to clarif y that all fire protection
systems whether newly installed or existing need to appropriately work together to avoid causing unnecessary
hazards.

Assembly Action: None
F89-09/10
Committee Action: Disapproved

Committee Rea son: The com mittee prefe rred the app roach taken in code ch ange F 87-09/10 requiring a
certification program.

Assembly Action: None
F90-09/10
Committee Action: Disapproved

Committee Rea son: The com mittee prefe rred the app roach taken in code ch ange F 87-09/10 requiring a
certification program.

Assembly Action: None
F91-09/10
Committee Action: Disapproved

Committee Reason: The code change was disapproved based u pon the prop onents request and due to the
fact that as currently written creates possible problems with existing buildings.

Assembly Action: None
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F92-09/10

Committee Action: Approved as Modified

Modify proposal as follows:

905.3.6 (IBC [F] 905.3.6) Helistops and heliports. Buildings with a rooftop helistop or heliport shall be
provided with a Class | or Il standpipe system extended to the roof level on which the helistop or heliport is
located in accordance with Section 1107.5.

1107.5 Standpipe systems. A building with a rooftop helistop or heliport shall be provided with a Class | or Il
standpipe system-extended to the roof level on which the helistop or heliport is located. All portions of the
helistop and heliport area shall be within 150 feet (45 720 mm) of a 2'/,-inch (63.5 mm) outlet on the standpipe
system.

Committee Reason: The pr oposal refocuses t he need for r ooftop standpipes based on the presence of a
helistop or heliport versus simply extending a standpipe to the rooftop if a heliport or helistop is located there.
The committee felt that the fuel and related hazards presented by rooftop heliports and helistops necessitates
the need for a standpipe regardless of whether the building is required to have, or already has a standpipe. The
modification simply clarifies w here in the build ing the provisions were applicable and makes the language in
Section 905.3.6 consistent with the language in Section 1107.5.

Assembly Action: None
F93-09/10
Committee Action: Approved as Submitted

Committee Rea son: The com mittee approved the proposal ast he revisions would make the provisions
consistent with NFPA 14 which will now only require one standpipe connection on the roof.

Assembly Action: None
F94-09/10
Committee Action: Approved as Submitted

Committee Reason: The committee felt that eve n within sprinklered buildings fire extinguishers have made a
difference in fig hting fires ther efore the e xception for quick re sponse sprinklers in Gro ups A, B and E
occupancies was deleted. In addition people are used to seeing extinguishers within buildings and having them
available for use.

Assembly Action: None
F95-09/10
Committee Action: Disapproved

Committee Reason: The proposal was disapproved to be cons istent with the a ction on code change F94 -
09/10 that deleted the exception for quick respo nse sprinklers. In addition, it w as felt that there have been
many situations in Group R-2 dormitories where extinguishers have been necessary.

Assembly Action: None
F96-09/10
Committee Action: Approved as Modified

Modify the proposal as follows:

906.3 (IBC [F] 906.3) Certification of service personnel. Service personnel providing or conducting
maintenance shall possess a valid Certificate issued by an-approved-third-party-certification-organization; an
approved governmental agency, or other approved organizations for the type of work performed.
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Committee Reason: The committee approved this proposal to be consistent with the action taken on code
change F87-09/10. In addition, it will provide more leeway for the jurisdiction to ask for a certain level of
qualifications. The modification was the same as that made for code change F87-09/10 which deleted the
phrase “"an approved third party certification organization” to provide more control to the jurisdiction.

Assembly Action: None
F97-09/10
Committee Action: Disapproved

Committee Reason: This proposal was disapproved in favor of the approach taken in code changes F96-
09/10 and F87-09/10 and to be consistent with the actions taken on code changes F89-09/10 and F90-09/10.

Assembly Action: None

F98-09/10

Committee Action: Disapproved

Committee Reason: This proposal was disapproved as it removed the ability of the fire code official to ask for
more information when reviewing fire alarm designs.

Assembly Action: None
F99-09/10
Committee Action: Disapproved

Committee Reason: The committee disapproved the code change proposal as it was felt that it would create
conflicts and confusion within the code based upon section references such as to Section 907.3 which deals
with existing systems. It was suggested that the intent of the proposal needs to be further clarified through the
public comment process.

Assembly Action: None
F100-09/10
Committee Action: Approved as Submitted

Committee Reason: This proposal was felt to be a good attempt to fix the confusion caused in the application
of the fire alarm requirements for Assembly occupancies.

Assembly Action: None
F101-09/10
Committee Action: Disapproved

Committee Reason: The proposal was disapproved as it was too broad in its application. Manual fire alarm
boxes can be cause of frequent and unnecessary alarms. The committee suggested that the proponent take a
more specific look at in which particular occupancies removal of this exception may be most appropriate.

Assembly Action: None
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F102-09/10

Committee Action: Disapproved

Committee Reason: The committee disapprov ed the prop osal with concern t hat this appro ach, which was
used in code ch ange F100-09/10, is not considered appropriate due to the large occupant loads ad dressed by
this section.

Assembly Action: None
F103-09/10
Committee Action: Disapproved

Committee Reason: The committee felt it was more appropriate to rely on NFPA 72 to a ddress how public
address systems interconnect with the alarm s ystem. Itis likely that solutions already exist within the code to
allow the use of public address sy stems . Some committee members expressed i nterest that public address
systems supplement and not replace alarm system components.

Assembly Action: None
F104-09/10
Committee Action: Disapproved

Committee Reason: The format of the code change proposal seemed to be awkward. More specifically, as
written the langu age in more restrictive than the main section w hich would only require an alarm when t he
occupants in a Group A occupancy exceed 300. The new section would essentially bring that nu mber to 100
for Group A-2 occupancies. The committee felt it to me more appropriate to address the threshold found in the
main Section 907.2.1.

Assembly Action: None
F105-09/10
Committee Action: Approved as Modified

Modify proposal as follows:

907.2.1.2 (IBC [F] 907.2.1.2) Emergency voice/alarm communication captions. Stadiums, arenas and
grandstands required to caption audible public announcements shall be in accordance with Section 907.6.2.2.4.

907.6.2.2.4 (IBC [F] 907.5.2.2.4) Emergency voice/alarm communication captions. Where stadiums, arenas
and grandstands are required to caption audible public announcements in accordance with Section 1108.2.7.2
of the International Building Code, the emergency/voice alarm communication system shall also be captioned.
Prerecorded or live emergency captions shall be from an approved Iocatlon constantly attended by personnel
trained to respond to an emergency, y

appliances-for the-assembly seating-area-

Committee Reason: This proposal provides for the necessary captioning of emer gency voice communication
systems for those who are unable to hear the message. The committee felt that this provision was a necessary
addition to the code. The modification removed the last sentence of th e original proposal as it would have
removed all visual notification devices and would depend completely upon something such as the large screens
in the assembly seating area. The committee did not yet have complete confidence in that concept.

Assembly Action: None
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F106-09/10

Committee Action: Disapproved

Committee Re ason: The p roposal w hich would have removed the exception allowing sprinklers in lieu of
smoke detection w as disapprove d as it w ould take aw ay the incentive for sprinkle rs. In addition since the
section is so new it should first have a chance to be applied before be revised.

Assembly Action: None
F107-09/10
Committee Action: Approved as Submitted

Committee Reason: The committee felt that this proposal was necessary as schools are dealing with a host of
threats such as fires and tornados and in mor e recent history an increase in school lockdow n situations. This
provides a better method of ¢ ommunication during em ergencies than traditional fire alarma  nd occupant
notification systems

Assembly Action: None
F108-09/10

PART I-IFC

Committee Action: Disapproved

Committee Reason: The committee disapproved the pr oposal since, as currently written, the language was
confusing and a cleaner approach is necessary. In addition, there was concern that the allowance of the use of
smoke detection sy stems could possibly resultin the loss of smoke detectio n and alarm thr ough othe r
exceptions such as that found in Section 907.2.8.2.

Assembly Action: None
PART II- IRC B/E Withdrawn by Proponent
F109-09/10

Committee Action: Approved as Submitted

Committee Reason: The committee approved the prop osal due to the unique hazards that a re present in
Group R-2 college and university buildings. Mor e specifically, there are often more common areas than found
in other t ypes o f Group R -2 occ upancies w here occupant s congregate. Also it is not uncomm onto hav e
activities such as cooking in these common areas.

Assembly Action: None
F110-09/10
Committee Action: Disapproved

Committee Reason: This proposal to add an a utomatic smoke detection s ystem to Group R-2 occupancies
was disapproved as it appeared to be too restrictive. In addition, these requirements would be applicable more
often than the manual fire alarm requirements. Group R-1 occupancies require both manual and automatic fire
alarm systems but the occupants found in such occupancies are generally more unfamiliar with the building and
necessitate this higher level of protection.

Assembly Action: None
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F111-09/10

Committee Action: Disapproved

Committee Reason: The reason provided b y the propone nt for this revision did not correlate well with the
proposal and adequate justification for elimination of the ex ception when the facility is sprinklered throughout in
accordance with NFPA 13 was not provided. Additionally, it was felt that the resulting level of prot ection if the
exception was eliminated appeared to be overly restrictive.

Assembly Action: None
F112-09/10

PART I- IFC

Committee Action: Disapproved

Committee Reason: The committee disapproved the code change as they felt that the standards development
process should address concern s with the performance of smoke alarms. Th ere was also a concern that by
stating a specific type of technology, future technologies could potentially be limited. Finally, there appeared to
be conflicting data on the performance of ionization and photoelectric smoke alarms with the reason statement.

Assembly Action: None

PART II- IRC B/E
Committee Action: Disapproved

Committee Reason: The proposed language would only permit the photoelectric type. This change would
exclude other types and would limit future technology.

Assembly Action: None
F113-09/10
Committee Action: Disapproved

Committee Rea son: The prop osal was disapp roved with concer n th at connection to the main fire alar m
occupant notification s ystem m ay cre ate man y unn ecessary alarms throug hout the building. T hese
unnecessary alarms w ould result in occupants not reac ting appr opriately in a sit uation w here evacuation is
necessary.

Assembly Action: None

F114-09/10

All thre e p arts of this code cha nge pro posal were heardb ythe IFC Code
Development Committee.

PART I- IFC
Committee Action: Approved as Submitted

Committee Reason: The proposal was approved as it correlates and clarifies the application of the various
codes with respect to the requirements for smoke alarms in Group R and I-1 occupancies. Previously Group I-1
was merely described in many locations as “dw ellings not classified as Group R Occupancies” w here in other
locations it specifically stated Group I-1.

