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VIRGINIA DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
DIVISION OF BUILDING AND FIRE REGULATION

2009 Code Change Cycle ~ Code Change Evaluation Form

USBC - Virginia Rehabilitation Code
Code Change No. R-705.3.1.1(4)

Nature of Change:

To lower the occupant load permitted for portions of Group R-2 buildings undergoing Level 2
alterations without providing an additional exit from 12 to 10 occupants.

Proponent: Dan K. Williams, representing the Fairfax County Building Department
Staff Comments:

The proposal was not received in time to be considered through the workgroup process. The state
amendment to the International Existing Building Code (IEBC), which was in the original Virginia
Rehabilitation Code, is to recognized that Virginia approves a family day home licensed by the
Virginia Department of Social Services which may have up to 12 children and still be in a dwelling
unit. The proposal attempts to keep the allowance for family day homes, but to lessen the occupant
load for other dwelling units in Group R-2 to the number ten established by the IEBC. The original
drafters of the Virginia Rehabilitation Code recognized that the number twelve established under
Virginia law for family day homes should also be applied to other dwelling units to be consistent
and non-discriminatory. It was not believed that the additional two occupants permitted raised the
hazard level significantly.

Codes and Standards Committee Action:
Approve as presented. Disapprove.
Approve as modified (specify):

Carry over to next cycle. Other (specify):
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VIRGINIA DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
DIVISION OF BUILDING AND FIRE REGULATION

Code Change Form for the 2009 Code Change Cycle

H:\My Docurnentsi2069 Va-2009 International CodesiCode changes12009 VRG 705.3.1.1.doc
Code Change Number:__[X— 705.3.1. L (Y4 )

Proponent Information (Check one): [ Jindividual XGovernment Entity [ _JCompany
Name: Dan K. Williams Representing: Fairfax County

Maifing Address: 12055 Government Center Parkway, Suite 316  Fairfax, VA 22035

Email Address: Dan.Williams@fairfaxcounty.gov Telephone Number; 703-324-1060

Proposal Information

Code(s) and Section(s): 2009 Virginia Rehabilitation Code ~ Section No(s): VRC Section 705.3.1.1 ltems 4 and 7

Proposed Change (including all relevant section numbers, if multiple sections):
Change Jtem 4 of Section 705.3.1.1 of the IEBC to read:

4. In community residences for the developmentally disabled, and in family day homes, the

maximum occupant load excluding staff'is 12.

Supporting Statement (including intent, need, and impact of the proposal):

705.3.1.1 Single exit buildings.
Occupant load for family day home.
The 2009 IEBC Section 705.3.1.1 Iltem 7 currently reads:

7. In Group R-2, H-4, H-5 and | occupancies and in rooming houses and child care
centers, a single exit is permitted in a one-story building with a maximum occupant load of
10 and the exit access travel distance does not exceed 75 feet (22 860 mm).

(Note that the occupant load for the entire building is limited to10 occupants.)

However, the VRC added a second sentence, so this ltem 7 now reads (italics added for
emphasis):

Change Item 7 of Section 705.3.1.1 of the [EBC to read:

7. In Group R-2, H-4, H-5 and T occupancies and in rooming houses and child care centers, a
single exit is permitted in a one-story building with a maximum occupant load of 10 and the exit

[
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access travel distance does not exceed 75 feet (22 860 mm). In dwelling units within Group R-2
buildings, an occupant load of 12 shall be permitted to be substituted for the occupant load
established above and, in addition, staff of such family day homes shall not be counted for the
purposes of establishing occupant loads.

The intent of the added language seems fo be that an occupant load of 12 (rather than 10)
is to be allowed for family day homes (which are licensed by, and under the oversight of,
the Virginia Department of Social Services). Note that in the Virginia Construction Code,
“family day home” (see VCC 310.4) is differentiated from “child care center”, with specific
definitions for each.

But here, as written, the second sentence seems to merge the two (“family day home” and
“child care center”) with no limits on the number of “family day homes”, nor number of
dwelling units in an R-2 occupancy, one exit building, for which this Section applies. The
sentence also seems to allow every dwelling unit within R-2 occupancies to have an
(independent) occupant load of 12, which would contradict the overall intent of the entire
section, which is to limit occupant loads in single exit buildings.

Suggest revision as shown, to keep the occupant load exception for a family day home, but
to remove the implication that any and every dwelling unit has an individual occupant load
which, in total, would exceed the allowable total occupant load for the entire building.

Upon reflection, this exception could, and should, be added into Section 705.3.1.1 ltem 4,
which already has an identical exception for community residences for the developmentally
disabled, rather than into ltem 7, since a family day home might be in Group R-2, R-3 or R-
5 (see VCC 310.4). With that relocation (from ltem 7 to ltem 4) by adding the phrase “and
in family day homes” to ltem 4, there are no VRC revisions to ltem 7, and therefore that
change is deleted.

Submittal Information

Date Submitted: January 25, 2010

The proposal may be submitted by email as an attachment, by fax, by mail, or by hand delivery.
Please submit the proposal to:
DHCD DBFR TASO (Technical Assistance and Services Office)

Main Street Center Email Address: tsu@dhcd.virginia.gov

600 E. Main St., Suite 300 Fax Number; (804) 371-7092

Richmond, VA 23219 Phone Numbers: (804) 371-7140 or (804) 371-7150
‘. MIRGINIA
1]
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VIRGINIA DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
DIVISION OF BUILDING AND FIRE REGULATION -

2009 Code Change Cycle — Code Change Evaluation Form

USBC — Virginia Rehabilitation Code
Code Change No. R-705.3.1.1(7)

Nature of Change:
To retain the existing state amendments to the International Existing Building Code relating to

the use of existing corridor walls when undergoing a change of occupancy to a higher hazard
category.

Proponent: Dan K. Williams, Fairfax County Building Department, representing himself
Staff Comments:

The proposal was not received in time to be considered through the workgroup process. The state
amendment to the International Existing Building Code (IEBC), which specified that existing
corridor construction had to be of good plaster or gypsum construction on both sides, was taken to
ICC with other state amendments to the IEBC to attempt to obtain approval of the state amendments
at the national level. Staff success rates were very high in obtaining approval of state amendments
for the IEBC. This particular state amendment was considered by the IEBC committee and
determined not to be necessary as the general language inherently included “both” sides of the wall.
Therefore, as the attempt to obtain approval for the state amendment at the national level was
deemed unnecessary, the state amendment is being dropped from the Virginia Rehabilitation Code.

Codes and Standards Committee Action:

Approve as presented. Disapprove.

Approve as modified (specify):

Carry over to next cycle. Other (specify):

274



H:AMy Pocumentsi2009 Va-2009 Intemational Codes\Code changesi2009 VRC Ematas.doc

VIRGINIA DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
DIVISION OF BUILDING AND FIRE REGULATION

Code Change Form for the 2009 Code Change Cycle
Code Change Number___ B-705.3,1. (7)

Proponent [nformation (Check one): D Individual [ClGovernment Entity ~ []Company

Name: Dan K. Williams Representing: Self

Mailing Address: 12055 Government Center Parkway Suite 316  Fairfax, VA 22035

Email Address: Dan.Williams@fairfaxcounty.gov Telephone Number: 703-324-1060

Proposal Information

Code(s) and Section(s): 2009 Virginia Rehabilitation Code ~ Section No(s): Erratas

VRC Section
705.3.1.1
912.4.1

Proposed Change (including all relevant section numbers, if multiple sections):

Change Item 7 of Section 705.3.1.1 of the IEBC to read:

7. In Group R-2, H-4, H-5 and I occupancies and in rooming houses and ehsldeare child care centers,
a single exit is permitted in a one-story building with a maximum occupant load of 10 and the exit
access travel distance does not exceed 75 feet (22 860 mm). In dwelling units within Group R-2
buildings, an occupant load of 12 shall be permitted to be substituted for the occupant load
established above and, in addition, staff of such family day homes shall not be counted for the
purposes of establishing occupant loads.

As shown in the 2008 VRC Draft:

13 VAGC-5-63-437 Chapter9-Change-of occupaney: (Repealed.)

Modification: restore this portion of the VRC (i.e., do not delete it):
13 VAC 5-63-437 Chapter 9 Change of occupancy. (Repealed.)
Change Exception 4 of Section 912.4.1 of the IEBC to read:

4. Existing corridor walls constructed on both sides of wood lath and plaster in good condition or
1/2-inch-thick (12.7 mm) gypsum wallboard shall be permitted. Such walls shall either terminate at
the underside of a ceiling of equivalent construction or shall extend to the underside of the floor or
roof next above. '
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Supporting Statement {including intent, need, and impact of the proposal):

2009 Virginia Rehabilitation Code — Erratas:

705.3.1.1 Single exit buildings. Change “childcare” to “child care” as shown.

912.4.1 Means of egress for change to higher hazard category. The 2006 VRC
modified the 2006 IEBC to include the words, “on both sides” in the first sentence:

“Existing corridor walls constructed on both sides of wood lath and plaster in good condition
or 1/2-inch-thick (12.7 mm) gypsum wallboard shall be permitted.”

Should not the 2009 VRC do the same {i.e., do hot delete this modification) since the 2009
IEBC seemingly does not contain that language? This “un-deletion”, in turn, would then
mean that 13 VAC 5-63-437 is not repealed.

Submittal Information

Date Submitted: January 25, 2010

The proposal may be submitted by email as an attachment, by fax, by mail, or by hand delivery.
Please submit the proposal to:
DHCD DBFR TASO (Technical Assistance and Services Office}

Main Street Center Email Address: tsu@dhcd.virginia.gov
600 E. Main St., Suite 300 Fax Number; (804) 371-7092
Richmond, VA 23219 Phone Numbers: (804) 371-7140 or (804) 371-7150
N
all
s=DHCD
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VIRGINIA DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
DIVISION OF BUILDING AND FIRE REGULATION

2009 Code Change Cycle — Code Change Evaluation Form

USBC - Virginia Maintenance Code
Code Change No. M-101.2

Nature of Change:

A number of editorial and substantive changes to the Virginia Maintenance Code and the 2009
edition of the International Property Maintenance Code.

Proponent: Dan K. Williams, Fairfax County Building Department, representing himself

Staff Comments:

The proposal was not received in time to be considered through the workgroup process. Staff will
review the editorial suggestions for inclusion in the final regulations for the 2009 Virginia
Maintenance Code were appropriate. Many were already made in the proposed regulations for the
2009 code. With respect to Section 201.3, the state amendment was purposefully referencing the

ICC Electrical Code rather than NFPA 70 to correlate with the Virginia Construction Code, Chapter
27, which also uses the ICC Electrical Code and its definitions.

Codes and Standards Committee Action:

Approve as presented. Disapprove.

Approve as modified (specify):

Carry over to next cycle. Other (specify):
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VIRGINIA DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
DIVISION OF BUILDING AND FIRE REGULATION

Code Change Form for the 2009 Code Change Cycle

H:\My Docurnentsi2000 Va-2008 Inten ational CodestCode changest2009Code_Change_FormFii ntable.doc

Code Change Number,___ " - Jot. &

Proponent Information (Check one):  [X]individual [_|Government Entity [ 1Company

Name: Dan K. Williams Representing: Self

Mailing Address: 12055 Government Center Parkway, Suite 316 Fairfax, VA 22035

Email Address: Dan.Williams@fairfaxcounty.gov Telephone Number: 703-324-1060

Proposal Information

Code(s) and Section(s): 2009 Virginia Maintenance Code Section No(s): Erratas:
VMC Sections:
101.2
201.3
0
04.
05.
0
309 Title

|

Lo~}

;

]
[95]

(4e]
i
N

-1
1

)
b
w

W

o
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Proposed Change {including all relevant section numbers, if multiple sections):

Change Section 101.2 to read:

Section 101.2 Incorporation by reference. Chapters 2 — 8 of the 2006 2009 International Property
Maintenance Code, published by the International Code Council, Inc., are adopted and incorporated
by reference to be an enforceable part of the Virginia Maintenance Code. The term "IPMC" is an
abbreviation that means the 2066 2009 International Property Maintenance Code, published by the
International Code Council, Inc. Any codes and standards referenced in the IPMC are also
considered to be part of the incorporation by reference, except that such codes and standards are
used only to the prescribed extent of gach such reference.

Change Section 201.3 of the IPMC to read:

201.3 Terms defined in other codes. Where terms are not defined in this code and are defined in
the International Building Code, International Fire Code, International Plumbing Code, International
Mechanical Code, International Existing Building Code or the 1CC Electrical CodeNFPA 70, such
terms shall have the meanings ascribed to them as stated in those codes, except that terms defined in
the Virginia Construction Code shall be used for this code and shall take precedence over other
definitions.

Change Section 302.3 of the IPMC to read:

302.3 Sidewalks and driveways. All sidewalks, walkways, stairs, driveways, parking spaces and
similar spaces regulated under the Virginia Construction Code shall be kept in a proper state of
| repair, and maintained free from hazardous conditions. Stairs shall comply with the requirements of
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Sections 304 and 305-and-702.

Add Section 304.2.1 to the IPMC to read:

304.2.1 Lead-based paint. Exterior painted surfaces of dwellings and child care facilities, including
fences and outbuildings, that contain lead levels equal to or greater than 1.0 milligram per square
centimeter or in excess of 0.50% lead by weight shall be maintained in a condition free from peeling,
chipping and flaking paint or removed or covered in an approved manner. Any surface to be covered
shall first be identified by approved waming as to the lead content of such surface.

Add Section 305-7 305.3.1 to the IPMC to read:

3057 305.3.1 Lead-based paint. Interior and-exterier painted surfaces of dwellings and child care
facilitiesincluding fences-and-ontbuildings; that contain lead levels equal to or greater than 1.0

milligram per square centimeter or in excess of 0.50% lead by weight shall be maintained in a
condition free from peeling, chipping and flaking paint or removed or covered in an approved
manner. Any surface to be covered shall first be identified by approved warning as to the lead
content of such surface.

Chanee the title of Section 309 of the IPMC to read.
Section 309 Extermination Pest Elimination

Supporting Statement (including intent, need, and impact of the proposai):

2009 Virginia Maintenance Code — Erratas:

101.2 Incorporation by reference. The term, “IPMC”, as an abbreviation for the adopted
model building code, is explicitly defined here in Section 101.2. Adding the phrase “...is an
abbreviation that...” here clarifies the code.

201.3 Terms defined in other codes. The term “ICC Electrical Code” is not used in the
2009 IPMC (“NFPA 70” is used directly). Therefore, inserting “NFPA 70" here clarifies the
code.

302.3 Stairways and driveways. In the last sentence, update the section numbers.
Sections 304 and 305 cover exterior and interior stairs, respectively.

305.7 Lead-based paint. Since the requirement applies for both exterior and interior
surfaces, it might be appropriate to relocate these requirements to each of those pertinent
sections of the VMC that are related to painted surfaces (as shown above) in VMC
Sections 304.2.1 and 305.3.1. (Section 305.7 is renumbered to Section 305.3.1.) This
would assist in uniform enforcement of the code.

309 Pest elimination. The title of VMC Section 309 should match the section title in the
IPMC.

Submittal Information

Date Submitted: January 25, 2010

The proposal may be submitted by email as an attachment, by fax, by mail, or by hand delivery.




VIRGINIA DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
DIVISION OF BUILDING AND FIRE REGULATION

2009 Code Change Cycle — Code Change Evaluation Form

USBC - Virginia Maintenance Code
Code Change No. M-105.1

Nature of Change:
To remove unnecessary terminology from the unsafe structure provisions and to delete a

requirement for an unsafe notice to require acceptance or rejection of the terms of the notice, as
simply assuring that the notice is properly handled and delivered is adequate notification.

Proponent: Sean Farrell, Prince William County Building Department, representing the VBCOA
Property Maintenance Committee

Staff Comments:

This proposal was tentatively approved at the Codes and Standards Committee meeting of
December 14, 2009 unless public comment 1s received during the Compilation Document comment
period.

Codes and Standards Committee Action:

Approve as presented. Disapprove.

