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ICC CODES - PUBLIC COMMENT FORM

FOR PUBLIC COMMENTS ON THE 2013 REPORT 

OF THE PUBLIC HEARINGS ON THE 2012 EDITIONS OF:

Administrative Provisions© (ADM)
International Energy Conservation Code©  

· Commercial Energy (CE)

· Residential Energy (RE)
International Existing Building Code© (EB)
International Fire Code© (F)
ICC Performance Code© (PC)

International Residential Code©

· Building (RB)

· Mechanical (RM)
· Plumbing (RP)

International Property Maintenance Code© (PM)

International Swimming Pool and Spa Code© (SP)

International Wildland-Urban Interface Code© (WUIC)

CLOSING DATE: All Comments Must Be Received by: July 15, 2013
1) Please type or print clearly: Public comments will be returned if they contain unreadable information.
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	Date:
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	e-mail:
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2) Copyright Release:  In accordance with Council Policy #28 Code Development, all Code Change Proposals, Floor Modifications and Public Comments are required to include a copyright release. A copy of the copyright release form is included at the end of this form. Please follow the directions on the form. This form as well as an alternative release form can also be downloaded from the ICC website at www.iccsafe.org. If you have previously executed the copyright release, please check the box below:


x 2012-2014 Cycle copyright release on file

3) Code Change Proposal Number:

Indicate the Code Change Proposal Number that is being addressed by this Public Comment:  RB265-13
4) Public Comment: The Final Action requested on this Code Change Proposal is: (Check Box)
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INDIVIDUAL CONSIDERATION FORM

RB465-13
Individual Consideration Agenda
This item is on the agenda for individual consideration because a public comment was submitted.

Public Comment:
Name: Glenn Mathewson, Representing the North American Deck and Railing Association (NADRA)
Requesting disapproval
Commenter’s Reason:

Eliminating Appendix G and referencing the Swimming Pool and Spa Code will have negative affects on code administration and the decking industry.

Eliminates the option of separately adopting pool and spa provisions in the appendix from general residential construction provisions in the body of the IRC:

Unlike other common construction features throughout the IRC, swimming pools and spas are specialized, and they’re only installed in a limited percentage of homes in many regions of the county.  Locally, there can be some controversy over the building code regulating prefabricated and kit pools and spas, as if a consumer protection agenda.  Many jurisdictions do not wish to regulate the filling of a 30-inch deep flexible plastic pool with an inflatable ring.  If they did, they’d likely only look at the security barrier…the one that can be adopted by choice with Appendix G and found conveniently in the IRC.  Maintaining pool and spa provisions in the appendix chapter allows more flexibility in governmental code adoption.

Makes the security barrier provisions most referenced by local code administrators and general contractors much more inaccessible:
Including excerpts from specialized standards within the appendix makes those standards accessible and affordable for widespread use and application. For the average code administrator, they are not capable of enforcing fine details of swimming pool and spa construction, either from a lack of knowledge or lack of resources.  Specialized pool contractors and spa manufacturers stay on top of these standards.  Where the appendix is adopted, code administrators are able to easily access the information these contractors are not generally knowledgeable in, such as the security barrier.  Removing the security barrier provisions from the IRC forces administrators to reference and purchase an additional document, the ISPSC, thus raising the cost to maintain access to provisions they once possessed.

Expanded subject matter in the ISPSC, beyond the standards currently referenced in Appendix G, was not fully vetted by industry and will blindside local jurisdictions and contractors with regulation they were not prepared for or agreeable to:
The ISPSC section 306 provides very specific provisions for wood and composite decks adjacent to pools and spas.  These new provisions are not common practice in either the deck industry or code administration.  By replacing the provisions and references within Appendix G with a blanket reference to the ISPSC, considerably controversial provisions NOT accepted by or developed with the decking industry, will be newly required.  A 15 minute video explain these provisions is available at www.deckcodes.com.  These brand new provisions for decking around pools and hot tubs should not become a reference from the IRC without further industry wide knowledge, contribution and approval.  The reference to the pool and spa code is not an even swap with Appendix G.  The ISPSC is brand new and is not widely adopted across the nation.  This code should be fully vetted and proven successful as a standard before becoming tied to the IRC.

With a disapproval vote, code adoption and enforcement can be flexible to the needs of each jurisdiction.  The following are examples of such variety:

1) A jurisdiction does not want to regulate pools and spas at the local level:  They choose not to adopt Appendix G.  Installers and manufacturers are still expected to follow Federal regulations and standards.

2) A jurisdiction does want to regulate pools and spas at the local level, and they intend to inspect security barriers:  They choose to adopt appendix G.  They get easy access to security barrier provisions and the installers and manufacturers are still expected to follow the requirements in the referenced standards and any Federal regulations.

3) A jurisdiction does want to regulate pools and spas at the local level and wishes to be very knowledgeable on the subject.  They like having lots of codebooks on their shelves and in their budget.  They choose not to adopt appendix G but they do adopt the ISPSC and purchase the reference to the security barrier and other information.  Prior to adoption of the ISPSC, they will likely review it.  At that time, they may decide they do not agree with the heavy-handed provisions for composite and wood decks around pools and hot tubs.

This commenter encourages the proponent of this proposal to consider a future proposal where architectural and general provisions from the ISPSC that are most likely to be administered at the local level are referenced in Appendix G.  Perhaps similar to how the IFGC provisions are referenced in brackets.