Assembly Action: None
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PART II- IBC GENERAL

Committee Action: Approved as Submitted

Committee Reason: The committee approved Part Il based upon the action taken on Part | of this proposal. .
Additionally IBC Chapter 34 ha d not addresse d this r equirement which w ould be inconsiste ntw ith th e
requirements of the IFC and the IEBC.

Assembly Action: None
PART lll- IEBC
Committee Action: Approved as Submitted

Committee Reason: The committee approved Part |ll based upon the action taken on Part | of this proposal. .
IEBC Section 1004.1 was specifically correlated with IEBC Section 704.4.3 to include Group I-1 occupancies.

Assembly Action: None
F115-09/10

PART I- IFC

Committee Action: Approved as Submitted

Committee Reason: The proposal was approved by the committee as it was felt that without this particular
language many jurisdictions do not allow the use of wireless technology for the int erconnection of t he smoke
alarms required in the code.

Assembly Action: None

PART II- IRC B/E
Committee Action: Approved as Submitted

Committee Re ason: This chan ge permits wireless alarms as an alternate to wired interconnection. Also,
clarity is added b y placing the in terconnection requirements in a separate section. This is consistent with the
IFC.

Assembly Action: None
F116-09/10

PART I- IFC

Committee Action: Disapproved

Committee Reason: The committee disapproved the proposal as the requirements seemed difficult to enforce
and unnecessary. Mo re specifically, the hazards that the proponent is concerned with are already addressed
with the reference to the National Electrical Code.

Assembly Action: None

PART II- IRC B/E
Committee Action: Disapproved

Committee Reason: The electrical portion of the code already provides for protection with the arc-fault circuit-
interrupter. There was no documentation provided that a product exists that will provide activation at 475°F.

Assembly Action: None
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F117-09/10

Committee Action: Disapproved

Committee Reason: The proposal was disapproved with concerns that allowing the alarm to activate outside
the building where the fire detection device has activated could be problematic and lead to delays in appropriate
response to an e mergency. The offsite location may not only be in a different building but ma y be in a distant
location far from the facility.

Assembly Action: None
F118-09/10
Committee Action: Approved as Submitted

Committee Reason: The proposal was approved as adding the term “visible” correlates with NFPA 72.

Assembly Action: None
F119-09/10
Committee Action: Approved as Submitted

Committee Reason: The committee approved the proposal as the additional language clarifies that in high rise
buildings there may be many other occupancy based requirements that would require smoke dete ction beyond
the locations listed within this section.

Assembly Action: None

F120-09/10

Both parts of this code change proposal were heard by the IFC Code Development
Committee.

PART I- IFC
Committee Action: Approved as Modified

Modify the proposal as follows:

907.2.13.1.2 (IBC [F] 907.2.13.1.2) Duct smoke detection. Duct smoke detectors complying with Section
907.3.1 shall be located as follows:

1. In the main supply air duct of each air-handling system having a design capacity greater than 2,000
cubic feet per minute (cfm) (0.94 m3/s), downstream of any filters.

2. In the main return of each air handling system having a design
capacity greater than 15,000 cubic feet per minute (cfm)( 7.1 m*/s). Such detectors shall be located
in a serviceable area downstream of the last duct inlet.

3. Inthe supply air system where multiple air-handling systems share common or supply return air ducts
or plenums with a combined design capacity greater than 2,000 cfm (0.9 m?/s),

4. Ateach story in return air systems having a design capacity greater than 15,000 cfm (7.1 m3/s),
where return air risers serve two or more stories.

5. At each connection to a vertical duct or riser serving two or more stories from a return air duct or
plenum of an air-eenditioning handling system with a design capacity of greater than 15,000 cfm (7.1
m®/s). In Group R-1 and R-2 occupancies a listed smoke detector is allowed to be used in each return
air riser carrying not more than 5,000 cfm (2.4 m3/s) and serving not more than 10 air inlet openings.

Exception: Smoke detectors are not required in the return air system where all portions of the
building served by the air distribution system are protected by area smoke detectors connected to a
fire alarm system in accordance with the International Fire Code.

Committee Reason: The proposal was approved as it cor relates with NFPA 90A and p rovides the detection
on the supply side where it is most effective. The modification was simply to change the terminology from "air-
conditioning" to "air handling”" to  be consistent with the intent and the wordin g throughout th e proposed
revisions.
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Assembly Action: None
PART II- IMC

Committee Action: Approved as Submitted

Committee Re ason: This prop osal w as app roved to be consistent with the action taken on Par t 1 of this
proposal.

Assembly Action: None
F121-09/10
Committee Action: Disapproved

Committee Reason: The proposal was disapproved as the ex ception has limited applicability and the code
format of the exception was inappropriate. More specifically, the exception as written is actually a requirement
which would be cause for confusion.

Assembly Action: None
F122-09/10
Committee Action: Approved as Submitted

Committee Reason: The committee approved th e proposal to delete t he exception because it w as felt that if
the exception remains, earl y notification and alarm woul d be jeo pardized since sprink lers react slower tha n
smoke detectors.

Assembly Action: None
F123-09/10
Committee Action: Approved as Submitted

Committee Reason: The proposal was approved as the language provides a tool for inspections and provides
more direction as to the locations of manual fire alar m boxes. T here were some concerns exp ressed with the
use of the term “visible” and how it would be applied.

Assembly Action: None
F124-09/10
Committee Action: Approved as Submitted

Committee Reason: The proposal was approved as the committee felt it is nece ssary to ensure t hat the two
way communication for those w aiting for an elevator would function as necessary. The audible n otification
typically provided in these areas may be to o loud and make it h ard for t hem to hear specific instructions for
evacuation. This is also considered consistent with the requirements of Section 3008.

Assembly Action: None
F125-09/10
Committee Action: Approved as Submitted

Committee Re ason: The com mittee approved the proposalt o create consistenc'y with NFP A 72 which
addresses minimum sound pressure levels more appropriately and in more detail.

Assembly Action: None
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F126-09/10

Committee Action: Disapproved

Committee Reason: The committee disapproved the proposal as the provisions may be applied beyond high-
rise buildings. This proposal would limit the application of the paging zones only to high-rise buildings. In
addition, NFPA 72 does not address the activation of the system and, if the code change were approved,
activation of the system would only apply to high rise buildings.

Assembly Action: None
F127-09/10
Committee Action: Disapproved

Committee Reason: This proposal was disapproved as it inappropriately limits the paging zones to interior
stairways versus all stairways.

Assembly Action: None
F128-09/10
Committee Action: Disapproved

Committee Reason: Although the committee agreed that clarification of this section was necessary the
proposal was disapproved with the primary concerns being that the revisions may conflict with ICC/ANSI
A117.1 and would not clarify the intent of the section for visible alarm naotification.

Assembly Action: None
F129-09/10
Committee Action: Disapproved

Committee Reason: This proposal was disapproved as it felt that having sprinkler related requirements within
the alarm zoning section was confusing. Note that there was an editorial fix in this code change to revise the
section reference from Section 1019.2 to 1021.2 to correspond to the 2009 code numbering.

Assembly Action: None

F130-09/10 Withdrawn by Proponent

F131-09/10 Withdrawn by Proponent

F132-09/10

PART I- IFC Withdrawn by Proponent

PART Il- IRC B/E

Note: The following analysis was not in the Code Change monograph but was published on the ICC website at
http://www.iccsafe.org/cs/codes/Documents/2009-10cycle/ProposedChanges/Standards-Analysis.pdf :

Analysis: Review of the proposed new standards NFPA 720-2009 and UL 2075-2004 indicated that, in the
opinion of ICC staff, the standards did comply with ICC standards criteria. Standard UL 2075 is already
referenced in the IFC but not currently in the IRC. If the code change is approved, UL 2075 would be added to
Chapter 44 of the IRC as a referenced standard.

Committee Action: Disapproved
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Committee Reason: Based upon the proponent's request for disapproval. The proponent will rework this and
bring it back to the Final Action.

Assembly Action: None
F133-09/10
Committee Action: Approved as Modified

Note: The following analysis was not in the Code Change monograph but was published on the ICC website at
http://www.iccsafe.org/cs/codes/Documents/2009-10cycle/ProposedChanges/Standards-Analysis.pdf

Analysis: Review of proposed new standards NFPA 720-2009 and UL 2034-2008 indicated that, in the opinion
of ICC Staff, the standards did comply with ICC standards criteria.

Modify proposal as follows:

908.7 (IBC [F] 908.7) Carbon monoxide alarms. Group | or R occupancies located in a building containing a
fuel-burning appliance or a building which has an attached garage shall be provided with single station carbon
monoxide alarms. The carbon monoxide alarms shall be listed as complying with UL 2034 and be installed and
maintained in accordance with NFPA 720 and the manufacturer’s instructions. An open parking garage, as
defined in the International Building Code, or enclosed parking garage ventilated in accordance with Section
404 of the International Mechanical Code shall not be deemed to be an attached garage.

Exception: Sleeping units or dwelling units which do not themselves contain a fuel-burning appliance or
have an attached garage, but which are located in a building with a fuel-burning appliance or an attached
garage, need not be provided with single station carbon monoxide alarms provided that:

1. The sleeping unit or dwelling unit is located more than one story above or below any story which
contains a fuel-burning appliance or an attached garage;

2. The sleeping unit or dwelling unit is not connected by duct work or ventilation shafts to any room
containing a fuel-burning appliance or to an attached garage; and

3. The building is provided with a common area carbon monoxide alarm system.

908.7.1 Carbon monoxide detection systems. Carbon monoxide detection systems, that include carbon
monoxide detectors and audible notification appliances, installed and maintained in accordance with this section
for carbon monoxide alarms and NFPA 720 shall be permitted. The carbon monoxide detectors shall be listed
as complying with UL 2075.

4606.1 Carbon monoxide alarms. Existing Group | or R occupancies located in a building containing a fuel-
burning appliance or a building which has an attached garage shall be provided with single station carbon
monoxide alarms. The carbon monoxide alarms shall be listed as complying with UL 2034 and be installed and
maintained in accordance with NFPA 720 and the manufacturer’s instructions. An open parking garage, as
defined in the International Building Code, or enclosed parking garage ventilated in accordance with Section
404 of the International Mechanical Code shall not be deemed to be an attached garage.