Approve as modified (specify):

Carry over to next cycle. Other (specify):
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VIRGINIA DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
DIVISION OF BUILDING AND FIRE REGULATION

Code Change Form for the 2002 Code Change Cycle
Code Change Number._ ™M - i05. |

Proponent Information (Check one): []Individual [ lGovernment Entity ~ [X]Company
Name: Sean P. Farrell Representing: VBCOA Property Maintenance Committee

Mailing Address: 5 County Complex Court, Prince William VA 22192

Email Address: sfarrell@pwcgov.org Telephone Number: 703-792-5998

Proposal Information

Code(s) and Section(s): international Property Maintenance Code - Modification of 105

Proposed Change (including all relevant section numbers, if multiple sections):

SECTION 105
UNSAFE STRUCTURES OR STRUCTURES UNFIT FOR HUMAN HABITATION
105.1 General. This section shall apply fo existing buildings—er structures which are classified as unsafe or unfit for
human occupancy. All conditions causing such structures to be classified as unsafe or unfit for human occupancy shall
be remedied or as an alternative fo correcting such conditions, the structure may be vacated and secured against public
entry or razed or removed. Vacant and secured structures shall still be subject to other applicable requirements of this
code. Notwithstanding the above, when the code official determines that an unsafe structure or a structure unfit for
human occupancy constitutes such a hazard that it should be razed or removed, then the code official shall be permitied
to order the demolition of such structures in accordance with applicable requirements of this code.
Note: Buildings—or—sStructures which become unsafe during construction are regulated under the Virginia
Construction Code.
105.2 Inspection of unsafe or unfit structures. The code official shall inspect any structure reported or discovered as
unsafe or unfit for human habitation and shall prepare a report to be filed in the records of the local enforcing agency and
a copy issued to the owner. The report shall include the use of the structure and a description of the nature and extent of
any conditions found.
105.3 Unsafe conditions not related to maintenance. When the code official finds a condition that constitutes a
serious and dangerous hazard to life or health in a building or structure constructed prior to the initial edition of the
USBC and when that condition is of a cause other than improper maintenance or failure to comply with state or local
building codes which were in effect when the building or structure was constructed, then the code official shall be
permitted to order those minimum changes to the design or construction of the building or structure to remedy the
condition.
105.3.1 Limitation to requirements for retrofitting. In accordance with Section 103.2, this code does not generally
provide for requiring the retrofitting of any building-er structure. However, conditions may exist in buildings—or
structures constructed prior to the initial edition of the USBC because of faulty design or equipment that constitute a
danger to life or health or a serious hazard. Any changes to the design or construction required by the code official
under this section shall be only to remedy the serious hazard or danger to life or health and such changes shall not
be required to fully comply with the requirements of the Virginia Construction Code applicable to newly constructed
buildings or structures.
105.4 Notice of unsafe structure or structure unfit for human occupancy. When a building—erstructure is
determined to be unsafe or uniit for human occupancy by the code official, a written notice of unsafe structure o

4
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structure unfit for human occupancy shall be issued i-persen by personal service to the owner, the owner's agent or the
person in control of such structure. The notice shalf specify the corrections necessary to comply with this code, or if the
structure is required to be demolished, the notice shall specify the time period within which the demolition must occur.
Requirements in Section 104.5.4 for notices of violation are also applicable to notices issued under this section to the
extent that any such requ:rements are not in conﬂlct W|th the reqwrements of thls sectlon lﬁ-ad@#en—the—neﬂee—shaﬂ

Note. Whenever p035|ble, the notlce should also be glven to any tenants of the aﬁected bmldlng.

105.5 Posting of notice. If the notice is unable to be issued ir-persen by personal service as required by Section 105.4,
then the nofice shall be sent by registered or certified mail to the iast known address of the responsible party and a copy
of the notice shall be posted in a conspicuous place on the premises.

105.6 Posting of placard. In the case of a structure unfit for human habitation, at the time the notice is issued, a placard
with the following wording shall be posted at the entrance to the building structure: “THIS STRUCTURE IS UNFIT FOR
HABITATION AND ITS USE OR OCCUPANCY HAS BEEN PROHIBITED BY THE CODE QFFICIAL." In the case of an
unsafe structure, if the notice is not complied with, a placard with the above wording shall be posted at the entrance to
the building structure. After a building structure is placarded, entering the building structure shall be prohibited except as
authotized by the code official to make inspections, o perform required repairs or to demolish the building structure. In
addition, the placard shall not be removed until the building structure is determined by the code official to be safe to
occupy, nor shall the placard be defaced.

Supporting Statement (including intent, need, and impact of the proposal):

This change is considered general cleanup and provides consistency in language and intent of the clode. The change
allows for Code Officials to take a proactive approach to dealing with unsafe and unfit structures lieu of them being
reported. This change futher removes a requirement that is not controlabie by the Code Official. This change provides
further flexibility regarding determining portions of a structure as unsafe or unfit for human habitation as opposed to the
entire structure, Lastly, this allows the code official to deem and placard structures other than buildings.

Submittal Information

Date Submitted: 10/19/09 - revised 11/19/09

The proposal may be submitted by email as an attachment, by fax, by mail, or by hand delivery.
Please submit the proposal to:
DHCD DBFR TASO (Technical Assistance and Services Office)

The Jackson Center Email Address: tsu@dhcd.virginia.gov
501 N. 2nd Street Fax Number: (804) 371-7092
Richmond, YA 23219-1321 Phone Numbers: (804) 371-7140 or (804) 371-7150
N
“ VIRGINIA
i=DHECD
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VIRGINIA DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
DIVISION OF BUILDING AND FIRE REGULATION

2009 Code Change Cycle — Code Change Evaluation Form

USBC - Virginia Maintenance Code
Code Change No. M-105.1.1

Nature of Change:

To add specific criteria for when a structure is unsafe or unfit for human occupancy.

Proponent: Sean Farrell, Prince William County Building Department, representing the VBCOA
Property Maintenance Committee

Staff Comments:

The proposal was not received in time for review by the workgroups; however, it was discussed at
one meeting of staff with representatives of VBCOA. The original proposal was not correlated with
the current definitions of unsafe structure and structure unfit for human occupancy in the Virginia
Maintenance Code. The proposal was modified to make the necessary correlations with the current

definitions. One public comment concerning the proposal was received for the January 25, 2010
public hearing and is included with the proposal.

Codes and Standards Committee Action:
Approve as presented. Disapprove.
Approve as modified (specify):

Carry over to next cycle. Other (specify):
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DEPT. OF HOUSING AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT REGULATORY

CHANGE FORM
{Use this form to submit changes to building and fire codes)
Address to submit to: Document No. M=~ {o5.{. 1
DHCD, the Jackson Center Committee Action:
501 North Second Street BHCD Action:

Richmond, VA 23219-1321
Tel. No. (804) 371 —~ 7150

Fax No. (804) 371 — 7092
Email: bhced@dhcd.state.va.us

Submitted by: Property Maintenance Committee Representing: VBCOA

Address: Phone No.:
Regulation Title: Unsafe or Unfit Conditions Section No(s): 105
Proposed Change:

Insert 105.1.1: Unsafe or Unfit Conditions:

For the purpose of this code, any structure that has any of the conditions or defects described below shall be

considered unsafe and/or unfit for human habitation:

1. A door, emergency escape window, aisle, passageway, stairway, exit or other means of egress
element not maintained as originally constructed.

2. A walking surface, guard, railing, or enclosing element of any aisle, passageway, stairway, exit or
other means of egress element that is warped, worn, decayed, dilapidated, loose, torn, blocked,
or otherwise deficient so as to not provide a safe and adequate means of egress.

3. Damage from fire, earthquake, wind, flood, deterioration; neglect, abandonment, vandalism or
by any other cause to such an extent that a structure is likely to partially or completely collapse,
or to cause the structure’s components to become detached or dislodged.

4. Any interior or exterior claddings, wall or ceiling finish materials, structural members,
appurtenances or ornamentations where the attachment, anchorage, strength or stability of
which is not sufficient to resist normally expected live or dead loads and is determined by the
Code Official to be a threat to life or health, or a hazard for injury.

5. Structural elements including foundations that because of damage, dilapidation, deterioration,
decay, faulty construction, the removal or movement of any bearing capacity, or for any other
reason is likely to partially or completely collapse, fail or give way.

6. Failure to maintain or the removal of habitable space requirements, building systems, electrical
systems, plumbing systems, mechanical systems, fuel/gas systems, and fire protection or
detection systems to such an extent that it is determined by the Code Official to be a threat to
life or health, or a hazard for injury or fire, or is likely to cause sickness or disease.

7. Any portion of a structure remaining on a site after the demaolition or destruction of the
structure.

8. Astructure that is vacant, abandoned and unsecured against public entry or open to the
elements.

9. Any conditions that, as determined by the Code Official, may exist as specifically described in
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Sections 304.1.1, 305.1.1, or 306.

10. Where any other conditions exist that, as determined by the Code Official, pose a threat to the
health, safety, or welfare of the occupants or public.

Modify Chapter 2 definitions as follows:

Structure unfit for human occupancy. An existing structure meeting criteria in Section 105.1.1
such that due to the degree to which the structure is unsafe, must be vacated and placarded and
which cannot be occupied until the degree to which it is unsafe is corrected.

Unsafe structure. An existing structure meeting criteria in Section 105.1.1 that is determined by
the code official to be dangerous to the health, safety and welfare of the occupants of the
structure or the public.

Delete Chapter 2 definitions as follows:
Unsafe equipment

Supporting Statement:

By inserting these provisions we are able to capture very clear unsafe language contained in
Chapter 1 of the IPMC which would have otherwise been deleted as part of the administrative
deletion of Chapter 1. This language brings much clarity of the meaning of unsafe and in most
cases identifies thresholds for making determinations. These provisions also provide a necessary
link to the new Unsafe Conditions section contained in Chapter 3 of the IPMC which otherwise
might not be enforceable due fo a lack of reference from VMC §105 to the IPMC. Secondly, all of
this language gives the Maintenance Official the ability to more clearly explain, define and specify
what is an Unsafe/Unfit structure and therefore provides for greater uniformity in application of
these provisions across the State — a stated goal of DHCD and VBCOA.

Changing the definitions by removing the technical justification for making determinations of
unsafe / unfit conditions removes any potential conflicts to the actual above provision. The
technical justification is captured in the provisions above.

Unsafe Equipment is only used in the current definition of Unsafe structure and is therefore no

longer needed as the concept is addressed in Section 105.1.1.6 of the listed unsafe provisions
above.
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COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGAINIA

CounTy oF HENRICO

BREQORY M. REVELS, CRO H, BOLMAN BOWLES, PE.
Bullding Officlel January 25, 2010 Deputy Bufiding Offlolat

Thomas Fleury, Chairman
Board of Housing &
Community Development
Main Street Center

600 E. Main 8t., Suite 300
Richmond, Va. 23219
Fax; 804/371-7092

Re: Virginia Meintenance Code
VBCOA Unsafe Buildings Proposal
(Section 105.1.1)

Dear Mr. Fleury:

The proponent of this change indicates that the new text will bring clarity
and uniformity to the enforcement of the code actoss the Commonwealth,
The reality is that enfotcement of any provision requires the code official to
exercise discretion and judgment when evaluating whether a building or
structure is unsafe. The use of discretion and judgment will not be
substantially improved by the addition of this proposal. The proposal
promotes enforcement decisions that contradict the legal basis for citing and
prosecuting violations as criminal misdemeanors in accordance with State
law. Lacking clear examples of the problem that this proposal i supposed o
correct (other than to indicate that the ptoposed language implements text
from the International Property Maintenance Code), and given the successful
and long tenure of the unsafe provisions contained in the current and prior
editions of the Virginia Maintenance Code, this proposal should not be
approved.

The following examples are provided to describe a few of the specific
concerns that exist with the proposed revisions submifted on behalf of the
VBCOA Property Meintenance Committee,

4301 E. PARHAM ROAD, HENRICO, VA 28228 / .0, BOX 80775 / HENRICO, VIRGINIA 23273-0775
Telophone {B04) 5014074 « Fax (304) 601-4884
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1) Some provisions are written to eliminate any judgment as to whether a
specific element is unsafe. For example, item 1 of Section 105.1.1
states that any egress door {(ie. any door that leads to or from a
habitable space) is deemed unsafe if it is not maintained as originally
installed. Thus even minor imperfections in a door (peeling paint, a
small hole, etc.) are cause to declare a door unsafe rather than citing
the defect as a maintenance violation,

2) The lead statement of Section 105.1.1 indicates that when anmy
condition contained in the list exists then the structure shall be
deemed unfit for human habitation.

3) Other provisions combine subjective and ambiguous phrases with
statements similar to the example noted above. For example, at item 2
of section 105.1.1 any walking surface that is “worn” or “loose” or is
“otherwise deficient” so as to not provide an “adequate” means of
egress is deemed unsafe. This implies that | “worn” or “looge” floor
tile along the edge of a wide cortidor must be declared unsafe. ltem 3
of Section 105.1.1 states that “damage....to such an extent that a
structure is likely to ...collapse...”. The term “likely” implies that a
collapse also may not occur, The current Virginia Maintenance Code
adequately addresses these conditions with text that is more
appropriate to resolve immediate and imminent hazards founded on
evidence that proves beyond a reasonable doubt that a violation exists
rather than the basis that it may exist.

4) The text at item 6 of Section 105.1.1 requires the code official to
declare unsafe “failure to  maintain,......habitable space
requirements.....to such an extent that it...is likely to cause
sickness...”. This provision brings into question whether the Virginia
Maintenance Code intends to regulate mold or other similar
substances. Mold occurs naturally throughout the environment (both
inside and outside of buildings), To date, the USBC has not regulated
mold but rather addresses the maintenance of building components
that can result in mold growth and propagation (e.g. plumbing leaks,
wall leaks, roof leaks, HVAC condensate leaks, etc.). Given the
natural occurrence of mold this substance should not be regulated per
the USBC.

) Item 7 of Section 103.1.1 decleres any portion of the building that
remains on a site after demolition as unsafe. Section 105.1 of the
current Virginia Maintenance Code already provides for the removal
of demolished buildings and structures. This proposal offers no added
benefit,
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6) Item 9 of Section 105.1.1 authorizes the local code official to declare

any conditions that “may” exist as described in Sections 304.1.1,
305.1.1 and 306 to be unsafe. Examples of items from these sections
that “shall be determined ag unsafe” include: an opeén joint between a
window and siding that leaks air or water; a foundation that has a
crack; a hole in an exterior wall; a roof leak; flooring with defects that
affect serviceability; concrete garage floor slabs that have cracks or
are spalling; rusted aluminum siding or flashing; joint cracks between
bricks, etc. While these items can represent maintenance violations,
the text provides no guidance to explain the extent of any discretion or
judgment the code official should use to determine when such
violations become “unsafe”. The text is confusing at best and
excessive at worst,

7) Localities that do not choose to enforce the Virginia Maintenance

Code are obligated to enforce the unsafe building provisions upon the
filing of a complaint by & tenant of a rental property. How will these
proposed changes be uniformly administered in those communities

that only used the Virginia Maintenance Code intermittently to
address unsafe conditions?

8) Item 10 authorizes the code official to declare any condition whether

previously listed or not, to be declared unsafe. This item provides far
less clarity than the current Virginia Maintenance Code and provides
the code official a blank check to declare anything unsafe on a whim,

Clearly, the BHCD has never intended such extreme and burdensome
application of the Virginia Maintenance Code as written into this proposal. I
would urge that the BHCD retain the unsafe building provisions as they
currently exist within the Virginia Maintenance Code.

Please call me at 804/501-4374 if you have any questions regarding this
matter,

Sincerely,

egory H. Revels
Building Official

L
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VIRGINIA DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND COMMUNITY DEVELCPMENT
DIVISION OF BUILDING AND FIRE REGULATION

2009 Code Change Cycle — Code Change Evaluation Form

USBC — Virginia Maintenance Code
Code Change No. M-105.4.1

Nature of Change:

To permit immediate action to require the vacating of an unsafe structure when conditions
warrant.

Proponent: Mark Bridgman, City of Richmond Building Department, representing the VBCOA
Property Maintenance Committee

Staff Comments:

This proposal was tentatively approved at the Codes and Standards Committee meeting of
December 14, 2009 unless public comment is received during the Compilation Document comment
period.

Codes and Standards Committee Action:

Approve as presented. Disapprove.

Approve as modified (specify):

Carry over to next cycle. : Other (specify):
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VIRGINIA DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
DIVISION OF BUILDING AND FIRE REGULATION

Code Change Form for the 2009 Code Change Cycle
Code Change Number__ M- 165,49 |
Proponent Information (Check one): [ JIndividual [ ]Government Entity ~ [XJCompany

Name: Mark Bridgman Representing: VBCOA Property Maintenance Committee

Mailing Address: 900 East Broad Street, Room G-12, Richmond VA 23219

Email Address: mark.bridgman@richmondgov.com Telephone Number: 703-792-5998

Proposal Information

Code(s) and Section(s): USBC Section 105.4.1

Proposed Change (including ali relevant section numbers, if multiple secfions):

Add new section as follows:

105.4.1 Vacating unsafe structures. If the Code Official determines there is actual and immediate danger to the
occupants or public or when life is endangered by the occupancy of an unsafe structure, the Code Official shall be
authorized to order the occupants to immediately vacate the unsafe structure. When an unsafe structure is ordered fo be
vacated, the Code Official shall post a notice at each entrance that reads as follows:

“This Structure is Unsafe and its Occupancy {or Use) is Prohibited by the Code Official.” |

After posting, occupancy or use of the unsafe structure shall be prohibited except when authorized to enter to condugt
inspections, make required repairs or as necessary to demolish the building or siructure.

Supporting Statement (including intent, need, and impact of the proposal):

The current usafe structure determination requires the code official to locate and serve the owner with notice providing a
reasonable amount of time for the owner to correct the deficiencies or conditions that warrants the unsafe determination.
This does not provide the Code Official the ability to vacate and placard the sructure immediately if the condition
warrants the termination of occupancy under the Unsafe provisions of the code. This proposal permits this action to
ensure the public health, safety and welfare.

Submittal Information

Date Submitted: 10/15/09 — modified 11/19/09

The proposal may be submitted by email as an attachment, by fax, by mail, or by hand delivery.
Please submit the proposal fo:
DHCD DBFR TASO (Technical Assistance and Services Office)

The Jackson Center Email Address: tsu@dhcd.virginia.gov

501 N. 2nd Street Fax Number: (804) 371-7092

Richmond, YA 23219-1321 Phone Numbers: (804) 371-7140 or (804) 371-7150 290
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VIRGINIA DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
DIVISION OF BUILDING AND FIRE REGULATION

2009 Code Change Cycle — Code Change Evaluation Form

SFPC — Virginia Statewide Fire Prevention Code
Code Change No. F-106.3

Nature of Change:

To add administrative language to the SFPC for conditions which constitute a clear and distinct
threat or hazard.

Proponent: Robby Dawson, representing the Virginia Fire Services Board
Staff Comments:

The proposal was not received in time to be considered by the workgroups. The language proposed
is somewhat nebulous and open-ended instead of specifically identifying conditions which are
considered to be violations of the code. In addition, Section 111.1 (for violations of the SFPC)
already provides that if any violation is discovered, the required abatement is necessary to render
the structure or premises safe and secure. In addition, the matters not provided for provision
appears to equate lack of maintenance with unsafe conditions or fire hazards. Typically, and
especially under the Virginia Maintenance code, the lack of maintenance of a building is a lesser
category of violation not rising to the level of an unsafe situation. In the SFPC, there is already a
specific provision for unsafe conditions and fire hazards, in Section 110.

Codes and Standards Committee Action:

Approve as presented. Disapprove.

Approve as modified (specify):

Carry over to next cycle. Other (specify):
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VIRGINIA DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
DIVISION OF BUILDING AND FIRE REGULATION

Code Change Form for the 2009 Code Change Cycle
Code Change Number,___F -106.3
Proponent Information (Check ong): [ Jindividual X Government Entity [JCompany

Name: Robby Dawson Representing: Virginia Fire Setvices Board

Mailing Address: 1005 Technology Park Drive, Glen Allen, VA 23058

Email Address: dawsonj@chesterfield.gov Telephone Number: 804-717-6838

Proposal Information

Code(s) and Section(s): SFPC Sections 106.3 and 110.2

Proposed Change (inciuding all relevant section numbers, if multiple sections):

Change Section 106.3 and add Section 110.2 to read:

Section 106.0. Duties and powers of the fire official.

106.1. General: The fire official shall enforce the provisions of the SFPC as provided herein and as
interpreted by the State Building Code Technical Review Board (TRB) in accordance with § 36-118 of the
Code of Virginia.

106.2. Delegation of duties and powers: The fire official may delegate duties and powers subject to any
limitations imposed by the local governing body. The fire official shall be responsible that any powers and
duties delegated are carried out in accordance with this code.

106.3. Inspections: The fire official is authorized to conduct such inspections as are deemed necessary to
determine the extent of compliance with the provisions of this code and to approve reports of inspection by
approved agencies or individuals. All reports of such inspections by approved agencies and individuals shall
be prepared and submitted in writing for review and approval. Inspection reports shall be certified by a
responsible officer of such approved agency or by the responsible individual. The fire official is authorized
to engage such expert opinion as deemed necessary fo report upon unusual, detailed or complex technical
issues in accordance with local policies. If during the inspection of a premises, a building or structure or any
building system, in whole or in part, constitutes a clear and distinct threat to human life, safety or health, the
fire official shall issue such notice or orders to remove or remedy the conditions as shall be deemed
necessary for compliance with the intent of this code.

106.3.1. Observations: When, during an inspection, the fire official or an authorized representative
observes an apparent or actual violation of another law, ordinance or code not within the official's
authority to enforce, such official shall report the findings to the official having jurisdiction in order that
such official may institute the necessary measures.

106.4. Alternatives: The SFPC provisions are not intended to prevent the use of any safeguards used to
protect life and property from the hazards of fire or explosion that are not specifically prescribed by the
SFPC, provided that such alternative safeguards comply with the intent of the SFPC. The alternative
safeguard offered shall be, for the purpose intended, at least the equivalent of that prescribed in this code in
quality, strength, effectiveness, fireresistance, durability and safety.
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Add new Section 110.2 to read:

110.2 Maintenance of safeguards and matters not provided for. Whenever or wherever any device,
equipment, system, condition, arrangement, level of protection, or any other feature or condition is required
for compliance with the provisions of this code, or otherwise installed, such device, equipment, system,
condition, arrangement, level of protection, or other feature shall thereafter be continuously maintained in
accordance with this code and applicable referenced standards. When in the opinion of the fire official,
failure to maintain any device, equipment, system, condition, arrangement, level of protection. or any other
feature or condition required for compliance with the provisions of this code, that creates conditions that
constitute a clear and distinct hazard to building, structures or occupants thereof may be deemed a fire hazard
and unsafe within the meaning of this code.

(Renumber subsequent sections.)

Supporting Statement {including intent, need, and impact of the proposal):

The objective 1s based upon evolving technology that sometimes results in a situation or circurnstance
that the code does not readily address. The reasonable application of the code to such hazardous, unforeseen
conditions is provided for through this change. Clearly, such a section is needed and the fire code official’s
experience and judgment must be used. The section, however, does not override requirements that may be
preferred when the code provides alternative methods. Additionally, the section can be used to better
implement or enforce the code’s intention and any general performance-oriented language contained in the
code when specificity is absent from the code. '

Submittal Information

Date Submitted:

The proposal may be submitted by email as an attachment, by fax, by mail, or by hand delivery,
Please submit the proposal to:
DHCD DBFR TASO (Technical Assistance and Services Office)

The Jackson Center Email Address: taso@dhcd.virginia.gov
501 N. 2nd Street Fax Number: (804) 371-7092
Richmond, VA 23219-1321 Phone Numbers: (804) 371-7140 or (804) 371-7150
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VIRGINIA DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
DIVISION OF BUILDING AND FIRE REGULATION

2009 Code Change Cycle — Code Change Evaluation Form

SFPC - Virginia Statewide Fire Prevention Code
Code Change No. F-106.6

Nature of Change:

To authorize the use of other nationally recognized fire safety standards when public safety
concerns exist.

Proponent: Robby Dawson, representing the Virginia Fire Services Board

Staff Comments:

The proposal was not received in time to be considered by the workgroups. The proposed language
would authorize the use of standards which are not part of the SFPC. This would essentially extend
the scope of the SFPC without the benefit of going through the regulatory process to accept
commment on the incorporation of standards for use with the code. Staff would have to check with
legal counsel to see if there is statutory authority to add a provision of this nature to the SFPC.

Codes and Standards Committee Action:

Approve as presented. Disapprove.

Approve as modified (specify):

Carry over to next cycle. Other (specify):
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106_6 Notices and orders based on other standards

VIRGINIA DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT

CODE CHANGE FORM
I |
Address to submit to: | | Document No. F-106. G
| |
DHCD, The Jackson Center [ | Comunittee Action:
501 North Second Street [ |
Richmond, VA 23219-1321 | | BHCD Action:
| |
Tel. No. (804) 371 — 7150 | |
Fax No. (804) 371 — 7092 | |
Email: bhcd@dhcd.virginia.gov | |
Submitted by: Robby Dawson Representing: Fire Services Board

Address: 1005 Technology Park Drive, Glen Allen, VA 23059 Phone No. 804-717-6838

Regulation Title: SFPC Section No(s): 106.6

Proposed Change:

106.6 Notices and orders. The fire official shall issue all necessary notices and orders to ensure compliance

with the SFPC. Requirements, notices and orders that are essential for the public safety of an existing or
proposed activity, substances or products, building or structure, or for the safety of the occupants thereof, which

are not specifically provided for by this code shall be determined by the fire code official and may be based
upon other nationally recognized fire safety standards.

Supporting Statement:

The objective for changing Section 106.6 and is based upon evolving technology that
sometimes results in a siteation or circumstance that the code does not readily address. The reasonable
application of the code to such hazardous, unforeseen conditions is provided for in this section.
Clearly, such a section is needed and the fire code official’s experience and judgment must be used.
However, this would not override requirements that may be preferred when the code provides
alternative methods. Additionally, the section can be used to better implement or enforce the code’s
intention and any general performance-oriented language contained in the code when specificity is
absent from the code.

Submitted: 12/16/09
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VIRGINIA DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
DIVISION OF BUILDING AND FIRE REGULATION

2009 Code Change Cycle — Code Change Evaluation Form

SFPC — Virginia Statewide Fire Prevention Code
Code Change No. F-107.6

Nature of Change:

To clarify when permits are required by the State Fire Marshal’s Office by reference to the two
specific provisions setting out state permit requirements.

Proponent: Ed Altizer, State Fire Marshal, representing the State Fire Marshal’s Office

Staff Comments:

This proposal was tentatively approved at the Codes and Standards Committee meeting of
December 14, 2009 unless public comment is received during the Compilation Document comment

period.

Codes and Standards Committee Action:

Approve as presented. Disapprove.

Approve as modified (specify):

Carry over to next cycle. Other (specify):
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VIRGINIA DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
DIVISION OF BUILDING AND FIRE REGULATION

Code Change Form for the 2009 Code Change Cycle

Code Change Number:_ F-lo7.6
Proponent Information (Check one): [ {Individual X Government Entity []Company
Name; Ed Altizer Representing: State Fire Marshal's Office

Mailing Address: 1005 Technology Park Drive, Glen Allen, VA 23059

Email Address: ed.altizer@vdfp.virginia.gov Telephone Number: 804-371-7170.

Proposal Information
Code(s) and Section(s): SFPC Section 107.6

Proposed Change (including all relevant section numbers, if multiple sections):

Change SFPC Secfion 107.6 to read:

10’7 6 State Flre Marshal Pemuts wﬂl not be reqmred by the State Flte Marshal except for the-manufactasing;

sﬁate—ewned—pfepeﬁythose nermlts hsted in Sectmns 107.13 and 107 14 of tlns code

Exception: Such permits shall not be required for the storage of explosives or blasting agents by the Virginia
Department of State Police provided notification to the State Fire Marshal is made annually by the Chief Arson
Investigator listing all storage locations within areas where enforcement is provided by the State Fire Marshal’s office.

Supporting Statement (including intent, need, and impact of the proposal):

This change is to correct an omission from previous editions of the code. The SFMO issues permits beyond those
named in Secfion 107.6, This change proposes a remedy by simply by referencing those sections where the required

permits are enumerated and fees set,

Submittal Information

Date Submitted:

The proposal may be submitted by emall as an attachment, by fax, by mail, or by hand delivery.

Please submit the proposal to:
DHCD DBFR TASO (Technical Assistance and Services Office)

The Jackson Center Email Address: taso@dhcd.virginia.gov
501 N. 2nd Street Fax Numbet; (804) 371-7092
Richmond, VA 23219-1321 ‘ Phone Numbers: (804) 371-7140 or (804) 371-7150
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VIRGINIA DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
DIVISION OF BUILDING AND FIRE REGULATION

2009 Code Change Cycle — Code Change Evaluation Form

SFPC - Virginia Statewide Fire Prevention Code
Code Change No. F-107.12

Nature of Change:

To limit the fees authorized to be collected by the local governing body under the SFPC to
include any cost of appeals.

Proponent: Robby Dawson, representing the Virginia Fire Services Board
Staff Comments:

The proposal was not received in time to be considered by the workgroups. Apparently stemming
from an appeal decision by the State Building Code Technical Review Board where this provision
of the SFPC was read to permit the local governing body to charge separate fees for appeals, this
proposal would require any fees for appeals to be included as part of the fees for permits. State law
clearly permits a separate fee to be charged for appeals as the language in the SFPC law is identical
to the language in the USBC law and states “Fees may be levied by the local governing body in
order to defray the cost of such enforcement and appeals.” The proposed regulation took the term
“permit” out of the catchline of the provision to reflect the statutory language. It is unclear why the
proponent would want to limit the fee for appeals or make it have to be part of a permit fee when
state law clearly authorizes a separate fee and the question could also be raised as to even if the
regulation prohibited a separate fee, localities may be able to charge one anyway since the law
provides that they may. In that case, limiting it in the regulation would actually create a conflict.

Codes and Standards Committee Action:

Approve as presented. Disapprove.

Approve as modified (specify):

Carry over to next cycle. Other (specify):
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VIRGINIA DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
DIVISION OF BUILDING AND FIRE REGULATION

Code Change Form for the 2009 Code Change Cycle
Code Change Number;___F~107. {2
Proponent Information (Check ong): [ Jindividual X Government Entity [Company

Name: Robby Dawson Representing: Virginia Fire Services Board

Mailing Address: 1005 Technology Park Drive, Glen Allen, VA 23059

Email Address: dawsonj@chesterfield.gov Telephone Number: 804-717-6838

Proposal Information

Code(s) and Section(s): SFPC 107.12

Proposed Change (including all reievant section numbers, if multiple sections): :

107.12. Local permit fees: Permit Ffees may be levied by the local governing body in order to defray the cost of
enforcement and appeals under the SFPC.

Supporting Statement (including intent, need, and impact of the proposal).

This change is to clarify the intent that it's the required permit that's used as the mechanism by which the cost of
enforcement and appeals is defrayed. Notwithstanding statutory fanguage, current SFPC language can be interpreted as
a means fo establish and require a separate fee to file an appeal and that fee could be an amount or viewed as an
obstacle fo filing an appeal.

This language is preferable to the current Proposed Regulation language in that it clearly states the fees for permits are
included and permitted to have a fee attached rather then the proposed language that arbitrarily indicates a fee may be
charged.

Submittal Information

Date Submitted: 12/16/09




VIRGINIA DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
DIVISION OF BUILDING AND FIRE REGULATION

2009 Code Change Cycle — Code Change Evaluation Form

SFPC -- Virginia Statewide Fire Prevention Code
Code Change No. F-107.13

Nature of Change:

To increase the fees charged by the State Fire Marshal’s Office for explosives and fireworks.

Proponent: Ed Altizer, State Fire Marshal, representing the Virginia State Fire Marshal’s Office
Staff Comments:

The proposal was not received in time to be considered by the workgroups. Substantiation has been
provided by the State Fire Marshal’s Office in the supporting statement; however no revenue or cost

data/history is provided. It is not clear what the new “theatrical flame effects” permit is for and why
a separate permit is necessary for this.

Codes and Standards Committee Action:

Approve as presented. Disapprove.

Approve as modified (specify):

Carry over to next cycle. Other (specify):
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VIRGINIA DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
DIVISION OF BUILDING AND FIRE REGULATION

Code Change Form for the 2069 Code Change Cycle
| Code Change Number,__I -167.3
Proponent Information ‘ (Check one): [ individual X Government Entity [C]Company

Name: Ed Altizer Representing: VDFP, State Fire Marshal's Office

Mailing Address: 1005 Technology Park Drive, Glen Allen, VA 23059

Email Address: Telephone Number; 804-371-7170

Proposal Information
Code(s) and Section(s): SFPC Section 107,13

Proposed Change (including all relevant section numbers, if multiple sections):
Send Section 107,13 to read: ’

107.13. State explosives, blasting agents theatrical flame effects and fireworks permit fees. Applications for
firework or pyrotechnic displays shall be submitted to and received by the State Fire Marshal’s Office not less than 15

days prior to the planned event. Fees for permits issued by the State Fire Marshal's office for the storage, use, sale or
manufacture of explosives or blasting agents, and for the display of fireworks and flame effects on state-owned

property shall be as follows:
1. $3661235 per year per magazine to store explosives and blasting agents.
2. $156200 per year per city or county to use explosives and blasting agents.
3. $150 per year to sell explosives and blasting agents.
4. $200 per year to manufactire explosives, blasting agents and fireworks.