Exception: Sleeping units or dwelling units which do not themselves contain a fuel-burning appliance or
have an attached garage, but which are located in a building with a fuel-burning appliance or an attached
garage, need not be provided with single station carbon monoxide alarms provided that:

1. The sleeping units or dwelling unit is located more than one story above or below any story
which contains a fuel-burning appliance or an attached garage;

2. The sleeping units or dwelling unit is not connected by duct work or ventilation shafts to any
room containing a fuel-burning appliance or to an attached garage; and

3. The building is provided with a common area carbon monoxide alarm system.

(Portions of the proposal not shown remain unchanged.)

Committee Reason: The com mittee approved the proposal adding CO detectors to the code since having
provisions within the IBC and IF C is a better approac h than what has been occurring on a state level through
the legislative process. This also makes the B C and IF C consistent w ith the IRC. The first modification
clarifies that ventilated enclosed parking garages were not intended to be considered as an attached garage for
the purposes of enforcing this section. The second maodification includes the us e of CO det ectors and
associated systems in accordance with UL 2075. Such detectors are allowed by NFPA 720 and the committee
felt it was appropriate to recognize both CO alarms and detectors.

Assembly Action: None
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F134-09/10

Committee Action: Disapproved

Committee Reason: The committee disapproved the proposal for a couple reasons. First, it was felt that the
proposed e xception is best dealt with as an alternative method in accordance with Chapter 1. T he second
reason was concern with the inconsistency with terminology related to pressurized sy stems. Finally there was
concern that there are other pressurization methods such as elevator p ressurization that should b e correlated
with this section.

Assembly Action: None
F135-09/10
Committee Action: Disapproved

Committee Reason: The committee disapproved this code change with concern that Section 909.18.8.2.1 did
not include the engineer and on ly referenced th e contractor. In addition it w ould be more app ropriate to
reference the fire code official versus the building official. Generally there was concern that allowing third party
accreditation may lessen the tes ting requirements. It should be noted thatt he committee did like that the
proposal coordinated the smoke control special inspection requirements between the IBC, IFC and the IMC.

Assembly Action: None

F136-09/10

Committee Action: Disapproved

Committee Reason: The committee disapproved the proposal as there was concern with the allowance in the
proposed item 6.6 for “doors t ypically maintained in a closed position” w hich was considered subjective and
could possibly lead to inconsistent enforcement. In addition there was concern with the lack of reference to IBC
Section 715 for rating requirements.

Assembly Action: None
F137-09/10
Committee Action: Disapproved

Committee Reason: This code change was disapproved as there was no justification provided to remove the
safety factor for pressure testing of ducts w hen used with a smo ke control sy stem. In addition, there is no
referenced standard provided by the proponent to support the proposal.

Assembly Action: None
F138-09/10
Committee Action: Disapproved

Committee Reason: The proposal was disapproved as there needs to be confirmation that all a spects of the
smoke control system are operative with confirmation of power downstream of the disconnects.

Assembly Action: None
F139-09/10
Committee Action: Disapproved

Committee Reason: The proposal was disapproved as there was not felt a need to restrict racewa ys to metal
as many other t ypes are used without a p roblem. Ift he concern is survi vability, then the sectio n needs to
address that concern with specific language.

Assembly Action: None
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F140-09/10

Committee Action: Approved as Submitted

Committee Reason: The revision removes ambiguity as to what is meant by an “approved agency for flame
and smoke characteristics” by providing a reference to a specific section of the IMC that addresses pneumatic
tubing.

Assembly Action: None
F141-09/10
Committee Action: Approved as Modified

Modify the proposal as follows:

909.19 (IBC [F] 909.19) System acceptance. Buildings, or portions thereof, required by this code to comply
with this section shall not be issued a certificate of occupancy until such time that the fire code official
determines that the provisions of this section have been fully complied with and that the fire department has
received satisfactory instruction on the operation, both automatic and manual, of the system and a written
maintenance program complying with the requirements of Section 909.20.1 has been submitted and approved
by the fire code official.

Exception: In buildings of phased construction, a temporary certificate of occupancy, as approved by the
fire code official, shall be allowed provided that those portions of the building to be occupied meet the
requirements of this section and that the remainder does not pose a significant hazard to the safety of the
proposed occupants or adjacent buildings.

Committee Reason: The code change proposal was approved as it provides the necessary next step for the
maintenance of the smoke control system. Since the authority that will follow the future maintenance of
systems is the fire department a modification was approved that adds the language “by the fire code official” to
the end of the section.

Assembly Action: None
F142-09/10
Committee Action: Disapproved

Committee Reason: The committee felt that it would be too restrictive to require the proposed level of
qualifications for the maintenance of approved smoke control systems.

Assembly Action: None

F143-09/10 Withdrawn by Proponent

F144-09/10

Note: The following analysis was not in the Code Change monograph but was published on the ICC website at
http://www.iccsafe.org/cs/codes/Documents/2009-10cycle/ProposedChanges/Standards-Analysis.pdf :

Analysis: Review of proposed new standard NFPA 204-2010 indicated that, in the opinion of ICC Staff, the
standard did comply with ICC standards criteria in terms of the availability of a consensus draft for the
committee hearing. Note that section 3.6.3.1 of CP28-05 requires that the standard be completed and readily
available prior to Final Action Consideration. The final action of this proposal will occur May 14-23, 2009.

Review of the proposed standard FM 4430-07 indicated that in the opinion of ICC Staff the standard did
not comply with ICC standards criteria. More specifically the standard did not meet the consensus process of
requirement of Section 3.6.3.2 of CP28-05.

Committee Action: Approved as Modified
Modify proposal as follows:

910.2.1 (IBC [F] 910.2.1) Group F-1 or S-1 -A mechanical smoke removal system shall be installed in ene
stery-buildings or portions thereof used as a Group F-1 or S-1 occupancy exceeding 50,000 square feet.
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910.2.3 (IBC [F] 910.2.3) Sprinklered high-piled combustible storage- A mechanical smoke removal system
shall be installed in ene-stery buildings or portions thereof containing high-piled combustible storage which is
protected by an automatic sprinkler system in accordance with Section 413 and the International Fire Code.

[F] 910.4. Mechanical smoke removal system. Where required by Sections 910.2.1 and 910.2.3, a
mechanical smoke removal system shall be provided in accordance with this section.

Exceptions:
Buildings or portions thereof which are protected by ESFR sprinklers.

1
2. Buildings equipped with smoke and heat vents designed in accordance with NFPA 204, when
permitted by NFPA 13.

910.4.6 (IBC [F] 910.4.6) Wiring and control. Wiring for the operation and control of smoke removal system
fans shall-be-connected-ahead-of the-main-disconnest provided with power in accordance with Section 909.11
and be protected by materials with a finish rating of 30-minutes not less than 1 hour.

2306.7 Smoke and heat venting. WWhere smoke and heat venting is required by Table 2306.2 in buildings not
protected by an automatic sprinkler system, smoke and heat vents and draft curtains shall be provided in
accordance with Section 910. Smoke and heat venting shall not be required where storage areas are protected
by early suppression fast response (ESFR) sprinkler systems installed in accordance with NFPA 13. Where
Table 2306.2 requires smoke and heat venting in a building with a standard sprinkler system, a-mechanical
smoke removal system shall be provided in accordance with Section 910.4. Where draft curtains are required
by Table 2306.2, they shall be provided in accordance with Section 910.3.4.

Revise Table 2306.2 Note j as follows:

j- Smoke and heat venting shall not be required when storage areas are protected by early suppression fast
response (ESFR) sprinkler systems installed in accordance with NFPA 13. Where a standard sprinkler
system is installed in these locations, a-mechanical smoke removal system shall be provided in
accordance with Section 910.4. See Section 2306.7.

NFPA
204-2040 2007 Standard for Smoke and Heat Venting

(Portions of the proposal not shown remain unchanged)

Committee R eason: Th e com mittee approved the pro posal with amendments asitw as felt th at a majo r
revision to this  section w as ne cessary. The p roposal essentially requires mec hanical smoke removal in
sprinklered buildings and using smoke and heat vents in unsprinklered buildings. There  were four major
modifications to this code change. The first removed the phrase “one-story” from sections 910.2.1 and 910.2.3
as mechanical smoke removal does not need to be limited to ‘one story” buildings as smoke and heat venting is
limited. The second modificatio n increases the rati ng of the wiring for the smok e removal s ystem from 3 0
minutes to 1 ho ur and also requires standb y power and some associated passive protection of such pow er
supplies in accordance with Section 909.11. Members of the committee felt smoke removal systems are critical
emergency systems that need additional protection even in buildings where sprinklers are operating. The third
modification recognizes some situations that are  per mitted by N FPA 13 to allo w smoke and he at vents in
sprinklered buildings. Allowing smoke and heat vents as an option when appropriate was felt to be necessary.
This revision adds a new exception to Section 910.4 to allow this in lieu of smoke removal systems. In addition,
Section 2306.7 and footnote j to Table 2306.2  makes the refer ence to smoke removal more general to be
inclusive of mechanical smoke removal and sm oke and h eatvents. T he fou rth modification changes th e
referenced edition of NFPA 204 from the 2010 edition to the 2007 edition. The reason for the chang e of edition
years relates to the fact that the 2010 edition is likely not to be available prior to the final action hearings.

Assembly Action: None
F145-09/10
Committee Action: Disapproved

Committee Rea son: T he com mittee disapproved the p roposal with concern t hat aisle configuration often
changes and in most cases draft curtains are not required in sprinklered buildings with high-piled storage.

Assembly Action: None
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F146-09/10

Note: The following analysis was not in the Code Change monograph but was published on the ICC website at
http://www.iccsafe.org/cs/codes/Documents/2009-10cycle/ProposedChanges/Standards-Analysis.pdf

Analysis: Review of proposed new standard NFPA 204-2007 indicated that, in the opinion of ICC Staff, the
standard did comply with ICC standards criteria. Note that section 3.6.3.1 of CP28-05 requires that the standard
be completed and readily available prior to Final Action Consideration. The final action of this proposal will
occur May 14-23, 2009.

Committee Action: Approved as Modified
Modify proposal as follows:

NFPA
204-20072010 Standard for Smoke and Heat Venting

(Portions of the proposal not shown remain unchanged.)

Committee Rea son: The com mittee approved the p roposal a s it provides th e necessar y m aintenance
requirement for smoke and he at vents that the code cu rrently | acks. The m odification simply revises the
standard edition of NFPA 204 to the 2010 edition.