5. $300350 per-éay—forthe first day of fireworks, pyrotechnics or proximate audience displays conducted in any
state-owned building and $150 per day for each subsequeatconsecuuve day_for identical multi-day events. If an

application is received by the SFMO less than 15 days prior to the planned event. the permit fee shall be ESO per

day and $150 per day for each consecutive day for identical multi-day events, If an application is received by the
SFMO Jesgs than 7 days prior to the planned event, the permit fee shall be $550 per day and $150 per dav for each
consecutive day for identical multi-day avents, '

6. $200250 per-eventFforthe first day of fireworks, pyrotechnics or proximate audience displays conducted out-of-
doors on any state-owned property and $150 per day for each subsequentconsecutive day for identical multi-day
events. If an application is received by the SEMO less than 15 days prior to the planned event, the permit fee shall
be $450 per day and $150 per day for each consecutive day for identical multi-day events. If an application is

received by the SEMO Jess than 7 days prior to the planned event, the permit fee shall be $550 per day and $150
per day for each consecutive day for identical multi-day events, ,
7. $75100 per event for the use of explosives in special operations or emergency conditions.

8. $300 the first day for flame effects conducted in accordance with Section 308.3.6 indoors of any state-owned
bmldm;z or outdoors on state-owned property and $150 per day for each consecutive day for identical muln~day

events, or. if conducted as part of a firework (pyrotechnic) display, $100 the first day and $75 per day for each
consecutive day for identical multi-day events. If an gpplication for flame effects is received by the SFMO less than

15 days prior to the planned event, the permit fee shall be $450 per day and $150 per day for each consecutive day

for identical multi-day events, Jf an application is received by the SEMO less than 7 days prior fo the planned event,

the permit fee shall be $550 per day and $150 per day for each consecutive day for identical multi-day events.
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Supporting Statement (including intent, need, and impact of the proposal).
This change is to accomplish several objectives.

First, based on the experience gained over the past several years as it relates fo firework (pyrofechnic) displays,
personnel costs have been proven to exceed the amounts collectsd under the current fee sfructure, In fact, it was stated
in the previous code change that “...estimated cost for one technical staff with administrative support exceeds $300 per
day.” Additionally, the Code of Virginia provides that u the State Fire Marshal may charge a fee to recover the actual
cost of administering and enforcing the Code...”. Coupled with the present “zero® overtime budget provisions, the SFMO
is not recovering the full costs incurred. g

Second, the 15 day provision to have applications submiited is proposed to allow the SFMO personnel to better
schedule its fime for processing and site inspections. The 15 day timeframe was at one fime a SFPC requirement and is
simply being re-instituted so that (1) the SFMO may review the qualifications and determine the competence of the
operator performing the display; (2) to allow the review of the operator's proof of insurance or other evidence of
indemnification (not all insurance policies are the same}; {3) to altow the inspection of the proposed discharge site and
viewing area; and (4) to alfow the review of the operator’s fire protection and crowd control provisions. Too often, not
always, appiications are received within two weeks of the event leaving SFMO personnel rapidly adjusting work hours at
the cost of forgoing other scheduled work that may be of equal imporiance. With a multi-iered permit fee for applications
received after or within the 15 day timeframe, hopefully it will cause applications to be submitted in a timely basis in
order to avoid the increased fees and allow the SFMO to better schedule its work load.

Third, the change from “subsequent’ days to “consecutive” days avoids potential and conflicting interpretations.
According to the dictionary cited in SFPC Section 201.4, “subsequent’ means “following in time” or “coming or being
later than something else.” By exampie, while the first day of the month is followed by the second day and the third day
and so on, it's equally tre to say the 15% day of the month follows the first day of the month —it is subsequent. How that
lends itself to the present code language is that it can be argued if an outdoor fireworks display is conducted on the first
day of the month and repeated in an identical fashion on the 15% day of the same month, it's a “subsequent’ day and
therefore, using the present fee structure, the total permit fee would be $350. By changing and using the word
“sonsecutive”, which means, “having no interval or break; continuous”, it better reflects the intent of the code’s provision
and the permit fee in the above example would be $400. '

Fourth, the increased permit fee for explosive storage, use and for special operations is also reflective of the amount of
staff time and office resources given in need of cost recovery.

Sixth, in addition to fireworks (pyrotechnics), the SFMO has experlenced a notable increase in the use of flame effects
for theatrical performances. These flame effecis use flammable gases andfor liquids in close proximity to performers and
audience members for the desired effect and are not categorized as pyrotechnics. A separate and specific standard is
used to regulate all aspects and equipment used for flame effects. .

The permit fee level for flame effects is coordinated to be approximately the same as the inspection and monitoring of
pyrotechnic displays but it involves a different approach and level of knowledge as compared {o pyrotechnics. The permit
fee would be reduced when the flame effects are incorporaed into the same event as fireworks since SFMO staff would
not be investing significantly more time on the review, inspection and monitoring of the same event.

Submittal Information \

Date Submitted:

The proposal may be submitted by email as an éttachment, by fax, by mail, or by hand delivery.

n



VIRGINIA DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
DIVISION OF BUILDING AND FIRE REGULATION

2009 Code Change Cycle — Code Change Evaluation Form

SFPC - Virginia Statewide Fire Prevention Cede
Code Change No. F-107.14

Nature of Change:

To establish a fee for inspections conducted by the State Fire Marshal’s Office for state
regulated care facilities.

Proponent: Ed Altizer, State Fire Marshal, representing the Virginia State Fire Marshal’s Office
Staff Comments:

The proposal was not received in time to be considered by the workgroups. Staff will consult with
legal counsel to assure statutory authority exists for this proposal. Currently, state law appears to
only provide for fees to be charged by the State Fire Marshal’s Office for enforcement activities in
areas where there is no local enforcement of the SFPC. This proposal would authorize the State
Fire Marshal’s Office to charge fees in both areas where there is local enforcement and areas where
there is no local enforcement. In addition, staff believes the term “state regulated care facilities” or
“§RCF,” which is already a defined term in the SFPC, encompasses the facilities listed in the
proposal, so either the term SRCF should be deleted, or the list of facilities should be replaced with
the term “SRCE.”

Codes and Standards Committee Action:

Approve as presented. Disapprove.

Approve as modified (specify):

Cary over to next cycle. Other (specify):
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VIRGINIA DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
DIVISION OF BUILDING AND FIRE REGULATION

Code Change Form for the 2009 Code Change Cycle
Code Change Number;,___F - (07, 14
Proponent Information (Check ane): [ Jindividual X Govemnment Entity [Icompany

Name: Ed Alfizer Representing: State Fire Marshal's Office

Mailing Address: 1005 Technology Park Drive, Glen Allen, VA 23058

Emaif Address: ed.altizer@vdfp.virginia.qov Telephone Number; 804-371-7170

Proposal Information

Code(s) and Section(s}: SFPC Section 107.14

Proposed Change (including all relevant section numbers, if multiple sections):
Add#'s 5 and 6 to Section 107.14 to read:

107.14 State annual inspection pexmit fees. Annual fees for inspection permits issued by the State Fire Marghal’s
Office for the inspection of buildings shall be as follows: '

5. Child Day Care Centers, SRCF, Assisted Living Facilities and Adult Day Care Centers licensed by the Virginia
Department of Sacial Services based on licensed capagity.

5.1. $50 for 1 to 8 licensed occupants.

5.2. 375 for 9 to 20 licensed occupants.
5.3. $100 for 21 to 50 licensed occupants.
5.4. $200 for 51 to 100 licensed occupants.

5.5. $400 for 101 or more licensed occupants.

Supporting Staterment {including intent, need, and impact of the proposal):

Given its current staffing and fiscal resources, statutory responsibility and direction, the SFMO is no longer able to
sustain the present inspection program without supplemental or augmented revenue support.

Workload assignments, SFMO regional boundaries, travel ime, administrative time, re-prioritization of what is inspected,
inspection frequencies are among some of the aspects the SFMO has examined towards maximizing efficiency given
what litlle resource and staifing remains; afl with an eye towards avoiding the implementation of additional- permits and
fee schedule and still meet its responsibility and direction. Through its most recent review none of the above items,
singularly or in combination, have yielded sufficient means or opportunity to avoid the introduction of this code change
for additional permits and permit fees and stiil continue its current service level. Even with the implementation of these
permits and fees, the SFMO is not going to be able to increase its current service level or the number of inspactions
being performed. This change is to help ensure the maintenance of current levels and nimbers.

The authority o institute such permits and fees is found in § 27-98 of the Code of Virginia allowing the SFMO fo
“...charge a fee to recover the actual cost of administering and enforcing of the Code in jurisdictions for which he serves
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as the enforcing authority.”

As an aslde, through a coordinated effort based on statutory diredtives, these inspections are required by other state
agencies such as the Virginia Department of Mental Health and Behavioral Services, formerly known as the Department
of Mental Health, Mental Retardation and Substance Abuse Services, and the Virginia Department of Secial Senvices.

While all inspections performed by the SFMO are important and of high priority, these facilities contain some of the
Commonwealth’s most vulnerable occupants and helps ensures the SFMO continues fo be positioned to meet all its
statutory responsibilities and direction for ensuring these fire safe facilities continue to exist.

Submittal Information

Date Submitted:

The proposal may be submitted by email as an attachment, by fax, by mail, or by hand defivery.

Please submit the proposai to:
DHCD DBFR TASO (Technical Assistance and Services Office)

The Jackson Center Email Address: taso@dhed, virginia.gov

501 N. 2nd Street Fax Number: (804} 371-7092

Richmond, VA 232191321 Phone Numbers: (804) 371-7140 or (804) 371-7150
"VIRGIN!A
"aDHCD
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VIRGINIA DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
DIVISION OF BUILDING AND FIRE REGULATION

2009 Code Change Cycle — Code Change Evaluation Form

SFPC — Virginia Statewide Fire Prevention Code
Code Change No. F-112.2

Nature of Change:

To add a requirement for the local board of appeals to meet at least once annually to receive
training and assure a properly constituted board. This requirement was added to the USBC in
the proposed 2009 regulations and the Review Board members believed it would be beneficial
to have it in the SFPC also.

Proponent: State Building Code Technical Review Board

Staff Comments:

This proposal was tentatively approved at the Codes and Standards Committee meeting of
December 14, 2009 unless public comment is received during the Compilation Document comment

period.

Codes and Standards Committee Action:
Approve as presented. Disapprove.
Approve as modified (specify):

Carry over to next cycle. Other (specify):
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VIRGINIA DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT

CODE CHANGE FORM
I |
Address to submif to: | | Document No. F-l12.2
| I
DHCD, Main Street Centre | | Committee Action:
600 E. Main Street, Suite 300 | |
Richmond, VA 23219 | [ BHCD Action:
| l
Tel. No. (804) 371 — 7150 | |
Fax No. (804) 371 — 7092 1 1
Emait: bhed@dhed.virginia.gov | |
Submitted by: _State Building Code Technical Review Board
Address: Phone No.
Régulation Title: _Virgiﬁia Statewide Fire Prevention Code Section No(s): 112.2

Date Submitted: November 20, 2009

Proposed Change:

Change Section 112.2 to read:

112.2 Membership. The BFPCA shall consists of at least five members appointed by the local
governing body and having terms of office established by written policy. Alternate members
may be appointed to serve in the absence of any regular members and as such, shall have the
full power and authority of the regular members. Regular and altemate members maybe
reappointed.  Written records of current membership, including a record of the current
chairman and secretary shall be maintained in the office of the local government body. In order
to provide continuity, the terms of the members may be a different length so that less than half

will expire in any one-year period. The BFPCA shall meet at least once annually to assure a
d receive such training on the code as

duly constituted board, appoint officers as necessary an g

may bg¢ appropriate or necessary from staff of the locality.

- Supporting Statement:

The Board of Housing and Community Development approved a proposal to add this language to the
Virginia Uniform Statewide Building Code. The Review Board also recommends the addition of this

language to the Virginia Statewide Fire Prevention Code.

307



VIRGINIA DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
DIVISION OF BUILDING AND FIRE REGULATION

2009 Code Change Cycle — Code Change Evaluation Form

SFPC — Virginia Statewide Fire Prevention Code
Code Change No. F-304.1.2

Nature of Change:

To adopt to International Wildland Urban Interface Code.

Proponent: Ed Altizer, State Fire Marshal, representing the Virginia State Fire Marshal’s Office
Staff Comments:

The proposal was not received in time to be considered by the workgroups. This International
Wildland Urban Interface Code (WUIC) was considered during the 2006 code change cycle from a
proposal from Loudoun County to incorporate parts of the WUIC into the SFPC. It was determined
at that time that only limited provisions of the WUIC would fit into the regulatory scheme of the
codes in Virginia as the WUIC contained construction requirements, zoning restrictions and fire
prevention requirements. This proposal does not indicate how the WUIC would be used or under
which regulation it would be placed. There is no statutory authority for the WUIC to be adopted as
a stand-alone code.

Codes and Standards Committee Action:

Approve as presented. Disapprove.

Approve as modified (specify):

Carry over to next cycle. Other (specify):
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VIRGINIA DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
DIVISION OF BUILDING AND FIRE REGULATION

Code Change Form for the 2009 Code Change Cycle
Code Change Number__F - 3o4.1. 2
Proponent information (Check one): [ ]individual X Government Entity [_]Company

Name: Ed Altizer, State Fire Marshal Representing: VDFP, State Fire Marshal's Office

Mailing Address: 1005 Technology Park Drive, Glen Allen, Va 23059

Email Address: ed.altizer@vdfp.virginia.gov Telephone Number; 804-371-7170

Proposal Information

Code(s) and Section(s): International Wildtand-Urban Interface Code (IWUIC)

Proposed Change (including all relevant section numbers, if multiple sections):

Adoption of the model IWUIC, 2009 edition in its entirety.

Supporting Statement (including intent, need, and impact of the proposal):

While areas west of the Mississippi River garner a lot of attention when wildland fires occur, it is on the east side of the
Mississippi River that more fires occur consuming more acreage, damaging more homes, injuring more people, and has
a higher total dollar loss than the west of the Mississippi River.

Officials with the Virginia Department of Forestry (VDOF) reveal that 2008 saw a 130 percent increase in acres burned
across the state as the number of fires decreased 12.4 percent. The agency logged 1,322 fires that bumned 25,704
acres. Records show 1,509 fires burned 11,200 acres during 2007. Sixteen homes were damaged last year. Virginia saw
the worst fire day in memory Sunday, Feb. 10, 2008. High winds across the state whipped up 354 fires that burned more
than 16,000 acres.

Since January 1, 2009 the VDOF has reported not less than 810 fires covering 6,847 acres with 32 structures damaged.
With the construction of housing to meet the demand of an increased population, with the movement of population to
forested and rural areas, it's only prudent to use the IWUIC model code to mitigate the risk of a structure’s exposure to

wildland fires and the spread of fire from structures to wildland fuels itselff,

The Virginia Fire Service Board Code Committee has indicated it is doing additional revenue of the IWUIC towards the
suppaort of this proposal.

Submittal Information
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VIRGINIA DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
DIVISION OF BUILDING AND FIRE REGULATION

2009 Code Change Cycle — Code Change Evaluation Form

SFPC — Virginia Statewide Fire Prevention Code
Code Change Nos. F-311.5(a) and (b)

Nature of Change:

Two proposals to authorize the use of the placarding provisions of the International Fire Code
when an existing structure is dangerous to fire-fighting operations.

Proponent: David J. Thomas, P.E., representing the Fairfax County Fire Prevention Department
(for F-311.5(a)) and Robby Dawson, representing the Fire Services Board Code Committee (for F-

311.5(b))

Staff Comments:

The proposals were not received in time to be considered by the workgroups; however, the issue
was discussed at several workgroup meetings and there were no objections to a proposal being
submitted. Both proposals are similar with just some minor language differences. Staff believes
both proposals would authorize the use of the placarding provisions, which under the 2006 SFPC
was questionable as it addressed unsafe buildings, which are typically regulated by the USBC.

Codes and Standards Committee Action:
Approve as presented. Disapprove.
Approve as modified (specify):

Carry over to next cycle. Other (specify):
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VIRGINIA DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
DIVISION OF BUILDING AND FIRE REGULATION

Code Change Form for the 2009 Code Change Cycle
Code Change Number; F-3i1.5 (a)
Proponent Information (Check one): X Individual [ |Government Entity [ ICompany

Name: David J. Thomas, P.E. Representing: Self, FXCO FPD, FX VA

Mailing Address: Fairfax County Fire Prevention division, 10700 Page Ave, Fairfax, VA 22030

Email Address: david.thocmas@fairfaxcounty.gov ‘Telephone Number: 703-246-4819

Proposal Information

Code(s) and Section(s): SFPC (IFC) 311.5 and 311.5.5

Proposed Change (including all relevant section numbers, if multiple sections):

311.5 Placards. Any building or structure that is vacant or abandoned and is Any-vacant-or-abandened-buildings-or
structures determined by the fire official to be-unsafe-pursuantio-Sestion110-ofthis coderelating-unduly dangerous to

firefighting operations due to structural or interior hazards shall be marked as required by Sections 311.5 through
311.5.5 or marked as required by the local fire official.

311.5.5 Informational use. The use of these symbols shall be informational only and shall not in any way limit the
discretion of the on-scene incident commander, nor supplant the fire official’'s responsibility to report unsafe structures in
accordance with Section 110.4 of this code.

Supporting Statement (including intent, need, and impact of the proposal):
The placarding provisions were first in the 2006 IFC but had the use of the term “unsafe”, which has been removed from

311.5in this change. There was a question whether or not the SFPC Section 110.4 referencing the USBC prevented the
use of the placarding provisions. This change clarifies that the placarding is for a different purpose and does not create
any conflict with the USBC.

The phrase “unduly dangerous to firefighting operations” has been used above to clarify that the intent goes to
extraordinary situations. Firefighting is inherently dangerous. The use of the term "unduly dangerous” gives recognition
to the higher levels of danger that may be encountered when a building or structure is involved in fire, given a set of
peculiarities found at a given location. These include prior fire damage, significant code violations, no water to the
structure, unsound conditions beyond the ordinary, and other factors which can render interior firefighting beyond the
capabilities of the field forces available. The placard serves the purpose of informing those coming upon the incident that
there are extraordinary conditions present that may influence their decisions regarding risk to their response forces.

The fire official under 311.5.5 must also act in accord with SFPC Section 110.4 in repotting unsafe conditions which
demand reporting fo the building or building maintenance official. This is a reporting duty which is now clarified by the
included reference.

It is noted that Norfolk has for some time been using placarding in accord with Section 311.5, and coordinates its

placarding to provide information to the fire service, to the health department (different placard), and to special police 3
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officers in their jurisdiction. The inclusion of this clarification to 311.5 will not affect their current practice and wil
hopefully help to encourage others throughout the commonwealth to adopt procedures similar to those already being
successfully used in Norfolk. It is in the spirit of recognition of their work and in an effort to render the SFPC phrasing
clear and explicit that the above changed is proposed.

Submittal Information

Date Submitted:

The proposal may be submitted by email as an attachment, by fax, by mail, or by hand delivery.
Please submit the proposal to:
DHCD DBFR TASO (Technical Assistance and Services Office)

The Jackson Center Email Address: tsu@dhcd.virginia.gov
501 N. 2nd Street Fax Number: {804) 371-7092
Richmond, VA 23219-1321 Phone Numbers: (804} 371-7140 or {804) 371-7150

N:A\My Documents\CodeChangePlacardProposalDThomasSFPC31162909Revision.doc

N ]
= VIRGINIA
«DHGD
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VIRGINIA DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
DIVISION OF BUILDING AND FIRE REGULATION

Code Change Form for the 2009 Code Change Cycle
Code Change Number,_ F -311.5(b)
Proponent Information (Check one):  [Jindividual [_IGovernment Entity [ ]Company

Name: Robby Dawson Representing: FSBCC /

Mailing Address: PO Box 40 Chesterfield, VA 23832

Emaif Address: dawsoni@chesterfield.qov ' Telephone Numbé

Proposal Information

Code(s) and Section(s): SFPC (IFC) 311.5 and 311.5.5

Proposed Change (including all relevant section numbers, if muitiple se

311.5 Placards. Any building or structure that i§ vaca
determined by the fire official to be-unsafey

to structural or interior hazards shall be marked as reqmre
by the local fire official.

311.5.5 Informational use. The us
the on-scene incident command i
110.4 of this code.

f whether SFPC state amendment Section 110.4 referencing the
ing provisions. This change clarifies that the placarding is for a different purpose

fighling operations” is a relative term. Without question, fire fighting is an inherently
dangerous activity. But the f'the phrase in this change gives recognition to the higher levels of danger that may be
encountered when a buildingor structure is involved in fire given a set of peculiarities that may be common or unigue to
buildings or structures. It gives recognition that not all vacant or abandoned buildings and structures are equal in the set
of dangers they may individually or collectively present. While a vacant or abandoned building not involved in fire may
pose a somewhat benign level of danger, the fire official and/or local fire chief are best situated to assess the degrees of
danger a building or structure may pose to suppression forces in the event of fire and the level of fire involvement. As
Section 311.5.5 states, the placard is “informational”,

The phrase "dangerotjs-

This is an additional change concurrent with the change submitted by Dave Thomas which addresses the question of
local enforcement of the Maintenance code.
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Submittal Information

Date Submitted: 12/16/09

The proposal may be submitted by email as an attachment, by fax, by mail, or by hand defivery.

Please submit the proposal to;

DHCD DBFR TASO (Technical Assistance and Services Office) :

The Jackson Center Email Address: taso@ghed.virginia.gov
901 N. 2nd Street
Richmond, VA 23219-1321

0 or (804} 371-7150
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VIRGINIA DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
DIVISION OF BUILDING AND FIRE REGULATION

2009 Code Change Cycle — Code Change Evaluation Form

SFPC — Virginia Statewide Fire Prevention Code
Code Change No. F-315.1

Nature of Change:

To clarify a provision of the International Fire Code (IFC) for the storage of materials.

Proponent: Robby Dawson, representing the Virginia Fire Services Board
Staff Comments:

The proposal was not received in time to be considered by the workgroups. The proposal appears to
extend the current IFC provision from only regulating combustible materials in Section 315.3 to
regulating any type of material stored. The reason given is that other stored materials may interfere
with sprinkler systems. Staff notes that storage interfering with a sprinkler system would be a
separate violation of the SFPC and this section is not necessary to cite that situation. Staff would
further note that the addition of a provision requiring an operational permit will cause confusion as
Section 107.2 (and Table 107.2) is the sole provision in the SFPC for addressing permits. Similar
provisions in the IFC (such as in Section 501.2) are not usable as part of the SFPC as they are
administrative in nature and superseded by Section 107. Therefore, staff would not recommend the
use of Section 315.2 if this proposal is approved.

Codes and Standards Committee Action:

Approve as presented. Disapprove.

Approve as modified (specify):

Carry over to next cycle. Other (specity):
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VIRGINIA DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
DIVISION OF BUILDING AND FIRE REGULATION

Code Change Form for the 2009 Code Change Cycle
Code Change Number__ F ~ 315 .1
Proponent Information (Check one); [ Jindividual [(Government Entity [ JCompany

Name: Robby Dawson Representing: Virginia Fire Services Board

Mailing Address: 1005 Technology Park Drive, Glen Allen, VA 23058

Email Address: dawsonj@chesterfield.gov Telephone Number; 804-717-6838

Proposal Information

Code(s) and Section(s): SFPC Section 315

Proposed Change (including all relevant section numbers, if multiple sections):

Revise Section Title and Sections as follows:

Section 315
Miscellancous-Combustible Materials General Storage

Revise SFPC 315.1 as follows:
315.1 General. Storageuse-and-handling-of miscellaneous-combustible-materials shall be in accordance with this

section.

315.2 Permit required. A permit for miscellanecus combustible storage shall be-ebtained-in-aceerdance-with required
as set forth in Table 107.2 (Miscellaneous combustible storage).

Renumber SFPC 315.2 and revise as follows:

315.2 315.3 Storage in buildings. Storage of eembustible materials in buildings shall be orderly and stable. Storage
of combusfible materials shall be separated from heaters or heating devices by distance or shielding so that ignition

cannot occur.

(Renumber following sections.. )

Supporting Statement (including intent, need; and impact of the proposal).

This proposal will modify this section covering storage in buildings in several different ways.

This proposal is intended to clarify that this section contains requirements which apply to storage in general, not just
storage of combustible materials. Specifically, Section 315.2.1 requires that a separation be maintained between the
top of storage and ceilings or sprinklers, This requirement applies to all storage, whether combustible or not, and
providing a clearance from sprinklers and ceilings is critical whether the materials are combustible or not.

The first sentence of Section 315.1 is revised to delete the reference to “use and handling”. As stated in the titie of the
section, this section applies to “storage”. Sections 315.1 and 315.2 deal with storage and there are no requiremenis
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for use or handling.

The second sentence of Section 315.1 is separated and creates a new Section 315.2 dealing with permits. This
follows standard format throughout the rest of the fire code. The new Section 315.2 is also revised to specify that a
permit is required only for storage of combustible materials. Even though this section regulates storage of both
combustible and noncombustible materials, only combustible materials are required to obtain a permit when the
storage exceeds 2500 cubic feet. The quantity limit is specified in the permit requirements in Table 107.2
{Miscellaneous combustible storage).

Section 315.2 is renumbered to 315.3 and revised to specify that the first sentence applies to ALL storage, and the
second sentence applies to combustible storage. This will then state that all storage, whether combustible or not, is
regulated and should be orderly. This means that the stored materials, whether combustible or not, are orderly, and
that the stacks of stored materials need to be stable. These requirements allow for aisles being maintained, and the
reduction of injury or blocking of exit during a seismic event or even when materials are hit with a hose stream during
fire operations.

Hazards specific to ‘combustible’ materials have been more clearly identified. The second sentence in 315.3 is ravised
to specify that only combustible materials need to be separated from ignition sources. Itis not necessary to separate
non-combustible materials from ignition sources because there is no hazard.

Submittal Information

Date Submitted: 12/16/2009

The proposal may be submitted by email as an attachment, by fax, by mail, or by hand delivery.

Please submit the proposal to:
DHCD DBFR TASO (Technical Assistance and Services Office)

The Jackson Center Email Address: taso@dhcd.virginia.gov

501 N. 2nd Street Fax Number: {804) 371-7092

Richmond, VA 23219-1321 Phone Numbers: (804) 371-7140 or (804) 371-7150
avlma«m
x DHCD

317



VIRGINIA DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
DIVISION OF BUILDING AND FIRE REGULATION

2009 Code Change Cycle — Code Change Evaluation Form

SFPC — Virginia Statewide Fire Prevention Code
Code Change No. F-408.5.5

Nature of Change:

To lessen the requirements in the International Fire Code for fire drills in Group I-1
occupancies.

Proponent: DHCD Staff

Staff Comments:

The proposal is the result of discussions at the sub-workgroup for assisted living facilities and at the
Fire Services Board Code Committee. The proposal would also be in conjunction with a proposal
under the USBC to require a smoke compartment in a Group [-2 facility. Under this proposal,

instead of having to evacuate to the outside, movement to a protected interior location would be
sufficient for all but two fire drills within a one year period.

Codes and Standards Committee Action:

Approve as presented. Disapprove.

Approve as modified (specify):

Carry over to next cycle. Other (specify):
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VIRGINIA DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
OIVISION OF BUILDING AND FIRE REGULATION

Code Change Form for the 2008 Code Change Cycle
Code Change Number;___F-%08.5,5

Proponent Information (Check one): [ individual XlGovernment Entity ~ [_JCompany
Name: Emory Rodgers, DHCD Representing: Workgroup 2 - 12/1/09

Mailing Address:

Email Address: Telephone Number:

Proposal Information
Code(s) and Section(s): SFPC 408.5.5 Group I-1 Occupancies Resident Participation & 408,10.5 Group R-4
Occupancies Resident Participation relative to Emergency Evacuation and Fire Drills

Proposed Change (including all relevant section numbers, if multiple sections):

408.5.5 Resident participation. Emergency evacuation drills shall involve the actual evacuation of residents to a
selected exterior assembly point a minimum of two times per year while the other required evacuation drilis
shall be to a selected interior assembly point.

408.10.5 Resident participation. Emergency evacuation drills shall involve the actual evacuation of residents to
a selected exterior assembly point a minimum of two times per year while the other required evacuation drills
shall be to a selected interior assembly point. All required exits shall be utilized during emergency evacuation
drills and shall provide residents with experiences in exiting through all required exits. All-required-exits-shail

be-used-during-emetgency-evacuationdrills;

Supporting Statement (including intent, need, and impact of the proposal):

Assisted living facility operators support the frequency of fire drifls. Operators believe that to have all fire drills require
building evacuation each time poses risks and possible harm to their residents by exposing residents to extreme weather
conditions and other hazards. The following changes would allow two exterior fire drills to a selected exterior assembly
point with the remaining drills evacuating to a selected interior assembly point.

Submittal Information
Date Submitted:

The proposal may be submitted by email as an attachment, by fax, by méil, or by hand delivery.
Please submit the proposal to:
DHCD DBFR TASO (Technical Assistance and Services Office)

Main Street Center Email Address: tsu@dhcd.virginia.gov
600 E. Main St., Suite 300 Fax Number: (804} 371-7092
Richmond, VA 23219 Phone Numbers: (804) 371-7140 or (804) 371-7150

>
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VIRGINIA DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
DIVISION OF BUILDING AND FIRE REGULATION

2009 Code Change Cycle — Code Change Evaluation Form

SFPC — Virginia Statewide Fire Prevention Code
Code Change No. F-506.1

Nature of Change:

To require key boxes to comply with a national standard.

Proponent: Robby Dawson, representing the Virginia Fire Services Board

Staff Comments:

The proposal was not received in time to be considered by the workgroups. This proposal was
accepted in the first round of hearings for the 2012 International Fire Code. It is not known whether
any public comment or challenges were received at the national level for this change. The
proponent did not provide a copy of the new standard in the proposal. In addition, staff notes that

operational provisions of the SFPC are retroactive; therefore without some limiting language, if this
change were approved, it would apply to all existing key boxes.

Codes and Standards Committee Action:
Approve as presented. Disapprove.
Approve as modified (specify): -

Carry over to next cycle. Other (specify):
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VIRGINIA DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
DIVISION OF BUILDING AND FIRE REGULATION

Code Change Form for the 2009 Code Change Cycle
Code Change Number:__F -506&.{
Proponent Information (Check one): [ Jindividual X Government Entity [1Company

Name: Robby Dawson ' Representing: Virginia Fire Services Board

Mailing Address: 1005 Technology Park Drive, Glen Allen, VA 23059

Email Address: dawsonj@chesterfield.qov Telephone Number: 804-717-6838

Proposal Information

Code(s) and Section(s): SFPC Section 506

Proposed Change {including all relevant section numbers, if multiple sections}:

Change existing and add new text as follows:

SECTION 506
KEY BOXES

506.1 Where required. Where access to or within a structure or an area is restricted because of secured openings or
where immediate access is necessary for life-saving or fire-fighting purposes, the fire code official is authorized to
require a key box to be installed in an approved location. The key box shall be of an approved type listed in
accordance with UL 1037 and shall contain keys to gain necessary access as required by the fire code official,

506.1.1 Locks. An approved lock shall be installed on gates or similar barriers when required by the fire code
official.

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

Add new standard to Chapter 47
ANSI/UL 1037 Standard for Antitheft alarms and devices.

Supporting Statement (inciuding intent, need, and impact of the proposal):

This proposal is a companion to a proposal calling for the standardization of fire service elevator keys to provide for
rapid access to fire service access elevators and elevators with Phase | or Phase [l emergency recall operation. That
proposal includes a provision to allow placement of a non-standard fire service elevator key in a key box if there is a
practical difficulty in providing a standardized key.

This proposal sets outs standards for the key boxes intended to be used for the elevator key and provides for
compatibility with existing rapid entry systems; labeling of the key box; height and location of the key box(s); use of the
key box for other items; and an exception to use a key box installed near a fire command center or for other purposes.

The proposal also provides for a level of security for the key box. The fire code currently provides the fire code official
with the authority to require a key box within which will be keys that will provide access to secured facilities and/or
locations at those facilities. There is an obligation to make sure the key box required by (or approved by) the fire code
official is secure to prevent the key box from becoming a security threat.
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This proposal addresses this issue of security by requiring an approved key box to be listed in accordance with UL
standard 1037, The Standard for Antitheft alarms and devices. The major key box manufacturers have their rapid entry
devices listed under this standard.

In preparing this proposal, statewide regulations requiring standardized fire service elevator keys (or Master Elevator
Keys) from Florida, Louisiana and New Jersey were reviewed. Since some states and local jurisdictions have already
begun to address this issue with the adoption of regulations and other states and jurisdictions are considering this topic
it is beneficial to building owners and code officials to have a standard set of requirements contained within the model
codes.

This proposed change, designated as F19-09/10, was accepted (modified) by the ICC Fire Code Committee at the
recent Code Change hearings held in Baltimore. The Committee vote was 12 to 0 in favor of “As Modified”.