Assembly Action: None
F147-09/10
Committee Action: Disapproved

Committee Reason: The committee disapproved the pr oposal as there are already so many labels involved
with the building and often times the caps on fire department connections go missing. Additionally, colors often
cannot be seen at night. Other comments addressed the fact that the methodology of labeling may vary from
jurisdiction to jurisdiction.

Assembly Action: None

F148-09/10

Both parts of this code change proposal were heard by the IFC Code Development
Committee.

PART I- IFC
Committee Action: Disapproved

Committee Re ason: The p roposal w as disapp roved for sever al r easons. More specifically it is unclear
whether the inte ntion was to r equire the device in all bu ildings or onl y in specific buildings. Currentl vy the
language appea rs to appl yto all buildings an d occupanc y cl assifications. | n addition it appears to be
proprietary in its requirements. The requirements may cause some technical difficulties with concerns with how
the term “heat sensors” are defined and how the system would be turned back on after an event.

Assembly Action: None
PART II- IFGC
Committee Action: Disapproved

Committee Reason: The proposal was disapproved based upon the action taken on Part | of this proposal.

Assembly Action: None
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F149-09/10

Committee Action: Approved as Submitted

Committee Reason: The committee agreed with and approved the proposal based on the proponent's reason
statement.

Assembly Action: None
F150-09/10
Committee Action: Disapproved

Committee Reason: The proponent re quested disapproval in order to work with the fire se rvice and oth er
stakeholders in preparing a very clear definition of the term "occupied" based on the number of persons.

Assembly Action: None
F151-09/10
Committee Action: Approved as Modified

Modify the proposal as follows:

1030.2 Reliability. Required exit accesses, exits or exit discharges shall be continuously maintained free from
obstructions or impediments to full instant use in the case of fire or other emergency when the areas served by
such exits are occupied. An exit or exit passageway shall not be used for any purpose that interferes with other
than-as a means of egress.

(Portions of the proposed code change not shown remain unchanged.)
Committee Reason: The committee agreed with the proponent's reason statement. The modification removes

former e xit passage way lang uage from the prop osal that could have lead to inconsistent enforcement and
would have made the proposed revisions more restrictive for existing buildings than for new buildings.

Assembly Action: None
F152-09/10
Committee Action: Approved as Submitted

Committee Reason: The committee agreed with and approved the proposal based on the proponent's reason
statement. The revised requirements w ill be les's restrictive that those required by the OSHA directive listed in
the bibliography, which requires fire detection at such work stations.

Assembly Action: None
F153-09/10
Committee Action: Approved as Submitted

Committee Reason: The committee agreed with the proponent's reason statement and preferred this proposal
over F154-09/10, which its prop onent offered to withdraw in fav or of this pro posal. It was feltt hat new dry
cleaning equipment addresses the safety hazards adequately. Also, stating the exceptions in the code text is
preferable to requiring the inspector to carry the referenced standard into the field a s code change F154-09/10
would do. It was also noted that California and several other states have banned perchloreth ylene which
requires that operators purchase new equipment and the committee felt that adding a sprinkler requirement on
top of that capital expense would be a hardship.

Assembly Action: None

F1 54-09/1 0 Withdrawn by Proponent
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F155-09/10

Committee Action: Disapproved

Committee Reason: The committee had conc erns about combustible finishes being delet ed and disagreed
with the blanket removal of dipping operations from IBC Section 416.5 since the IFC does require fire protection
for some dipping operations.

Assembly Action: None
F156-09/10
Committee Action: Disapproved

Committee Reason: The com mittee did not fe el that it had adequate informati on to properl y e valuate the
proposal and that there was inadequate justification provided. It was unclear as to how the 4 scf per cubic foot
of booth volume was determined. The current tim e-out interlock is straight forward and easy to ins pect while
the volume-based interlock would be difficult to inspect.

Assembly Action: None
F157-09/10
Committee Action: Disapproved

Committee Reason: The com mittee did not fe el that it had adequate informati on to properl y e valuate the
proposal and that there was inadequate justification provided. The current stated air velocity is straight forward
and eas y to me asure, whereas determining 25 % of the LFL would requir e e xpensive equipment and it is
unclear as to who would be responsible to provide such equipment.

Assembly Action: None
F158-09/10
Committee Action: Approved as Submitted

Committee Reason: The committee agreed with and approved the proposal based on the proponent's reason
statement. The proposal remov es reliance on onl y arc haic fog ging technolog y w hich req uired heating to
disperse the insecticidal vapors.

Assembly Action: None
F159-09/10
Committee Action: Approved as Modified

Modify the proposal as follows:

1701.1 Scope. Fumigation and thermal insecticidal fogging operations within buildings, structures and spaces
shall comply with this chapter.

1703.1 General. Buildings, structures and spaces in which fumigation and thermal insecticidal fogging
operations are conducted shall comply with the fire protection and safety requirements of Sections 1703.2
through 1703.7.

1703.3 Notification. The fire code official and fire chief shall be notified in writing at least 48 hours before the
building, structure or space is to be closed in connection with the utilization of any toxic or flammable fumigant.
Notification shall give the location of the enclosed space to be fumigated or fogged, the occupancy, the
fumigants or insecticides to be utilized, the person or persons responsible for the operation, and the date and
time at which the operation will begin. Written notice of any fumigation or thermat insecticidal fogging operation
shall be given to all affected occupants of the building, structure or space in which such operations are to be
conducted with sufficient advance notice to allow the occupants to evacuate the building, structure or space.
Such notice shall inform the occupants as to the purposes, anticipated duration and hazards associated with the
fumigation or insecticidal operation.
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(Portions of the proposed code change not shown remain unchanged.)

Committee Reason: The committee agreed with the proponent's reason statement. The modification provides
correlation with the action taken on code change F158-09/10.

Assembly Action: None

F160-09/10

Note: The following analysis was not in the Code Change monograph but was published on the ICC website at
http://www.iccsafe.org/cs/codes/Documents/2009-10cycle/ProposedChanges/Standards-Analysis.pdf :

Analysis: Review of the proposed new standard ANSI/UL 2360-00 indicated that, in the opinion of ICC staff,
the standard did comply with ICC standards criteria.

Committee Action: Approved as Modified
Modify the proposal as follows:

1803.10.1.2 Combustible tools. Where the horizontal surface of a combustible tool is obstructed from ceiling
sprinkler discharge, automatic sprinkler protection that covers the horizontal surface of the tool shall be
provided.

Exceptions:

1. An automatic gaseous fire-extinguishing local surface application system shall be allowed as an
alternative to sprinklers. Gaseous-extinguishing systems shall be actuated by infrared (IR) or
ultraviolet/infrared (UVIR) optical detectors.

2. Tools constructed of materials that are listed as Class 1 or Class 2 in accordance with UL 2360
and or approved for use without internal fire extinguishing system protection.

(Portions of the proposed code change not shown remain unchanged.)

Committee Reason: The committee generally agreed with the proponent's reason statement. The proposed
revision to Section 1803.10.1.2, Exception 2 would strip the fire code official of the authority to approve unlisted
tools however, the modification restores that authority.

Assembly Action: None

F161-09/10

Both parts of this code change proposal were heard by the IFC Code Development
Committee.

PART I- IFC
Committee Action: Disapproved

Committee Reason: The proponent requested disapproval to allow additional dialogue on the subject with the
fire service.

Assembly Action: None
PART II- IMC
Committee Action: Approved as Modified

Modify the proposal as follows:

510.7 Suppression required. Ducts shall be protected with an approved automatic fire suppression system
installed in accordance with the International Building Code.

Exceptions:

1. An approved automatic fire suppression system shall not be required in ducts conveying
materials, fumes, mists and vapors that are nonflammable and noncombustible and-where
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conditions and at any concentrations.
2. Automatic fire suppression systems shall not be required in metallic and noncombustible, g
nonmetallic exhaust ducts in semiconductor fabrication facilities.
2-3. An approved automatic fire suppression system shall not be required in ducts where the
largest cross-sectional diameter of the duct is less than 10 inches (254 mm).
3:4. For laboratories, as defined in Section 510.1, automatic fire protection
systems shall not be required in laboratory hoods or exhaust systems.

it under all

Committee Reason: The committee agreed with the propon ent's reason statement. The modification retur ns
the original text of Exception 1 and adds a new Exception 2 to clarify where automatic sprinklers are required in
hazardous exhaust systems.

Assembly Action: None

F162-09/10

Both parts of this code change proposal were heard by the IFC Code Development
Committee.

PART I- IFC
Committee Action: Disapproved

Committee Reason: In the floor testimony, it was indicated that a revised version of ASTM E2336 which would
include other th an gre ase duct applications is n ot ready now nor will it be re ady in time for the final action
hearing as required by CP-28, Section 3.6. Also, the proponent offered a modification that would have included
deletion of the re ferences to AST M E2336. The committee did not move the modification and disapproved th e
code change because it felt that a specific testing standard is essential to the proposal. Also, the committee felt
that the assembly needs to be tested as-installed rather than installed-as-tested and should not be subject only
to the manufacturer's instructions.

Assembly Action: None

PART II- IBC FIRE SAFETY
Committee Action: Disapproved

Committee Reason: The proposal was disapproved for consistency with the action taken on Part I.

Assembly Action: None
F163-09/10
Committee Action: Disapproved

Committee Reason: The committee preferred code change F164-09/10 over this proposal to avoid conflicting
requirements with NFPA 318.

Assembly Action: None

F164-09/10

Note: The following analysis was not in the Code Change monograph but was published on the ICC website at
http://www.iccsafe.org/cs/codes/Documents/2009-10cycle/ProposedChanges/Standards-Analysis.pdf :

Analysis: Review of the proposed new standard NFPA 318-09 indicated that, in the opinion of ICC staff, the
standard did comply with ICC standards criteria.

Committee Action: Approved as Submitted

Committee Re ason: The co mmittee prefer red this proposal over F163- 09/10 because it is more
comprehensive in its approach to the subject matter by referencing a nationally recognized standard that SAGS
facilities will be required (by insurers) to compl y with anyway. Also, F163-09/10 would only regulate ventilation
whereas NFPA 318 regulates the entire concept of SAGS.

Assembly Action: None
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F165-09/10

Committee Action: Approved as Submitted

Committee Reason: The committee agreed with the proponent's reason statement and felt that the proposal
provides needed correlation with current technology and industry practices.

Assembly Action: None
F166-09/10
Committee Action: Approved as Submitted

Committee Reason: The committee agreed with the proponent's reason statement and felt that the proposal
provides a needed update to current performance-based technology.

Assembly Action: None
F167-09/10
Committee Action: Approved as Modified

Modify the proposal as follows:

1805.3.1 Corridors and exit enclosures. Corr|dors and eX|t enclosures i in new bundlngs or servmg new
fabrication areas shall not contain HPM, i 2t
area, except as permitted in exit corridors by Sectlon 415 8 6.3 of the Internatlonal Bwldlng Code and Section
1805.3.2 of this code.

1805.3.2 Transport in corridors and exit enclosures. Transport in corridors and exit enclosures shall be in
accordance with Sections 1805.3.2.1 through 1805.3.3.

1805.3.2.1 Fabrication area alterations. When existing fabrication areas are altered or modified in existing
buildings, HPM is allowed to be transported in existing corridors when such corridors comply with Section
415.8.3 of the International Building Code and Section 2703.10 of this Code.

1805 3 2.2 HPM transport in corrldors and eX|t enclosures HPM—m—quanﬂﬂeseqHaJ—t&er—less—than—the

a8 A v A id Non-production HPM is
aIIowed to be transported in corrldors and eX|t enclosures |f ut|||zed for mamtenance lab work and testing when
the transportation is in accordance with Section 2703.10.

1805.3.3 Service corridors. When a new fabrlcatlon area is constructed a service corridor shaII be provided
where it is necessary to transport HPM &t
areafrom a liquid storage room, HPM room, gas room, or from the outS|de of a bunldlng to the perlmeter wall of
a fabrication areas. Service corridors shall be designed and constructed in accordance with the International
Building Code.

1805.3.4 Carts and trucks. Carts and trucks used to transport HPM in corridors and exit enclosures in existing
buildings shall comply with Section 2703.10.3.

IBC [F] 415.8.3 Corridors. Corridors shall comply with Chapter 10 and shall be separated from fabrication
areas as specified in sectlon 415 8 2.2. Comdors shaII not contain HPM and shall not be used for transporting
such materials in-gu a except through
closed piping systems as prowded in sectlon 415 8 6 3

Excepti ons:

I~

Non-production HPM is allowed to be transported in corridors if utilized for maintenance, lab
work and testing.
2. Where existing fabrication areas are altered or modified, HPM is allowed to be transported in
existing corridors, subject to the following conditions:
2. _ 1. Corridors. Corridors adjacent to the fabrication area where the alteration work is to be
done shall comply with Section 1018 for a length determined as follows:
2.1.1. The length of the common wall of the corridor and the
fabrication area; and
2. _1.2. For the distance along the corridor to the point of entry of HPM into the
corridor serving that fabrication area.
2. _ 2. Emergency alarm system. There shall be an emergency telephone system, a local manual
alarm station or other approved alarm-initiating device within corridors at not more than 150-foot
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(45 720 mm) intervals and at each exit and doorway. The signal shall be relayed to an approved

central, proprietary or remote station service or the emergency control station and shall also

initiate a local audible alarm.

2.3. Pass-throughs. Self-closing doors having a fire protection rating of not less than 1 hour
shall separate pass-throughs from existing corridors. Pass-throughs shall be constructed as required
for the corridors and protected by an approved automatic fire-extinguishing system.

Committee Reason: The committee generally agreed with the proponent's reason statement but preferred the
modified version of the proposal. In response to concerns expressed by the fire service, the modification
clarifies that the proposal is applicable to small maintenance, lab and testing quantities of HPM and not
production quantities and would allow transport in corridors as within any other Group H occupancy.

Assembly Action: None
F168-09/10
Committee Action: Approved as Submitted

Committee Reason: The committee agreed with the proponent's reason statement and felt that the code
change will further open the door to the new technology of biodiesel fuels.

Assembly Action: None
F169-09/10
Committee Action: Approved as Submitted

Committee Reason: The committee agreed with the proponent's reason statement and felt that the code
change is consistent with the trend toward not using "laundry lists" in the code.

Assembly Action: None

F170-09/10 Withdrawn by Proponent

F171-09/10

Committee Action: Approved as Submitted

Committee Reason: The committee agreed with and approved the proposal based on the proponent's reason
statement.

Assembly Action: None
F172-09/10
Committee Action: Disapproved

Committee Reason: The committee felt that self-certification is inconsistent with the code and should not be
approved. The proponent also requested disapproval in order to submit a modification in a public comment.

Assembly Action: None
F173-09/10
Committee Action: Approved as Submitted

Committee Reason: The committee agreed with the proponent's reason statement and felt that the code
change better accommodates alcohol-blended fuels.

Assembly Action: None
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F174-09/10

Committee Action: Approved as Modified

Modify the proposal as follows:

2209.3.2.5 4 Liquefied Cryogenic-fluid hydrogen storage. Storage of Cryegenic-fluid hydrogen shall be in
accordance with Chapters 32 and 35.

(Portions of the proposed code change not shown remain unchanged.)

Committee Reason: The committee approved this proposal as modified for consistency with the action taken
on code chan ges F214- and F215-09/10. The modification removes proposed Section 2209.3.1 which was
originally intend ed for tanks rath er than dispens ers and retains t he current t ext of Section 2209. 3.2.5 which
contains the corr ect terminology. The Approved as Modified actio n also enabled withdrawal of co de changes
F176- and F177-09/10.

Assembly Action: None

F175-09/10

Note: The following analysis was not in the Code Change monograph but was published on the ICC website at
http://www.iccsafe.org/cs/codes/Documents/2009-10cycle/ProposedChanges/Standards-Analysis.pdf :

Analysis: Drafts of the proposed CSA HGV 4 standards were not submitted for review.

Committee Action: Disapproved

Committee Reason: The documents proposed as referenced s tandards are still in draft form an d were not
submitted to staff or the committee for review.

Assembly Action: None

F1 76-09/1 0 Withdrawn by Proponent
F1 77-09/1 0 Withdrawn by Proponent
F178-09/10

Note: The following analysis was not in the Code Change monograph but was published on the ICC website at
http://www.iccsafe.org/cs/codes/Documents/2009-10cycle/ProposedChanges/Standards-Analysis.pdf :

Analysis: Review of the proposed new standard UL 2017-08 indicated that, in the opinion of ICC staff, the
standard did comply with ICC standards criteria.

Committee Action: Approved as Modified

Modify the proposal as follows:
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3704.2.2.10.1 Gas detection system components. Gas detection system control units shall be listed and
labeled in accordance with UL 864 or UL 2017,_or approved. Gas detectors shall be listed and labeled in
accordance with UL 2075 for use with the gases and vapors being detected, or approved.

(Portions of the proposed code change not shown remain unchanged.)

Committee Reason: The committee agreed with the proponent's reason statement. The modification provides
the fire code official w ith the ability to approve ga s detection s ystem components that may not be listed and
labeled.

Assembly Action: None

F179-09/10

Note: The following analysis was not in the Code Change monograph but was published on the ICC website at
http://www.iccsafe.org/cs/codes/Documents/2009-10cycle/ProposedChanges/Standards-Analysis.pdf :

Analysis: Review of t he proposed new standard FM 4996-07 indicated that, in t he opinion of ICC staff, t he
standard did not comply with ICC standards criteria, Section 3.6.2.1. ASME MH1-2005 was not submitted for
review.

Committee Action: Disapproved

Committee Reason: The committee disapproved the proposal as it would severely limit the ty pes of pallets
allowed. A mor e generic appro ach was preferred versus allowing wood pallets in all ca ses but limiting other
types of pallett hrough a testing procedure. In addition, the standard FM 4996 was noted by st aff as not
complying with the CP28 and ASME MH1 w as not provided for review. This prop osal would also remove idle
pallets from the high hazard category which created concern for some committee members.

Assembly Action: None

F180-09/10

Committee Action: Disapproved

Committee Reason: The proposal was disapproved as it w as felt t hat aisles ar e an integral par t of the fire
protection in a warehouse and should not be excluded in the definition.

Assembly Action: None
F181-09/10
Committee Action: Disapproved

Committee Rea son: The p roposal w as disapproved as it is common fo r ¢ ommodities to change an d
commodities are often moved around. Enforcing this exception allowing no separation would be very difficult.

Assembly Action: None
F182-09/10
Committee Action: Disapproved

Committee Reason: The proposal was disapproved as it appears to counter the needs of the fire department
by allowing doors 200 feet apart. In addition, as proposed, the language is confusing.

Assembly Action: None
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F183-09/10

Note: The following analysis was not in the Code Change monograph but was published on the ICC website at
http://www.iccsafe.org/cs/codes/Documents/2009-10cycle/ProposedChanges/Standards-Analysis.pdf :

Analysis: Review of t he proposed new standard FM 4996-07 indicated that, in t he opinion of ICC staff, t he
standard did not comply with ICC standards criteria, Section 3.6.2.1.

Committee Action: Disapproved

Committee Reason: The proposal was disapproved based both upon the action on code change F179-09/10
and also per the proponents re quest. Additionally, the standa rd was noted by staff as not comply ing with ICC
CP28.

Assembly Action: None
F184-09/10
Committee Action: Approved as Submitted

Committee Rea son: The p roposal w as approv ed as it provide s a necessary tool to address an ongoing
problem of maintaining flue spaces in a rack configuration in high-piled storage applications.

Assembly Action: None
F185-09/10
Committee Action: Disapproved

Committee Rea son: The com mittee disapprov ed the prop osal with concerns related to t he sa fety of fire
fighters when operating the storage equipment and trying to manually shut down the pallet movers.

Assembly Action: None
F186-09/10
Committee Action: Approved as Modified

Modify the proposal as follows:

3302.1 Definitions. The following words and terms shall, for the purposes of this chapter and as used
elsewhere in this code, have the meanings shown herein.

EXPLOSIVE. A chemical compound, mixture or device, the primary or common purpose of which is to function
by explosion. The term includes, but is not limited to, dynamite, black powder, pellet powder, initiating
explosives, detonators, safety fuses, squibs, detonating cord, igniter cord, igniters and display fireworks, 1.3G
(Class B, Special).

(Portions of the proposed code change not shown remain unchanged.)

Committee Reason: The committee agreed with the proponent's reason statement and felt that the proposal
removes an unnecessary redundancy in the table. The modification completes the code change since the 2009
edition was not available when the proponent prepared the code change and also removes pote ntial conflict
between the fireworks and explosives definitions.