Submittal Information

Date Submitted; 12/16/2009

The proposal may be submitted by email as an attachment, by fax, by mail, or by hand delivery.
Please submit the proposal to:
DHCD DBFR TASO (Technical Assistance and Services Office)

The Jackson Center Email Address: taso@dhcd.virginia.gov

501 N. 2nd Street Fax Number: (804) 371-7092

Richmond, VA 23218-1321 Phone Numbers: (804) 371-7140 or (804) 371-7150
“VIEG%MA
-

322



VIRGINIA DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
DIVISION OF BUILDING AND FIRE REGULATION

2009 Code Change Cycle — Code Change Evaluation Form

SFPC — Virginia Statewide Fire Prevention Code
Code Change No. F-506.3

Nature of Change:

To require elevator fire service keys to be standardized.

Proponent: Robby Dawson, representing the Virginia Fire Services Board
Staff Comments:

The proposal was not received in time to be considered by the workgroups. This proposal was
accepted in the first round of hearings for the 2012 International Fire Code. It is not known whether
any public comment or challenges were received at the national level for this change. It should be
noted that operational provisions of the SFPC are retroactive; therefore without some limiting
language, if this change were approved, it would apply to all existing clevator keys.

Codes and Standards Committee Action:
Approve as presented. Disapprove.
Approve as modified (specify):

Carry over to next cycle. Other (specify):
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VIRGINIA DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
DIVISION OF BUILDING AND FIRE REGULATION

Code Change Form for the 2009 Code Change Cycle
Code Change Number,___F-506.3
Proponent Information (Check one): [ ]Individual X Government Entity [CICompany

Name: Robby Dawson Representing: Virginia Fire Services Board

Mailing Address: 1005 Technology Park Drive, Glen Allen, VA 23059

Email Address: dawsonj@chesterfield.gov Telephone Number; 804-717-6838

Proposal Information

Code(s) and Section(s): New SFPC Section 506.3 and New USBC Section 3003.2.1

Proposed Change (including all relevant section numbers, if multiple sections):

Add Section 506.3 fo read

SECTION 506
KEY BOXES AND ELEVATOR FIRE SERVICE KEYS

506.3 Standardized fire service elevator keys. All buildings with elevators equipped with Phase | Emergency

Recall, Phase ll emergency in-car operation, or a Fire Service Access or an Ocoupant Evacuation Elevator shall be

equipped to operate with a standardized fire service key approved by the fire code official.

Exception: Where there is_a practical difficulty to providing a standardized key the owner shall place the building’s
non-standardized fire service elevator keys in_ a key box installed in accordance with Section 506.1.

506.3.1 Reqguirements for Standardized fire service keys.

1. All fire service elevator keys within the jurisdiction shall be uniform_and specific for the jurisdiction. Keys shall

be cut to a uniform key code.

2. Fire service elevator keys shall be a patent protected design to prevent unautherized duplication.

3. Fire service elevator keys shall be factory restricted by the manufacturer to prevent the unauthorized

distribution of key blanks. No uncut key blanks shall be permitted to leave the factory
4. Fire service elevator keys subject to these rules shall be engraved with "DO NOT DUPLICATE”.

506.3.2 Access to standardized fire service keys. Access fo standardized fire service elevator keys shall be
restricted to the following:

1. Elevator owners or their authgrized agents;

2. Elevator contractors.

3. Elevator Inspectors of the jurisdiction.
4. Fire code officials of the jurisdiction.

5. The fire department and_other emergency response agencies designated by the fire code official.
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506.3.3 Duplication or distribution of keys. No person may duplicate a standardized fire service elevator key or
issue. give, or sell a duplicated key unless in accordance with this code.

506.3.4 Responsibility fo provide keys. The building owner shall provide up to three (3) standardized fire service
keys if required by the fire code cfficial, upon installation of a standardized fire service key switch or switches in the

building.

Add new USBC text as follows:

3003.2.1 Standardized fire service keys. Where a kevy is required to operate the emergency function of an elevator,
the key shall be a standardized fire service key in accordance with the Statewide Fire Prevention Code.

Supporting Statement {including intent, need, and impact of the proposal):

When fire departments and other public agencies respond to emergencies the ability to quickly access the location of
the emergency can be the deciding factor of a successful response. Elevators are increasingly being relied upon for
emergency operations and their importance has been highlight by recent additions to the International Building Code
requiring the installation of fire service access elevators and providing requirements for the installation of occupant
evacuation elevators.

One of the difficulties the fire service and other emergency response agencies have when accessing facilities and
attempting to use elevators is the increasing number of non-standardized keys which may not be available at the time
of response. Even when emergency responders are provided the necessary keys in case of response, the correct key
may have to be identified from a large coilection of keys for any one building. In larger jurisdictions the shear number
of keys makes the possession of the keys unwieldy for the emergency responders,

The purpose first part of this proposal is to provide for a standardized fire service elevator key to reduce the number of
keys necessary for accessing elevators in an emergency. As drafted this section will only apply to those buildings that
have elevators with Phase | or Phase Il emergency service or to those buildings with a fire service access elevator.

The proposal also provides for a level of security for the standardized key. Access to the key that can take control of
an elevator s an existing area of vulnerability for buildings and one that was not addressed in the past with simple key
designs being utilized. Since this proposal will create a standardized key, it also includes rules for the safeguarding of
that key.

The second part in adding language te the USBC included and intended fo simply place a pointer in the USBC shouid
the first part is approved.

In preparing this proposal, statewide regulations requiring standardized fire service elevator keys (or Master Elevator
Keys) from Florida, Louisiana and New Jersey were reviewed. Since some states and local jurisdictions have already
begun to address this issue with the adoption of regulations and other states and jurisdictions are considering this topic
it is beneficial to building owners and code officials to have a standard set of requirements contained within the model

codes.

This proposed change, designated as F20-09/10, was accepted by the ICC Fire Code Committee at the recent Code
Change hearings held in Baltimore. The Committee vote was 13 to 0 in favor of “As Submitted”.

Submittal Information

Date Submitted: 12/16/2009

The proposal may be submitted by email as an attachment, by fax, by mail, or by hand delivery.

Please submit the proposal to:
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VIRGINIA DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
DIVISION OF BUILDING AND FIRE REGULATION

2009 Code Change Cycle —~ Code Change Evaluation Form

SFPC — Virginia Statewide Fire Prevention Code
Code Change No. F-605.10.1

Nature of Change:

To require portable electric space heaters to comply with a national standard.

Proponent: Robby Dawson, representing the Virginia Fire Services Board
Staff Comments:

The proposal was not received in time to be considered by the workgroups. A copy of the standard
referenced was not provided along with the proposal. The proposal would apply to all existing
portable electric space heaters.

Codes and Standards Committee Action:

Approve as presented. Disapprove.

Approve as modified (specify):

Carry over to next cycle. Other (specify):
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VIRGINIA DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
DIVISION OF BUILDING AND FIRE REGULATION

Code Change Form for the 2009 Code Change Cycle
Code Change Number:__F ~ @05 . |

Proponent Information (Check one): [ Jindividual X Government Entity [ JCompany

Name: Robby Dawson Representing: Virginia Fire Services Board

Mailing Address: 1005 Technology Park Drive, Glen Allen, VA 23059

Email Address: dawsonj@chesterfield.gov Telephone Number:

Proposal Information

Code(s) and Section(s): SFPC Section 605.10.1

Proposed Change (including all refevant section numbers, if multiple sections):

605.10 Portable, electric space heaters. Where not prohibited by other sections of this code, portable,
electric space heaters shall be permitted to be used in all occupancies other than Group 1-2 and in accordance
with Sections 605.10.1 through 605.10.4.

Exception: The use of portable, electric space heaters in which the heating element cannot exceed a
temperature of 212°F (100°C) shall be permitted in nonsleeping staff and employee areas in Group 1-2
occupancies.

605.10.1 Listed and labeled. Only fisted-and-fabeled portable, electric space heaters listed and labeled in
accordance with UL 1278 shall be used. )

605.10.2 Power supply. Portable, electric space heaters shall be plugged directly into an approved
receptacle.

605.10.3 Extension cords, Portable, electric space heaters shall not be plugged into extension cords.
G05.10.4 Prohibited areas. Portable, electric space heaters shall not be operated within 3 feet (914 mm) of
any combustible materials. Portable, electric space heaters shall be operated only in locations for which they
are listed.

Add referenced UL standard to Chapter 47 as follows:
1278-00 Standard for Movable and Wall- or Ceiling Hung Electric Room Heaters..................... 605.10.1

Supporting Statement (including intent, need, and impact of the proposal}:

This code change is fo answer the question, “to what standard is the listing and labeling is a portable, electric space
heater to comply with?” It is in that standard the subject of safety switches and the performance “tip-over test” is dealt

with.,

This provides an objective criteria for the "approval’ of portable heaters rather than an arbitrary undefined and subijective
criteria which results in vague and inconsistent enforcement of this provision of the SFPC.

Submittal Information
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Date Submitted: 11110

The proposal may be submitted by email as an attachment, by fax, by mail, or by hand delivery.
Please submit the proposal to:
DHCD DBFR TASO (Technical Assistance and Services Office)

The Jackson Center Email Address: taso@dhcd.virginia.gov
501 N. 2nd Street Fax Number: (804) 371-7092
Richmond, VA 23219-1321 Phone Numbers: (804) 371-7140 or (804) 371-7150

VIERIELR
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VIRGINIA DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
DIVISION OF BUILDING AND FIRE REGULATION

2009 Code Change Cycle — Code Change Evaluation Form

SKFPC - Virginia Statewide Fire Prevention Code
Code Change No. F-609.3.3.2

Nature of Change:

To require owners and operator of restaurants to have a schedule and records for cleaning grease
hoods..

Proponent: Robby Dawson, representing the Virginia Fire Services Board

Staff Comments:

An original proposal was received in time to be considered by the workgroups and was considered
by the Codes and Standards Committee for the proposed 2009 regulations. Questions concerning
the possible burden on small operators and the necessity of the proposal were raised and the
proposal was tabled for processing after the proposed regulations. The proposal was revised based

on comments received and discussions at subsequent workgroup meetings and the revised proposal
submitted for consideration.

Codes and Standards Committee Action:

Approve as presented. Disapprove.

Approve as modified (specify):

Carry over to next cycle. Other (specify):
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VIRGINIA DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
DIVISION OF BUILDING AND FIRE REGULATION

Code Change Form for the 2009 Code Chahge Cycle
Code Change Number,__ - 409.3,2.2
Proponent Information (Check one):  {Jindividual X Government Entity [ICompany

Name: Robby Dawson Representing: Virginia Fire Services Board

Mailing Address: 1005 Technology Park Drive, Glen Allen, VA 23059

Email Address: dawsonj@chesterfield.gov Telephone Number. 804-717-6838

Proposal Information

Code(s) and Section(s): 09 IFC/SFPC Section 609.3.3.2 (Amended 6/22/09)

Proposed Change (including all relevant section numbers, if multiple sections):

609.3.3.2 Grease-accamulationCleaning.

........
e - g

be-eleaned:-Hoods, grease-removal devices. fans, ducts and other appurtenances shall be cleaned at intervals
necessary to prevent the accumulation of grease based upon a written and approved cleaning schedule that
shall be established and maintained on the premises by the owner or operator of the ventilation system. The
approved schedule shall be originated by the owner or operator of the ventilation systemn based upon criteria
particular to the cooking operation and submitted to the fire official for acceptance and approval, Future
cleaning schedule modifications may be made or required based upon a demonstrated need for such

modification. Cleanings shall be recorded; and the records shall state the extent, time and date of cleaning.

. ] . . ., .
) - or-althea - = = = = = SO L o a
= Ch—O v Vv - =

Supperting Statement (including intent, need, and impact of the proposal}:

Having a pre-approvéd and mutually agreed upon cleaning schedule removes subjective criteria. While
it can be claimed the proposed language is vague or nebulous, it is purposefully so due to the wide range of
cooking operations that precludes the development of a more rigid schedule using other criteria such as the
number of seats, square footage, cooking arrangements, etc. This preclusion is necessary to accommodate the
small take-out restaurant that fries or broils hundreds of greasy hamburgers in a single day versus a larger
full service restaurant that in reality demonstrates the production of grease-ladened vapors is of a lesser
amount than the small take-out restaurant.

Submittal Information

Date Submitted:

The proposal may be submitted by email as an attachment, by fax, by mail, or by hand delivery.
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VIRGINIA DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
DIVISION OF BUILDING AND FIRE REGULATION

2009 Code Change Cycle — Code Change Evaluation Form

SFPC — Virginia Statewide Fire Prevention Code
Code Change No. F-907.9.5

Nature of Change:

To add specific requirements for the testing and maintenance of fire alarm systems.

Proponent: Ron Reynolds, Deputy State Fire Marshal, representing the Virginia State Fire
Marshal’s Office

Staff Comments:

The proposal was not received in time to be considered by the workgroups. The proponent states
that the information required in the proposal is already required by NFPA. 72, which is the standard
referenced in the SFPC for the testing and maintenance of fire alarm systems, with the exception of
requiring documentation of the physical location of the device being tested. Staff reviewed the
2009 International Fire Code (IFC) provisions and it appears that the proponent based on the
proposal on the 2006 IFC provisions. The 2009 provisions are much more complete and
specifically require compliance with NFPA 72. If any change is necessary, staff would suggest that
only Section 907.9.2 of the 2009 IFC be modified as follows:

907.9.2 Testing. Testing shall be performed in accordance with the schedules in NFPA 72 or more
frequently where required by the fire code official. In addition to the requirements of NFPA 72,
documentation of the location of devices and appliances tested shall be provided.

Codes and Standards Committee Action:

Approve as presented. Disapprove.

Approve as modified (specify):

Carry over to next cycle. Other (specify):
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VIRGINIA DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
DIVISION OF BUILDING AND FIRE REGULATION

Code Change Form for the 2009 Code Change Cycle

Code Change Number.__ - 907, 9.5

Proponent {nformation (Check one): [_Jindividual X Government Entity [:ICompany

Name: Ron Reynolds Representing: State Fire Marshal's Office

Mailing Address: 1005 Technology Park Drive, Glen Allen, VA 23059

Email Address: ron.reynolds@vdfp virginia.gov Telephone Number; 804-371-0220

Proposal Information

Code(s) and Section(s): SFPC Section 807.20.5

Proposed Change (including all relevant section numbers, if multiple sections):

Change Section 907.20.5 (907.9.5 in the '09 edition) to read as follows:

907.20.5 Maintenance, inspection and testing. The building owner shall be responsible for ensuring that
the fire and life safety systems are maintained in an operable condition at all times. Service personnel shall

meet the qualification requirements of NFPA 72 for maintaining, inspecting and testing such systems. A
written record shall be maintained and shall be made available to the fire code official. In addition to all

applicable information contained in NFPA 72, Figure 10.6.2.3, the written record of inspections, testing and

maintenance shall contain the following minimum information.
1. Date

2. Test frequency
3. Name of property
4. Address

5. Name of person performing inspection, maintenance, tests, or combination thereof, and affiliation,

business address. and telephone number.
6. Name, address, and representative of approving agency(ies)

7. Designation of the detector(s) tested, for example, “Tests performed in accordance with Section

3

8. By physical location {e.g., heat detector in main kitchen; horn-strobe in Room 115), a list of all

initiating and notification devices and appliances tested.

9. Functional test of detectors,
10. Functional test of required sequence of operations.
11. Check of all smoke detectors.

12. Loop resistance for all fixed-temperature, line-type heat detectors.

13. Other tests as required by the equipment manufacturer's published instructions.
14. Other tests as required by the authority having jurisdiction.

15. Signature tests as required by the authority having jurisdiction

16. Disposition of problems identified during test (e.g., owner notified, problem
corrected/successfully retested. device abandoned in place).
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S'upporting Statement (including intent, need, and impact of the proposal);

Building owners and Fire Prevention Code inspectors often do not have enough information from a typical fire alarm
inspection report to determine if all of the devices and appliances have been tested, Contractors will list the quantity of
the items fested, but there is no assurance that the homs, bells, smoke detectors, heat detectors, duct detectors, pult
stations, and similar devices and appliances were actually tested. A listing of each device by location gives the owner
and inspector a hetter sense of what was tested, and it can be easily determined if items were missed during the
inspection.

For example, the owner will be better informed and better able to tell if a remote mechanical room fire alarm devices
were missed if they don't show up on the list by location on the fire alarm test report. The Fire Prevention Code
inspector will also be better able to tell if the required report is complete.

Fire Prevention Code inspectors typically look in every room of a building. The typical inspector often finds fire alarm
devices in remote locations that appear to not have been tested, but because the report doesn't have a device/appliance
listed by location, it becomes impossible to determine from mere observation of the report.

This code change will resuit in better and more thorough inspections with minimal or no impact on inspection companies.

They will be assured that everything has been tested, reducing their liability in the case where items are missed. Some
companies are already providing a list by location of what they tested.

When a pull station hasn't been tested in a long time, it can become difficult to activate in a fire situation. Smoke
detectors which haven't been tested can either lose their sensitivity or become overly sensitive. If these detectors are
missed on the report, a fire can burn longer without being detected in the former case resulting in more damage or
possible deaths and injuries, and in the latter false alarms can result.

The only difference between what is contained and required in NFPA 72 and the above pfoposed change is item #8. All
other items are repeated from NFPA 72.

Submittal Information

Date Submitted:

The proposal may be submitted by email as an attachment, by fax, by mail, or by hand delivery.

Please submit the proposal to:
DHCD DBFR TASO (Technical Assistance and Services Office)

The Jackson Center Email Address: taso@dhcd.virginia.gov
501 N. 2nd Street Fax Number: (804) 371-7092
Richmond, VA 23219-1321 Phone Numbers: (804) 371-7140 or (804) 371-7150
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VIRGINIA DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
DIVISION OF BUILDING AND FIRE REGULATION

2009 Code Change Cycle — Code Change Evaluation Form

SFPC - Virginia Statewide Fire Prevention Code
Code Change No. F-2205.4

Nature of Change:

To specify a distance from gas pumps where smoking is prohibited.

Proponent: Robby Dawson, representing the Virginia Fire Services Board

Staff Comments:

The proposal was not received in time to be considered by the workgroups. The only staff
suggestion is that to facilitate a greater distance is necessary, the proposal could be modified to read

as follows:

2205.4 Sources of ignition. Smoking and open flames shall be prohibited in areas where fuel is
dispensed. If not marked otherwise, the area shall extend at least 25 feet (7620 mm) away from any

dispensing device. (Remainder unchanged)

Codes and Standards Committee Action:

Approve as presented. Disapprove.

Approve as modified (specify):

Carry over to next cycle. Other (specify):
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VIRGINIA DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
DIVISION OF BUILDING AND FIRE REGULATION

Code Change Form for the 2009 Code Change Cycle
Code Change Number__ F - 2205.4
Proponent Information . (Check one):  [_Tindividual A Govemnment Entity [lCompany

Name: Robby Dawson Representing: Virginia Fire Services Board

Mailing Address: 1005 Technology Park Drive, Glen Allen, VA 23059

_ Email Address: dawsonj@chesterfield.gov Telephone Number: 804-717-6838

Proposal Information

Code(s) and Section(s): SFPC Section 2205.4

Proposed Change (including all refevant section numbers, if multiple sections):

Change Section 2205.4 to read:

2205.4 Sources of ignition. Smoking and open flames shall be prohibited in areas where fuel is dispensed and shall

not be allowed within 25 feet of a dispensing device. The engines of vehicles being fueled shall be shut off during
fueling. Electrical equipment shall be in accordance with the ICC Electrical Code.

Supporting Statement (including intent, need, and impact of the proposal):

The current language is subjective and is not quantifiable. Since this section applies to a variety of fueling operations
that involve gasoline, LPG, CNG or hydrogen, the proposed change is to provide a measurable distance but sfill retain
the subjective language aspect for the various circumstances based on the particular fuel to be dispensed.

As it may apply to smoking, open flames and the selected 25-foot distance, the common distances expressed in the fire
code are 10, 25 and 50-foot separation from flammables and combustibles with 25-feet viewed as the most reasonable
minimum distance from dispensers.

In recognition of the various circumstances that a 25-foot may be an insufficient distance, no attempt is being made to
coordinate a change on how the proposed 25-foot distance would be conveyed to those using the fuel dispensers,
Section 2205.6 currently requires signage fo be “conspicuously posted with sight of each dispenser”. it is up to the
operator of the fueling facility on how to best comply with that requirement and can range from the most common
scheme at public retail sites of posting signage on the dispensing unit itself or, very large free standing signs on the
perimeter of a private fleet fueling area.

Submittal Information
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VIRGINIA ﬁEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
DIVISION OF BUILDING AND FIRE REGULATION

2009 Code Change Cycle — Code Change Evaluation Form

SKFPC — Virginia Statewide Fire Prevention Code
Code Change No. F-2209.2.1

Nature of Change:

To update to new requirements for hydrogen dispensing and generating operations.

Proponent: Robby Dawson, representing the Virginia Fire Services Board

Staff Comments:

The proposal was not received in time to be considered by the workgroups. The proponent states
that the proposal was approved in the first round of hearings at ICC for the 2012 IFC. The
supporting statement also indicates that a companion proposal is necessary to Chapter 35 of the
IFC. It is unknown whether this action will be challenged at the national level and the Chapter 35

modifications appear to be missing from the proposal. Staff would suggest that it may be premature
to consider this proposal for the 2009 SFPC.

Codes and Standards Committee Action:
Approve as presented. Disapprove.
Approve as modified (specify):

Carry over to next cycle. Other (specify):
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VIRGINIA DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
DIVISION OF BUILDING AND FIRE REGULATION

Code Change Form for the 2009 Code Change Cycle
Code Change Number: t-2209.2.1
Proponent Information (Check one):  [_lIndividual X Govemment Entity [ JCompany

Name: Robby Dawson Representing: Virginia Fire Services Board

Mailing Address: 1005 Technology Park Drive, Glen Allen, VA 23059

Email Address: dawsonj@chesterfield.gov Telephone Number; 804-717-6838

Proposal Information

Code(s) and Section(s): SFPC Chapter 22

Proposed Change (including all relevant section numbers, if multiple sections):

Revise 2209.2.1 as follows:

2209.2.1 Approved equipment. Cylinders, containers and tanks; pressure relief devices, including pressure
valves; hydrogen vaporizers; pressure regulators; and piping used for gaseous hydrogen systems shall be
designed and constructed in accordance with Section-3003,-3203-0r NEPA-55 Chapters 30. 32 and 35.

Revise 2209.3 as follows:

2209.3 Location on property. In addition to the requirements of Section 2203.1, Generation;,-compression;
storage-and dispensing equipment shall be located in accordance with Sections 2209.3.1 through Section

2209.3.3.

Delete the following sections:

Add new 2209.3.1 text:

2209.3.1 Location of dispensing devices. Dispensing devices shall be located above ground. In addition to
the requirements of Section 2203.1, dispensing shall be located in accordance with the following:
1. Ten feet (3048 mm) or more from the nearest public street or sidewalk.
3 Ten feet (3048 mm) from the nearest rail of any railroad main track.
3. Dispensing equipment shall be allowed under weather protection in accordance with the requirements
of Section 2704.13 and constructed in a manner that prevents the accumulation of hydrogen gas.
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Revise 2209.3.2 and 2209.3.2.1 text as follows:

2209.3.2 Location of dispemsing operations and equipment. Generation, compression, storage and
dispensing equipment shall be located in accordance with Sections 2209.3.2.1 through 2209.3.2.6.3.

2209.3.2.1 Outdoors. Generation, compression, or storage or—dispensing equipment shall be allowed
outdoors in accordance with Seetion2209-3-1 Chapter 35.

Delete section:
2209.3.22 Weather protection-

(Renumber remaining sections 2029.3.2.3 through 2209.3.2.5)

Delete the following sections:

Supporting Statement (including intent, need, and impact of the proposal):

This proposal is intended to provide correlation with changes to Chapter 35 contained within a separate proposal that
will update references to NFPA 55 to apply updated separation distances tables added to that standard. When the
separation distances were added to Chapter 22 the proponents at the ICC level of code development indicated in the
written reason and testimony that the distances provided were the best that could be developed at that time and that
once hetter distances were determined through research and analysis the fire code would be updated. This proposal
will assist in fulfilling that intent.

Section 2209 addresses issues specific to dispensing operations.

The change to 2208.2.1 eliminates an incarrect “or” phrase in applicability and replaces the language with references
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to the relevant chapters to correlate with references to each of the chapters found in the remaining portions of 2209.
Deleting the struck text from Section 2209.3 and 2209.5.4 clarifies applicability of Section 2208.

Replacing the current section 2209.3.1 with the proposed text clarifies that the separation required is from the
dispensing equipment and not from the storage system. The storage system separation distances are addressed in
Chapter 35. The weather protection for equipment found at Section 2209.3.2.2 has been added to the new 2209.3.1
language for the dispenser.

Deleting Table 2209.3.1 and replacing it with the text proposed for 2209.3.1 correlates the fire code with NFPA 52
Table 9.3.1.4 in the 2010 edition per approved ROP-81. The two separation distances listed in the proposed text for
2209.3.1 are the only ones that need to be added to the requirements of 2203.1 in order to achieve correlation with
NFPA 52 Table 9.3, 1 4 (201 0 edition per ROP-81). See below for an image of the draft NFPA 52 Table 9.3.1.4 for
convenience. The 1% row in table establishes a separation distance requirement between dispensing equipment and
buildings. This NFPA 52 requirement corresponds to the existing text in Section 2203.1. The next two items are not
currently in the fire code and are added to 2209.3.1 by this proposal.

The remaining deletions are of language that is no longer required due to the application of modifications to Chapter
35 of the fire code and the updated reference 1o NFFA 55.

The change at 2209.3.2.5 is a terminciogy correlation that has already been made to Chapter 32,

Approval of this proposal will simplity the application of the SFPC to the outdoor storage of hydrogen and continue the
efforis of providing improved levels of safety in the application of new hydrogen technology and hydrogen as an
afternative fuel.

This proposed change, designated as F174-09/10, was accepted (modified) by the ICC Fire Code Commiitiee at the
recent Code Change hearings held in Balimore. The Committee vote was 12 to 0 in favor of "As Madified”,

52-30 VERICULAR GASEQUS FUEL SYSTEMS CODFE

Table 9.3.1.4 Separation Distances for Outdoor Gaseous Hydrogen Dispensing Systems

[ROP-51]
Required
Separation
System Component Exposure ft /
Dispensing equipaei Nearesi impoytay building or line 10 3.1 AGU/\Z AN !y
of adjeining property that can be TFe 2 2,03‘ /.
built upon or from any source of
ignition
Dispensing Equipment Nearest public street or public 10 JC/E
sidewalk ’ C(%b/"
Dispensing equipmemt Nearest rail of any railroad main 10 15.2 ? ,Z’f"(
track Z. 10 ?' 3 [
Poinm of wransfer Any important building other than 10 5.1
buildings of Type 1 or Type i1
construction with exierior walls
having a fire resistance rating of
net less than not less than 2 howrs
Point of transfer Buildings of Type [ or [1

construction with exterior walls | 7
having a fire resistance raing.of "
not 1gss than 2 hours or wills ™
construcied of concrete or -
masenuy or of other material BN

Point ot transfer
[[ROP
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VIRGINIA DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
DIVISION OF BUILDING AND FIRE REGULATION

2009 Code Change Cycle — Code Change Evaluation Form

SFPC - Virginia Statewide Fire Prevention Code
Code Change No. F-3301.2.2

Nature of Change:

To specifically prohibit the sale of permissible fireworks on sidewalks, public property or in
assembly or educational buildings.

Proponent: Robby Dawson, representing the Virginia Fire Services Board
Staff Comments:

The proposal was not received in time to be considered by the workgroups. Staff will need to
consult with legal counsel concerning this proposal as state law currently states that the SFPC does
not apply to the sale of permissible fireworks or the use of permissible fireworks on private property
with the consent of the owner. There has been some debate over whether the “sale” provision in the
law also applies to private property with the consent of the owner, but an opinion of the Attorney
General under the former law indicated that it did not. When the law was moved to the SFPC area
of state law, there was no indication that there was any intent to change or limit the wording
concerning the sale of permissible fireworks or to tie it into the use provision.

Codes and Standards Committee Action:

Approve as presented. Disapprove.

Approve as modified (specify):

Carry over to next cycle. Other (specify):
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VIRGINIA DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
DIVISION OF BUILDING AND FIRE REGULATION

Code Change Form for the 2008 Code Change Cycle
. Code Change Number: F-330).2.2
Proponent Information {Check one): [ JIndividuat X Government Entity [1Company

Name: Robby Dawson Representing: Virginia Fire Services Board

Mailing Address: 1005 Technology Park Drive, Glen Allen, VA 23059

Email Address: dawsonj@chesterfield.gov Telephone Number: 804-717-6838

Proposal Information

Code(s) and Section(s): SFPC Section 3301.2.2

Proposed Change (including all relevant section numbers, if multiple sections):

3301.2.2 Sale and retail display. Except for the Armed Forces of the United States, Coast Guard, National Guard,
federal, state and local regulatory, law enforcement and fire agencies acting in their official capacities, explosives
shall not be sold, given, delivered, or transferred to any person or company not in possession of a valid permit. The
holder of a permit to seil explosives shall make a record of all transactions involving explosives in conformance
with Section 3303.2 and include the signature of any receiver of the explosives. No person shall construct a retail
display nor offer for sale explosives, explosive materials, permissible fireworks, or fireworks upon highways,
sidewalks, public property, or in assembly or educational occupancies.

Supporting Statement (including intent, need, and impact of the proposal):

This is to correct an un-intended omission that has occurred over the years and is based on the model code
provisions. Where allowed, a negative impact is not expected and no changes will occur for present and future vendors
of permissibie fireworks. It simply formalizes where retail sales are already occurring, which is typically in a parking lot of
a department store or from roadside stands. If's not been offered or identified where permissible fireworks are being sold
from schools, from stands located on land of the local library or government complex. This change will preclude that from

happening.

Submittal Information

Date Submitted:

The proposal may be submitted by email as an attachment, by fax, by mail, or by hand delivery.
Please submit the proposal to:
DHCD DBFR TASO (Technical Assistance and Services Office)

The Jackson Center Email Address: taso@dhcd.virginia.gov
501 N. 2nd Sireet Fax Number; (804) 371-7092
Richmond, VA 23218-1321 Phone Numbers: (804) 371-7140 or (804) 371-7150

S ]
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VIRGINIA DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
DIVISION OF BUILDING AND FIRE REGULATION

2009 Code Change Cycle — Code Change Evaluation Form

SFPC - Virginia Statewide Fire Prevention Code
Code Change No. F-3301.2.3.1

Nature of Change:

To establish standards for the certification of fireworks display personnel by the State Fire
Marshal’s Office '

Proponent: Ed Altizer, State Fire Marshal, representing the Virginia State Fire Marshal’s Office
Staff Comments:

The proposal was not received i time to be considered by the workgroups. At the current time,
there is no statutory authority for implementing this proposal. However, there is pending legislation
before the 2010 General Assembly to authorize it. Should the legislation pass and become
effective, this proposal could be considered. If the law is not effective in time for the final
regulations for the 2009 SFPC, a interim code change cycle could be initiated to implement the
proposal before the 2012 code change cycle begins.

Codes and Standards Committee Action:

Approve as presented. Disapprove.

Approve as modified (specify):

Carry over to next cycle. Other (specify): n
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VIRGINIA DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
DIVISION OF BUILDING AND FIRE REGULATION

Code Change Form for the 2009 Code Change Cycle

Code Change Number: F-3301.3.3.1

Proponent Information (Check one): [_]individual X Government Entity

Name: Ed Altizer : Representing: State Fire Marshal's Office

[ ICompany

Mailing Address: 1005 Technology Park Drive, Glen Allen, VA 23059

Email Address: ‘ Telephone Number: 804-371-0220

Proposal Information

Code(s) and Section(s): SFPC Chapter 33

Proposed Change (including all relevant section numbers, if multiple sections}:

3301.2.3.1 Permit applicants. The fire official shall not issue a permit to manufacture, store, handle, use or sell
explosives or blasting agents to any individual applicant who is not certified by the SFMO as a blaster in
accordance with Sections 3301.4.1, or who is not in the possession of a Background Clearance Card or to
designated persons representing an applicant that is not an individual and who is not in possession of a
Background Clearance Card issued in accordance with Section 3301.2.3.1.1. The SFMO shall process all
applications for a Background Clearance Card for compliance with § 27-97.2 of the Code of Virginia and will be
the sole provider of Background Clearance Cards.

A permit to conduct a fireworks display shall not be issued to anv applicant without the applicant identifving the

pyrotechnician who will be in responsible charge of the fireworks display and who is certified in accordance with
Section 3301.4.1,

3301.2.4.2 Fireworks display. The permit holder shall furnish a bond or certificate of insurance in an amount
deemed adequate by the legal department of the jurisdiction for the payment of all potential damages to a person
or persons or to property by reason of the permitted display, and arising from any acts of the permit holder, the

agent, employees or subcontractors but in no case shall the value of the coverage be less than $500.000.