Assembly Action: None
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F187-09/10

Committee Action: Approved as Submitted

Committee Rea son: Th e committee felt that the proposal pr ovides a reasonable clarification of the
combustible dust requirements without creating a "laundry list" of conditions.

Assembly Action: None
F188-09/10
Committee Action: Approved as Submitted

Committee Reason: The committee agreed with the proponent's reason statement and felt that the proposal
will provide guidance to designers and field inspectors on how systems are to be installed.

Assembly Action: None
F189-09/10
Committee Action: Disapproved

Committee Rea son: The com mittee felt that relocation of the control area flo or require ments to a table
footnote would increase the floo r fire- resistance rating re quirements of shorte r b uildings without j ustification.
Also, a feature a s important as the floor rating requirement should remain in the body of t he text and not be
relegated to a ta ble note. The pr oposal is generally inconsistent with the inte rpretive and instructional histor y
regarding control areas.

Assembly Action: None
F190-09/10
Committee Action: Disapproved

Committee Re ason: The com mittee felt that the proposal, while consistent with th e issued committee

interpretations, does not clarify the code because the interpretations themselves are a pro blem. The code has
always allowed multi-story control areas. The committ ee did feel, however, that the proposed rev ision to the
definition of Control Area had merit and should be pursued in a public comment.

Assembly Action: None
F191-09/10
Committee Action: Approved as Submitted

Committee Reason: The committee agreed with the proponent's reason statement and felt that the proposal
provides needed clarity to the code.

Assembly Action: None
F192-09/10
Committee Action: Approved as Submitted

Committee Reason: The committee agreed with and approved the proposal based on the proponent's reason
statement.

Assembly Action: None
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F193-09/10

Both parts of this code change proposal were heard by the IFC Code Development
Committee.

PART I- IFC
Committee Action: Approved as Submitted

Committee Reason: The committee agreed with and approved the proposal based on the proponent's reason
statement.

Assembly Action: None

PART II- IBC FIRE SAFETY
Committee Action: Approved as Submitted

Committee Reason: The committee agreed with and approved the proposal based on the proponent's reason
statement.

Assembly Action: None
F194-09/10
Committee Action: Disapproved

Committee Rea son: The com mittee felt that the pro posal would introduce confusion and disrupt the
correlation that currently e xists bet ween the | FC and IM C. T he proposal would al so introduce subjective
language that could create problems with enforcement as well as introducing un wieldliness through the use o f
tables from the Code of Federal Regulations.

Assembly Action: None

F195-09/10

Note: This code change was contained in the errata posted on the ICC website. Please go to
http://www.iccsafe.org/cs/codes/Pages/09-10ProposedChanges.aspx.

Committee Action: Disapproved

Committee Reason: The committee felt that deletion of the entir e section in favor of a r eference to NFPA 99
would require the inspector to carry another book into the field in order to have access to the same material that
is the current co ntent of Section 3006. The committee also  felt that since the original intent of the legacy

Uniform Fire Code from which t he IFC te xt was derived was to apply to dent al offices and sim ilar small
occupancies, the IFC should remain as curr ently written. Also, deletion of Secti on 3006. 3 would sever the

current reference link with Section 4004 and outdoor storage provisions.

Assembly Action: None

F196-09/10

Note: The following analysis was not in the Code Change monograph but was published on the ICC website at
http://www.iccsafe.org/cs/codes/Documents/2009-10cycle/ProposedChanges/Standards-Analysis.pdf :

Analysis: Review of the proposed new standard APA 87-1 (2001) indicated that, in the opinion of ICC staff, the
standard did not comply with ICC standards criteria, Sections 3.6.2.1, 3.6.2.11 and 3.6.3.2.

Committee Action: Disapproved

Committee Reason: The committee felt that the proposal is inconsistent with the action taken on code change
F186-09/10 a nd that a modification suggested by th e proponent tor esolve that inconsistency was mor e
confusing than helpful. Also, the proposed r eferenced standard does not comply with ICC CP-28, Section 3.6
and was also found to be unclear and confusing by some committee members.

Assembly Action: None
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F197-09/10

Committee Action: Disapproved

Committee Reason: The pr oposal was disapproved for consis tency with the ac tion taken on co de change
F196-09/10.

Assembly Action: None
F198-09/10
Committee Action: Disapproved

Committee Reason: The proposal was disapproved for consist ency with the action taken on code changes
F196- and F197-09/10.

Assembly Action: None
F199-09/10
Committee Action: Approved as Modified

Modify the proposal as follows:

TABLE 3304.5.2(3)
TABLE OF DISTANCES (Q-D) FOR BUILDINGS AND MAGAZINES
CONTAINING EXPLOSIVES—DIVISION 1.4°

c. Restricted to articles, including articles packaged for shipment, that are not regulated as an explosive
under Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and Firearms regulations, or unpacked articles used in process
operations that do not propagate a detonation or deflagration between articles. This table shall not apply to
consumer fireworks, 1.4G and-nrovelties;1-4G.

Committee Reason: The proposal was approved because it provides an appropriate change to the table title.
The modification provides consistency with the action taken on code changes F196- and F197-09/10.

Assembly Action: None
F200-09/10
Committee Action: Approved as Submitted

Committee Reason: The com mittee felt that t he proposal r epresents an important public healt h issue and
approved it based on the proponent's reason statement.

Assembly Action: None
F201-09/10
Committee Action: Approved as Submitted

Committee Reason: The committee agreed with and approved the proposal based on the proponent's reason
statement. The proposal also provides correlation with Table 7.3.3 of NFPA 30.

Assembly Action: None
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F202-09/10

Committee Action: Disapproved

Committee Reason: The proponent's concern is galvanic action where dissimilar materials are joined but the
proposal does not reflect that. To the contrary, the proposal would limit the use of steel tanks or require them to
be lined, including retroactivel y. The histor y of storing alcohol blended fuels in steel tanks has show n no
problems with corrosion. Cur rent section 3704.2.9. 1 adequatel y addresses the proponent 's concerns. The
committee also noted that its disapproval is not in conflict with the action taken on code change F173-09/10.

Assembly Action: None
F203-09/10
Committee Action: Approved as Modified

Modify the proposal as follows:

3404.2.7.3.2 Vent-line flame arresters pressure-vacuum vents. Listed or approved flame arresters or
pressure-vacuum (PV) vents that remain closed unless venting under pressure or vacuum conditions shall be
installed in normal vents of tanks containing Class IB and IC liquids.

Exception: When determined by the fire code official that the use of such devices can result in damage to
the tank.

Vent-line flame arresters and-venting-devices shall be installed and-maintained in accordance with their
listings and or API1 2000 and maintained in accordance with Section 21.8.6 of NFPA 30 or API 2000. Use-of In-
line flame arresters in piping systems shall be installed and maintained in accordance with their listing and or
API 2028. Pressure vacuum vents shall be installed in accordance with Section 21.4.3 of NFPA 30 or APl 2000
and maintained in accordance with Section 21.8.6 of NFPA 30 or API 2000.

3404.2.9.7.3 Flame arresters. Approved flame arresters or pressure breather valves shall be installed in
normal vents.

Committee Reason: The committee agreed that the prop osal provides a needed improvement in the level of
protection affor ded to aboveg round tanks that are not classified as protected abovegroun dt anks. The
modification to Section 3404.2.7. 3.2 adds a refe rence to the appropriate NFPA 3 0 section as an alternative to
API 2000. The modification to reinstate Section 3404.2.9.7.3 maintains the extra measure of protection that has
always been afforded to protected aboveground tanks.

Assembly Action: None
F204-09/10
Committee Action: Approved as Submitted

Committee R eason: Th e com mittee agreed with the prop onent's reason state ment that the proposal w ill
provide increased safety for protected aboveground tanks installed indoors and storing Class | liquids.

Assembly Action: None
F205-09/10
Committee Action: Approved as Modified

Modify the proposal as follows:

3404.2.9.5.2 Fill pipe connections. Fill pipe connections for tanks storing Class |, Il and 1A liquids and Class
11IB liquids connected to fuel-burning equipment shall be in accordance with Section 3404.2.9.7.7.

(Portions of the proposed code change not shown remain unchanged.)

Committee R eason: Th e com mittee agreed with the prop onent's reason state ment that the proposal w ill
provide parity between protected aboveground tanks and non-protected aboveground tanks. The m odification
provides an exe mption for certain tanks containing Class IlIB liquids but t hat are not connected to f uel-burning
equipment.

Assembly Action: None

2009 ICC PUBLIC HEARING RESULTS 279



F206-09/10

Committee Action: Approved as Submitted

Committee Reason: The committee agreed with the proponent's reason statement and felt that the proposal
will provide better correlation with NFPA 30.

Assembly Action: None
F207-09/10
Committee Action: Approved as Submitted

Committee Reason: The committee agreed with the proponent's reason statement and agreed that the table
should be correlated with the latest fire test data.

Assembly Action: None
F208-09/10
Committee Action: Approved as Modified

Modify the proposal as follows:

3405.2.4 Class |, Il and lll liquids. Class | liquids or when heated to or above their flash points, Class Il and
Class Il liquids shall be transferred by one of the following methods:

1.  From safety cans complying with UL 30.

2. Through an approved closed piping system.

3. From containers or tanks by an approved pump taking suction through an opening in the top of the
container or tank.

4. For Class IB, IC, Il and Ill liquids, from containers or tanks by gravity through an approved self-closing
or automatic-closing valve when the container or tank and dispensing operations are provided with
spill control and secondary containment in accordance with Section 3403.4. Class IA liquids shall not
be dispensed by gravity from tanks.

5.  Approved engineered liquid transfer systems.

Exception: Liquids in containers not exceeding a 5.3-gallon (20 L) capacity.

Committee Reason: The committee agreed with and approved the proposal based on the proponent's reason
statement. The modification corrects an editorial error in the proposal.

Assembly Action: None
F209-09/10
Committee Action: Disapproved

Committee Reason: The committee felt thatit was unclear as to w hether the p roposed standard takes into
account the ele vated tempe ratures of liquids he ated up to or above their flash points as regula ted by this
section

Assembly Action: None
F210-09/10
Committee Action: Approved as Modified

Modify the proposal as follows:

3405.2.4 Class |, Il and Il liquids. Class | liquids or Class Il liquids and Class lll liquids that are heated up to or
above their flash points shall be transferred by one of the following methods:
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From safety cans with UL 30.

Through an approved closed piping system.

From containers or tanks by an approved pump taking suction through an opening in the top of the

container or tank.

4. For Class IB, IC, Il and Ill liquids, from containers or tanks by gravity through an approved self-closing
or automatic-closing valve when the container or tank and dispensing operations are provided with
spill control and secondary containment in accordance with Section 3403.4. Class IA liquids shall not
be dispensed by gravity from tanks.

5.  Approved engineered liquid transfer systems.

Exception: Liquids in original shipping containers not exceeding a 5.3-gallon (20 L) 4+-3-gallen{5-1)
capacity.

W=

Committee Reason: The committee agree d with the p roponent's reason statement but f elt that the modified
proposal better achieves the proponent's intent by preventing the transfer of liquids from temporary, single-use
containers and provides more direct correlation with Section 18.4.2 of NFPA 30.

Assembly Action: None

F211-09/10

Note: The following analysis was not in the Code Change monograph but was published on the ICC website at
http://www.iccsafe.org/cs/codes/Documents/2009-10cycle/ProposedChanges/Standards-Analysis.pdf :

Analysis: Review of the propos ed new standard UL 1204-04 ind icated that, in th e opinion of ICC staff, the
standard did not comply with ICC standards criteria, Sections 3.6.2.11 and 3.6.3.2.

Committee Action: Approved as Submitted

Committee Reason: The committee agreed with the proponent's reason statement and felt that the proposal
provided clearer guidance on the standard to which the machines must be listed.

Assembly Action: None
F212-09/10
Committee Action: Approved as Submitted

Committee Reason: The committee agreed with the proponent's reason statement and that the p roposal will
provide increased safety.

Assembly Action: None

F213-09/10

Note: The following analysis was not in the Code Change monograph but was published on the ICC website at
http://www.iccsafe.org/cs/codes/Documents/2009-10cycle/ProposedChanges/Standards-Analysis.pdf :

Analysis: Review of the proposed new standards IEC 60601-1-1-2:2004 and UL/CE 60601-1-03 indicated that,
in the opinion of ICC staff, th e standards did no t comply with IC C standards crit eria, Sections 3.6.2.11 an d
3.6.3.2.

Committee Action: Approved as Modified
Modify the proposal as follows:

3405.5 Alcohol-based hand rubs classified as Class | or Il liquids. The use of wall-mounted dispensers
containing alcohol-based hand rubs classified as Class | or |l liquids shall be in accordance with all of the
following:

1. The maximum capacity of each dispenser shall be 68 ounces (2 L).

2. The minimum separation between dispensers shall be 48 inches (1219 mm).

3. The dispensers shall not be installed directly adjacent to, directly above or below an electrical
receptacle, switch, appliance, device or other ignition source. The wall space between the ispenser
and the floor shall remain clear and unobstructed.

4. Dispensers shall be mounted so that the bottom of the dispenser is a minimum of 42 inches (1067
mm) and a maximum of 48 inches (1219 mm) above the finished floor.

5. Dispensers shall not release their contents except when the dispenser is manually activated.
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Facilities shall be permitted to install and use automatically activated “Touch Free” alcohol based

15:2- The facility or persons responsible for the dispensers shall test the dispensers each time a
new refill is installed in accordance with the manufacturer’'s care and use instructions
5.2 53: Dispensers shall be designed and must operate in a manner that ensures accidental or
malicious activations of the dispensing device are minimized. At a minimum, all devices
subject to or used in accordance with this section shall have the following safety features:
5.2.1 53+  Any activations of the dispenser shall only occur when an object is placed

w ithin four inches of the sensing device.

5.2.2532. The dispenser shall not dispense more than the amount required for hand
h ygiene consistent with label instructions as regulated by the Food and
Drug Administration.

5.2.356:33:  An object placed within the activation zone and left in place will cause only
one activation.

6. Storage and use of alcohol-based hand rubs shall be in accordance with the
applicable provisions of Sections 3404 and 3405.
7. Dispensers installed in occupancies with carpeted floors shall only be allowed in smoke
compartments or fire areas equipped throughout with an approved automatic sprinkler system in
accordance with Section 903.3.1.1 or 903.3.1.2.

Chapter 47:

Committee Reason: The committee agre ed that the proposal is a public health improvement that will reduce
contamination of the dispenser oper ating mecha nism. The committee also expr essed some co ncern over
accidental or mischievious/malicious activations of the dispensers and suggested a public comment to address
those issues. The modifica tion suggested b y the prop onent deletes references to standards that were
determined not to be in complian ce with ICC CP-28, Section 3.6 and could only be used to certify products but
could not be used for listing.

Assembly Action: None
F214-09/10
Committee Action: Approved as Modified

Modify the proposal as follows:

3504.2.1 Distance limitation to exposures. Outdoor storage or use of flammable compressed gases ether
than-hydrogen shall be located from a lot line, public street, public alley, public way, or building not associated
with the manufacture or distribution of such gases in accordance with Table 3504.2.1. Fhe-outdoorstorage-of

(Portions of the proposed code change not shown remain unchanged.)

Committee Re ason: T he co mmittee agre ed with the pro ponent's reason statement. T he modification
suggested by the proponent reta ins the current t ext in anticipatio n of the submitt al of a more co mprehensive
code change proposal in the future that will correlate the subject matter of several competing code changes.

Assembly Action: None
F215-09/10
Committee Action: Approved as Modified

Modify the proposal as follows:

3501.1 Scope. The storage and use of flammable gases shall be in accordance with this chapter.
Compressed gases shall also comply with Chapter 30 and cryogenic fluids shall also comply with Chapter 32.
Bulk hydrogen and ether-bulkflammable compressed gas systems and bulk liquefied hydrogen and-etherbulk
flammable-eryogenicfluid gas systems shall comply with NFPA 55. Hydrogen motor fuel-dispensing stations
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and repair garages and their associated aboveground hydrogen storage systems shall also be designed and
constructed in accordance with Chapter 22.

3502.1 Definitions. The following words and terms shall, for the purposes of this chapter and as used
elsewhere in this code, have the meanings shown herein.

Committee Reason: The committee approved this proposal as m odified for consistency with the action taken
on code change F214-09/10. The modification correlates the proposal with the modified F214-09/1 0 which, by
referencing NFPA 55, accomplishes the correctio n to T able 3504.2.1 that the C GA was attempting to make in
this proposal. Since the correct table appears in NFPA 55, Table 3504.2.1 is no longer needed and is therefore
being deleted by the modification.

Assembly Action: None
F216-09/10
Committee Action: Disapproved

Committee Reason: The committee felt thatt he proposal was taking too broa d an app roach with a total
prohibition of LPG containers on roofs and felt that the code should not override the referenced standard, NFPA
58, which allows containers on ro ofs under certain conditions. The committee suggested that a cont ainer size
limitation might be useful and also that the prop osal should clarify that it would be applicable only to permanent
installations and not to DOTn cylinders used in roofing operations.

Assembly Action: Approved as Submitted
F217-09/10
Committee Action: Disapproved

Committee Reason: The committee felt that the proposal is attempting to address a contractual issue which is
outside the scope of the IF  C and also felt that the attendant se ction is not the correct location for such a
proposal.

Assembly Action: None
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F218-09/10

Committee Action: Approved as Modified

Modify the proposal as follows:

3809.15 LP-gas cylinder exchange for resale. In addition to other applicable requirements of this chapter,

facilities operating cylinder exchange stations for LP-gas that are accessible to the public shall comply with the
following requirements.

1.  Cylinders shall be secured in a lockable, ventilated metal cabinet or other approved enclosure.
Cylinders shall be accessible only by authorized personnel or by use of an automated exchange
system in accordance with Section 3809.15.1.

3. A sign shall be posted on the entry door of the business operating the cylinder exchange stating “DO
NOT BRING LP-GAS CYLINDERS INTO THE BUILDING” or similar approved wording.

4.  An emergency contact information sign shall be posted within 10 feet of the cylinder storage cabinet.
The content, lettering, size, color and location of the required sign shall be as required by the fire
code official.

3809.15.1 Automated cylinder exchange stations. Cylinder exchange stations that include an automated
vending system for exchanging cylinders shall comply with the following additional requirements:

1. The vending system shall only permit access to a single cylinder per individual transaction.

Cabinets storing cylinders shall be designed such that cylinders can only be placed inside when they
are oriented in the upright position.

3. Devices operating door releases for access to stored cylinders shall be permitted to be pneumatic,
mechanical or electrically powered.

4. Electrical equipment inside of or within 5 feet of a cabinet storing cylinders, including but not limited to
electronics associated with vending operations, shall comply with the requirements for Class |,
Division 2 equipment in accordance with NFPA 70.

5. A manual override control shall be permitted for use by authorized personnel. On newly installed
cylinder exchange stations, the vending system shall not be capable of returning to automatic
operation after a manual override until the system has been inspected and reset by authorized
personnel.

6. Inspections shall be conducted by authorized personnel to verify that all cylinders are secured,
access doors are closed and the station has no visible damage or obvious defects, which necessitate
placing the station out of service. The frequency of inspections shall be as specified by the fire code
official.

Committee Reason: The committee felt that due to the rapid increase in the use of LP-gas cylinders over the
past decade, automated refill and exchange stations for consumer propane tanks have created new public
safety hazards in need of reasonable regulation. In approving the modification, the committee agreed that,
rather than prohibiting automated LPG exchange racks as recommended in the original proposal, the
modification replacing the original proposal provides an appropriate set of safety controls that have been jointly
developed by fire service and industry representatives. With these controls in place, LPG exchange racks will
be suitably regulated by the IFC. The committee also suggested that a public comment would be useful to
clarify to whom the term "authorized personnel” is referring in Sections 3809.15(2), 3809.15.1(5) and
3809.15.1(6).

Assembly Action: None
F219-09/10
Committee Action: Approved as Submitted

Committee Reason: The com mittee felt that the proposal clarif ies that the fire code official do es have the
authority to require alterations in buildings not built under the build ing code. The r evision to Table 4604.18.2
provides protection to new buildings by correlating the sprinklered building travel distance limitations to make
them less restrictive that those for ne w buildings, thus preventing a ne w building from being in violation upo n
issuance of a certificate of occupancy.

Assembly Action: None

2009 ICC PUBLIC HEARING RESULTS 284



F220-09/10

Committee Action: Disapproved

Committee Reason: T he committee felt that t he proposal would create a finan cial hardship in these difficult
economic times for existing businesse s, especially small retailers, and w ould affect all occupancies in mixed-
use buildings th at house these types of businesses. The propo sal should also be correlated with the action
taken on code change F6 9-09/10 which established a thres hold for these occupa ncies when new to prevent a
more restrictive requirement for existing buildings.

Assembly Action: None
F221-09/10
Committee Action: Approved as Modified

Modify the proposal as follows:

4603.5.2 Existing helistops and heliports. Existing buildings with a rooftop helistop or heliport located more
than 30 feet above the lowest level of fire department access to the roof level on which the helistop or heliport is
located shall be equipped with standpipes in accordance with Section 1107.5.

(Portions of the proposed code change not shown remain unchanged.)

Committee Reason: The committee agreed with and approved the proposal based on the pro ponent's reason
statement. The modification provides correlation with the action taken on code change F92-09/10.

Assembly Action: None
F222-09/10
Committee Action: Disapproved

Committee Reason: The committee felt that the action taken on code change F221-09/10 adequately provides
for standpipes i n existing multi- story buildings. Also, the actions taken on code changes F8-and F9-09/10
should be given an opportunity to develop some history upon which to base any future requirements and avoid
unintended consequences that could arise from approving this proposal.

Assembly Action: Non
F223-09/10
Committee Action: Approved as Submitted

Committee R eason: The committee agreed with the pr oponent's reason state ment. The prop osal w ould
provide correlation with Chapter 9.

Assembly Action: None
F224-09/10
Committee Action: Disapproved

Committee Re ason: The com mittee felt that removing the re  quirement fo r a utomatic sy stems would b e
inappropriate. It was also noted that the title of t he section indicates that it is applicable to Group R-4 butth e
text indicates Group R-2.

Assembly Action: None
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F225-09/10

Committee Action: Disapproved

Committee Reason: The committee felt that the proposal would allow for the avoidance altogether of installing
smoke alarms for buildings originally built under a code that did not require them. For buildings that were no t
built under any construction code, this becomes a property maintenance issue that does not belong in the IFC.
The proposed la nguage could also be in  conflict with state legislations that require retroactive smoke alar m
installations.

Assembly Action: None
F226-09/10
Committee Action: Disapproved

Committee Reason: The committee felt that replacement of an entire unserviceable system may not always be
necessary but would be required by this proposal which could create a hardship for building owners.

Assembly Action: None
F227-09/10
Committee Action: Approved as Submitted

Committee Reason: The committee agreed with the proponent's reason statement and felt that the proposal is
needed for fire fighter safet y when utilizing fire es capes during fireground ope rations, given the loads imposed
by personnel and equipment.

Assembly Action: None
F228-09/10
Committee Action: Approved as Submitted

Committee Reason: The committee agreed with the proponent's reason stateme nt and felt that the proposal
provides needed correlation between the IFC and the IBC..

Assembly Action: None
F229-09/10
Committee Action: Disapproved

Committee Re ason: The commiittee felt that Ch apter 46 should remain intact within the bod y of the code.
Moving it to an a ppendix would require removal o f the many "pointer" sections within the code that no w direct
the user to Chapter 46 because the code style does not allow directing the user t o optional appen dices since
they are not part of the cod e. The committee al so expressed its desire that Chapter 46, which is new to the
2009 edition of the IFC, be allow ed to develop some us e history before b eing substantially changed. The
committee also observed that jurisdictions that adopt the code always have the authority to make amendments
to it in their adopting ordinance and can just as easily amend out Chapter 46 if so desired.

Assembly Action: None
F230-09/10
Committee Action: Approved as Submitted

Committee Reason: The committee agreed with the proponent's reason statement and felt that the proposal
provides needed clarification to the code text.

Assembly Action: None
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F231-09/10

Committee Action: Approved as Submitted

Committee Reason: The committee agreed with the proponent's reason stateme nt and felt that the proposal
provides needed clarification to the code text.

Assembly Action: None
F232-09/10
Committee Action: Disapproved

Committee Rea son: Because o f the action taken on code change F23 1-09/10, the pro ponent suggested a
modification to retain the section title only so that the end result would be that the current text would be deleted
and the added text from F231-09/10 would become the new text. The modification was ruled out of order and
the committee suggested that th e proponent sub mit a public com ment to resolve the issues betw een the two
code changes.

Assembly Action: None
F233-09/10
Committee Action: Approved as Submitted

Committee Reason: The committee agreed with the proponent's reason stateme nt and felt that the proposal
provides needed clarification to the code text.

Assembly Action: None
F234-09/10
Committee Action: Approved as Submitted

Committee Reason: The committee agreed with and approved the proposal based on the pro ponent's reason
statement.

Assembly Action: None

F235-09/10

Note: The following analysis was not in the Code Change monograph but was published on the ICC website at
http://www.iccsafe.org/cs/codes/Documents/2009-10cycle/ProposedChanges/Standards-Analysis.pdf :

Analysis: Review of the proposed ne w standard P.L. 109-295 in dicated that, in the opinion of IC C staff, the
standard did not comply with ICC standards criteria, Sections 3.6.2.11 and 3.6.3.2.

Committee Action: Disapproved

Committee Reason: The committee felt that the proposal was vague and unenf orceable and contains mostly
commentary, making it difficult to determine what is required. The committee reiterated its suggestion from its
action on a similar prop osal in the 2007 -2008 cy cle that e xisting technology, s uch as "Reverse 911", that
provide better notification can be us ed to accomplish many of the proponent's goals without creating the need
for outside sirens which already mean something different (weather alert, volunteer fire department alert, etc.) to
the public and would generate confusion.

Assembly Action: None
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F236-09/10

Both parts of this code change proposal were heard by the IFC Code Development
Committee.

PART I- IFC
Committee Action: Approved as Submitted

Committee Reason: The committee agreed with the proponent's reason statement and felt that this would be a
useful appendix tool for the fire department. The committee also pointed out t hat sections dealing with symbol
size and lettering size need to b e correlated because, as written, the lettering sid e would be larg er than the
symbol wing space into which it must be placed.

Assembly Action: None

PART II-IBC GENERAL
Committee Action: Disapproved

Committee Reason: The committee felt that the proposed appendix should not be placed in the IBC because it
is predominantl y fire department specificin mu ch of it s content (i.e., pertaining to FD traini  ng, tactics,
procedures, etc.).

Assembly Action: None
F237-09/10
Committee Action: Approved as Submitted

Committee Reason: The committee agreed with the proponent's reason stateme nt and felt that the proposal
would provide a good sta rting p oint for comm unity planning t hat takes into acco unt the need for road traffic
safety in fire apparatus access road design.

Assembly Action: None

F238-09/10

Note: The following analysis was not in the Code Change Proposal book but was published on the ICC website
at: http://www.iccsafe.org/cs/codes/Documents/2009-10cycle/ProposedChanges/Standards-Analysis.pdf

Analysis: Review of the proposed new standard CSFM Solar Photovoltaic Guideline, April 22, 2008 indicated
that, in the opinion of ICC staff, the standard did not comply with ICC standards criteria, Sections 3.6.2.1,
3.6.2.11,and 3.6.3.2.

Committee Action: Disapproved

Committee Reason: The committee disapproved the proposal because it w ould conflict with the approval of
code change F8-09/10 and beca use the proposed referenced st andard does not comply with CP-28. Also, it
was unclear why the sprinkler exception in Section K101.1 would not apply to buildings under four stories. The
proposal also contained non-code language when referring to residential occupancies.

Assembly Action: None

F239-09/10

Note: This code change was contained in the errata posted on the ICC website. Please go to
http://www.iccsafe.org/cs/codes/Pages/09-10ProposedChanges.aspx.

Committee Action: Approved as Submitted

Committee Reason: The committee approved this proposal as it would enable smoke exhaust to be provided
in buildings greater than one story as smoke and heat vents can only be installed on the roof. P reviously the
requirements were limited to one story buildings.

Assembly Action: None
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F240-09/10

Note: This code change was contained in the errata posted on the ICC website. Please go to
http://www.iccsafe.org/cs/codes/Pages/09-10ProposedChanges.aspx

Committee Action: Disapproved

Committee Reason: The committee felt that the issue of this proposal is a local one and need not b e included
in the code.

Assembly Action: None

F241-09/10

Note: This code change was contained in the errata posted on the ICC website. Please go to
http://www.iccsafe.org/cs/codes/Pages/09-10ProposedChanges.aspx.

Committee Action: Disapproved

Committee Reason: The commi ttee felt that the proposal would be in conflict w ith the action taken on cod e
change F100-09/10 which clarifies the same requirements for new Group A oc cupancies and provides for
Group A occupancies that are separated from one another.

Assembly Action: None

F242-09/10

Note: This code change was contained in the errata posted on the ICC website. Please go to
http://www.iccsafe.org/cs/codes/Pages/09-10ProposedChanges.aspx.

Committee Action: Disapproved

Committee Rea son: This propo sal w as disapproved based upon the action taken on F144 -09/10 which
completely revised Section 910 and w ould specifically not requir e mechanical smoke removal f or buildings
equipped with ESFR sprinklers.

Assembly Action: None

F243-09/10

Note: This code change was contained in the errata posted on the ICC website. Please go to
http://www.iccsafe.org/cs/codes/Pages/09-10ProposedChanges.aspx.

Committee Action: Approved as Submitted

Committee Reason: The proposal was approved by the committee as it was felt that the current references to
Sections 905.4, 905.5 and 905.6 in the opening section could be misinterpreted as requiring full standpipe
systems when they are not necessarily required.

Assembly Action: None
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12C1-09/10

Committee Action: Disapproved

Committee Reason: The provisions for lot o rientation would be more appropriate in other codes such as the
International Energy Conservation Code and International Residential Code in order to coo rdinate with other
energy requirements.

Assembly Action: None

12C2-09/10

Note: The following analysis was not in the Code Change monograph but was published
on the ICC website at http://www.iccsafe.org/cs/codes/Documents/2009-
10cycle/ProposedChanges/Standards-Analysis.pdf :

Analysis ACI 330-08: Standard was not received by ICC.

Analysis Al IS-181-81: Standard was not received by ICC.

Analysis ASTM D1833-87 (2007): Standard was not received by ICC.

Analysis ASTM D2844-07: Standard was not received by ICC.

Analysis ASTM D2940-03: Review of the proposed new standard indicated that, in the
opinion of ICC staff, the standard did comply with ICC standards criteria.

Committee Action: Disapproved

Committee Reason: The committee felt that specifications on pavement design and cons truction were beyond
the scope of this code.

Assembly Action: None
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