3301.4 Qualifications. Persons in charge of magazines, blasting, fireworks display or pyrotechnic special
effect operations shall not be under the influence of alcohol or drugs which impair sensory or motor skills,
shall be at least 21 years of age and shall pessessdemonstrate knowledge of all safety precautions related to
the storage, handling or use of explosives, explosive materials or fireworks.

3301.4.1 Certification of blasters_and Pyrotechnicians. Certificates as a Restricted_Blaster, exUnrestricted
Blaster, or Pyrotechnician will be issued upon proof of successful completion of an examination commensurate to
the certification sought and approved by the SFMO and a background investigation for compliance with § 27-97.2
of the Code of Virginia. The applicant for certification shall submit proof to the SFMO of the following experience:

1. For certification as a Restricted Blaster, at least one year under direct supervision by a certified unrestricted
blaster, certified restricted blaster or other person(s) approved by the SEMO.
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2. For certification as an Unrestricted Blaster, at least one year under direct supervision by a certified unrestricted
blaster or other person(s) approved by the SFMO.

3. For certification as a Pyrotechnician. has assisted in the documented design, setup and conducting of a
fireworks display on at least 3 occasions within the 12 months immediately preceding the application for
certification.

The SFMO shall process all certification applicants for compliance with § 27-97.2 of the Code of Virginia and will
be the sole provider of blaster and pyrotechnician certifications.

Exception: The use of explosives by the owner of real estate parcels of five or more acres conforming to the
definition of “real estate devoted to agricultural use” or “real estate devoted to horticultural use” in § 58.1-3230 of
the Code of Virginia when blasting on such real estate.

3301.4.2 Certification issuance. The issuance of a certification as a blaster or pyrotechnician shall be denied if the
applicant has been convicted of any felony, whether such conviction occurred under the laws of the
Commonwealth, or any other state, the District of Columbia, the United States or any territory thereof, unless his
civil rights have been restored by the Governor or other appropriate authority, or has not provided proof or evidence
of the experience required in Section 3301.4.1, or has not provided proof or evidence of the continued training or

education reguired in Section 3301.4.5.

3301.4.3 Fee for certification. The fee for obtaining a certificate or renewal of a certificate for unrestricted blaster
oF restricted blaster,_or pyrotechnician from the SFMO shall be $150 plus any additional fees charged by other
agencies for fingerprinting and for obtaining a national criminal history record check through the Central Criminal
Records Exchange to the Federal Bureau of Investigation.

3301.4.4 Revocation of a blaster or pyrotechnician certification. After issuance of a blaster or pyrotechnician
certification, subsequent conviction of a felony will be grounds for immediate revocation of a blaster or
pyrotechnician certification, whether such conviction occurred under the laws of the Commonwealth, or any other
state, the District of Columbia, the United States or any territory thereof. The certification card shall be retumed to
the SFMO immediately. An individual may subsequently reapply for his blaster or pyrotechnician certification if
his civil rights have been restored by the Governor or other appropriate authority.

3301.4.5 Expiration and renewal of a blaster or pyrotechnician certification. A certificate for an unrestricted
or restricted blaster, or pyrotechnician, shall be valid for three years from the date of issuance. A background
clearance card shall be valid for three years from the date of issuance. Renewal of the unrestricted blaster
certificate will be issued upon proof of at least 16 accumulated hours of continued training or education in the use
of explosives within three consecutive years and a background investigation for compliance with §27-97.2 of the
Code of Virginia. Rencwal of the restricted blaster certificate will be issued upon proof of at least eight8
accumulated hours of continued training or education in the use of explosives within three consecutive years and a
background investigation for compliance with §27-97.2 of the Code of Virginia. Renewal of the pyrotechnician
certificate will be issued upon proof of at least 8 accumulated hours of continued training or education in the
subject areas of explosives storage, the design, setup, or conduct of a fireworks display within three consecutive
years and a background investigation for compliance with §27-97.2 of the Code of Virginia. The continued training
or education required for renewal of a blaster or pyrotechnician certificate shall be obtained during the three years
immediately prior to the certificate’s published expiration date. Failure to renew a blaster or pyrotechnician
certificate in accordance with this section shall cause an individual to obtain another blaster certificate upon
compliance with Section 3301.4.1 to continue engaging in the unsupervised use of explosives_or fireworks displays.

SECTION 3302
DEFINITIONS

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.

“Pyrotechnician’ (Firework Operator) means any person supervising or engaged in the desien, setup or
conducting of anv fireworks display, either inside a building or outdoors.
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SECTION 3308
FIREWORKS DISPLAY

3308.3 Approved fireworks displays. Approved fireworks displays shall include only the approved
fireworks 1.3G, fireworks 1.4G, fireworks 1.4S and pyrotechnic articles, 1.4G, which shall be handled-by-an
approved -competent-operatorconducted only by persons certified by the SEMO as a pyrotechnician
(firework operator) or shall be supervised on-site by a person properly certified by the SFMQ as a
pyrotechnician. The approved fireworks shall be arranged, located, discharged and fired in a manner that will
not pose a hazard to property or endanger any person.

Supporting Statement (including intent, need, and impact of the proposal):

There are muitiple objectives to this proposal. One objective is to make those changes needed to carry out the intent of
pending legislation (Senate bill 8) directing that pyrotechnicians be certified by the SFMO. A second objective is to
coordinate existing SFPC provisions with changes made to the IFC model code. A third objective is take the opportunity
to made some changes that would parallel, be editorial or housekeeping, or provide clarification that's reflective of how
the certifications and permits have been administered over the years.

First objective.

Recent legislation provides that the SFMO will certify pyrotechnicians or fireworks operators. To accomplish this, the
SFMO is employing a program that parallels that which is used to certify biasters. it's a combination of documented or
confirmed experience with a demonstration of knowledge of the code and standards that form the regulatory perimeters
by which firework displays are to designed, setup and operated. The SFMO will undergo the development of a minimum
competency exam for the demonstration of knowledge. And like with Blasters, a criminal history records check will be
incorporated into the certification process.

For this first objective, the definition of “pyrotechnician” is proposed for Section 3302.1; a proof of experience component
inserted in Section 3301.4.1 (new item #3}; for the renewal of a certification, a continuing education requirement is
inserted in Section 3301.4.5; a statement that only certified persons may operate or supervise the design, setup or
conduct firework displays is proposed for Section 3301.2.3.1 and 3308.

On the last point, for Section 3301.2.3.1, it’s proposed and worded generically as a separate paragraph within that
section to accommodate the authority granted in § 15.2-947 of the Code of Virginia for localities to issue permits for
firework displays outside the provisions of the SFPC. A distribution of information will be provided to affected localities
jetting them know the certification is a minimum statewide requirement.

Second (minor) objective.

The word change from “possess’ to “demonstrate” within Section 3301.4 is fo revert to model code language. The
examination to certify pyrotechnicians allows this change since the successful completion of the exam is the knowledge
demonstration ‘of alf safety precautions refated to the storage, handling or use of explosives, explosives matetials or

fireworks.”

Third objective.

The bond or insurance requirement of Section 3301.2.4.2 brings the firework permit holder inline with the same
requirements as blasting operations; the pyrotechnician certification fee in Section 3301.4.2 equals that of Blasters since
the process is essentially the same SFMO administrative path; the proposed language in Section 3301.4.2 for denying of
a certification based on the lack of educational requirement codifies what has been in practice for the past 15 years for

Blaster and would apply to pyrotechnicians.
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VIRGINIA DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
DIVISION OF BUILDING AND FIRE REGULATION

2009 Code Change Cycle — Code Change Evaluation Form

SFPC — Virginia Statewide Fire Prevention Code
Code Change No. F-3308.4

Nature of Change:

To specify distances away from spectators for fireworks displays.

Proponent: Robby Dawson, representing the Virginia Fire Services Board

Staff Comments:

The proposal was not received in time to be considered by the workgroups; however, the proposal
has been vetted with the fire service representatives and fireworks operators and was submitted at
the end of the 2006 code change cycle to be carried over to this cycle and appears to be a consensus
proposal. '

Codes and Standards Committee Action:

Approve as presented. Disapprove.
Approve as modified (specify):

Carry over to next cycle. Other (specify):
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VIRGINIA DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
DIVISION OF BUILDING AND FIRE REGULATION

Code Change Form for the 2009 Code Change Cycle
Code Change Number:__ - 3309.4
Proponent Information (Check one): [ lIindividual X Government Entity [_ICompany

Name: Robby Dawson Representing: Virginia Fire Services Board

Mailing Address: 1005 Technology Park Drive, Glen Allen, VA 23059

Email Address: dawsonj@chesterfield.gov Telephone Number: 804-717-6838

Proposal Information

Code(s) and Section(s): SFPC Section 3308.4

Proposed Change (including all relevant section numbers, if multipie sections);
Change Section 3308.4 to read:

3308.4 Clearance. Spectators, spectator parking areas, and dwellings, buildings or structures shall not be
located within the display site. The site for the outdoor land or water display shall have at least 100-ft/in. (31-

m/2.5 mm) radius of intermal mortar diameter of the lareest shell to be fired as shown in Table 3308.4.

Table 3308.4 Distances for Outdoor Fireworks Display Sites: Minimum Separation Distances from Mortars to Spectators
for 1.and or Water Displays

Mortar Size Minimum Secured Vertical Mortars” Angled Mortars” Mortars to Special
Diameter of Site 1/3 offset Hazards*
in. mm ft m It m ft m ft m
<3 <76 300 92 150 46 100 31 300 92
3 76 600 183 300 92 200 61 600 183
4 102 800 244 400 122 266 81 800 244
5 127 1000 305 500 152 334 102 1000 305
6 152 1200 366 600 183 400 122 1200 366
7 178 1400 427 700 213 467 142 1400 427
8 203 1600 488 800 244 534 163 1600 488
10 254 2000 610 1000 305 667 203 2000 610
12 303 2400 732 1200 366 800 244 2400 732
>12 Requires the approval of the fire official.

1 Aerial shells, mines, and comets shall bg classified and described only in terms of the inside diameter of the mortar from which they are fired [e.g., 3-in. (76-mm)
aerial shells. mines. and comets are only for use in 3-in. (76-mm) mortars.

2 Where the mortars are positioned vertically, the mortars shall be placed at the approximate center of the display site.

3 Mortars shall be permitted to be angled during a display to allow for wind and to carry shells away from the main spectator viewing areas. For angled rortars,
the minimum secured diameter of the display site does not change. Only the Jocation of the mortars within the secured area changes when the mortars are angled.

4 Note that this is only the distance to the special bazards. The minimum secured diameter of the display site does not change.

Exceptions:
1. This provision shall not apply to pyrotechnic special effects and displays using Division 1.4G
materials before a proximate audience in accordance with NFPA 1126.
2. This provision shall not apply to unoccupied dwellings, buildings and structures with the approval
of the building owner and the fire code official.
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Supporting Statement (including intent, need, and impact of the proposal):

This change was originally submitted by a Virginia based, professional fireworks display vendor for inclusion in the '06
editions of the SFPC. The original submission was declared to late in arriving for inclusion in the '06 code adoption cycle.
Regardiess, at the time broad based support was realized within Virginia’s Fire Service and is reflective of what many
localities require or encourage as a matter of routine. Therefore it's found to be valuable enough for submission again
but with some additional quasi-technical justification,

Firework displays are fired from elevated sites and/or from intentionally angled mortars, Aside from that, there are other
ballistic factors to be considered. These additional considerations are not necessarily addressed in the field. Reliance is
placed upon the minimum fable of distances in the referenced standard, NFPA 1123 which do not necessarily
accommodate the added ballistic factors. These factors include shell shape (spherical or cylindrical), shell mass or
weight, air density, humidity, temperature, altitude, etc.

To expand on how some of these factors, singularly or in combination, may affect performance for the given minimum
required distances contained in the standard, the following are offered

1. High humidity and low altitude {at the beach) seems to prevent a shell from reaching its full desired height above
the mortar tube while at a mountain ski resort experiencing less humidity, the shell obtains a greater height
above the mortar tube, Conversely, a shell fired at low altitude and low humidity may obtain the same height
above the mortar tube as the shell fired at high altitude and high humidity.

2. Acylindrical shell will not ly the same way as a spherical shell. The cylindrical shell is more apt to tumble or fiy
crooked. A spherical shell has a lower drag coefficient and therefore has a greater range than do cylindrical
shells of the same mass and weight. For purposes of the required minimum distance, if the cylindrical shells are
viewed as the lowest common denominator, and 80% of the shells fired are spherical, then it stands to reason
the current minimum distance requirement may not be adequate for the greater range of the spherical shells.

3. Given an equal amount of propellant, a light weight 3-inch shell may obtain a greater height above the mortar
tube as compared to & heavy weight 3-inch shell. Muzzle velocity could be as little as 330 feet per second and
up to 400 feet per second.

4. The higher the temperature the less dense the air is and is less resistant to the shell passing through.

The standard contains language that requires consideration and adjustment based on wind speed and direction. There
are two basic ways this can be addressed. The first is fo have the mortar tubes located at the center of the display site
but angled slightly into the wind. The second also involves angling the mortar tubes slightly into the wind but also moving
them upwind (off-center) within the display.site to a point that the tubes are now one-third of the required distance closer
to the spectators. The desired result either way is to still have the sheil burst over the center point of the firing site.

Having stated that, now bring into play the other ballistic factors. Will any of the above factors allow the shell to travel
towards the spectators? What if there's a reduction in wind speed? More importantly, what if a shell does not function?
Ballistics may allow it to travel all the way to the spectator area.

Currently the minimum distance between spectators and the firing site is 70 feet per 1-inch diameter of the largest sheli
to be fired. Increasing the minimum distance to 100 feet is a 42% increase in the safety zone without a significant
reduction in a spectator's field of view. The proposed table is based on the values contained in NFPA 1123, the current
standard for setting up and conducting aerial firework displays.

Submittat Information

Date Submitted:
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VIRGINIA DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
DIVISION OF BUILDING AND FIRE REGULATION

2009 Code Change Cycle — Code Change Evaluation Form

SFPC — Virginia Statewide Fire Prevention Code
Code Change No. F-3809.15

Nature of Change:

To add new, specific requirements for the exchange of LP-gas cylinders at locations accessible
to the public.

Proponent: Robby Dawson, representing the Virginia Fire Services Board
Staff Comments:

The proposal was not received in time to be considered by the workgroups. The proposal was
accepted at the first round of hearing at ICC for the 2012 IFC. It is not known whether any
challenges have been submitted to the proposal at the national level. The supporting statement
indicates the new requirements are an alterative to the outright banning of unsupervised exchange
systems and that the LP-gas industry has been consulted with and is in agreement with the proposal.

Codes and Standards Committee Action:

Approve as presented. Disapprove.
Approve as modified (specify):

Carry over to next cycle. Other (specify):
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VIRGINIA DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
DIVISION OF BUILDING AND FIRE REGULATION

Code Change Form for the 2009 Code Change Cycle
Code Change Number,___F - 3 %09. 15"
Proponent Information (Check one): [ ]Individual X Government Entity [ ]Company

Name: Robby Dawson Representing: Virginia Fire Services Board

Mailing Address: 1005 Technology Park Drive, Glen Allen, VA 23059

Email Address: dawsonj@chesterfield.gov Telephone Number: 804-717-6838

Proposal Information

Code(s) and Secﬂon(s): New SFPC Section 3809.15 thru 3809.15.1

Proposed Change {including alf relevant section numbers, if multiple sections):

3809.15 LP-Gas Cylinder Exchange for Resale, In addition to other applicable requirements of this chapter, facilities
operating cylinder exchange stafions for LP-gas that are accessible to the public shall comply with the following
requirements.
1. Cylinders shall be secured in a lockabile, ventilated metal cabinet or other approved enclosure.
2. 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 gperating the cylinder exchange stating "DO NOT BRING
L P-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 shali be as reguired by the fire code official.

3809,15.1 Automated Cylinder Exchange Stations. Cvlinder 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 {o a single cylinder per individual transaction.

2. 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 cvlinders, including but not limited fo
electronics associated with vending operations, shall comply with the requirements for Class 1, Division 2
equipment in accordance with the Electrical Code.

5. A manual override conirol shall be permitted for use by authorized personnel. On newly installed cylinder
exchange stations, the vending system shail not be capabie of returning fo 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.
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Supporting Statement {including intent, need, and impact of the proposal):

The proposed change is the result of a collaborative effort between the ICC Joint Fire Service Review Committee
(JFSRC) and the National Propane Gas Association to replace a proposed JFSRC change to the IFC (F218-09/10) that
would have banned the placement and use of automated, unsupervised cylinder exchange systems. As a result of the
collaboration, the IFC Code Committee accepted the modification at the recent code change hearings held in Baltimore
with a unanimous 13 to 0 vote.

As opposed to waiting for the change to appear in the 2012 edition of the IFC, this early appearance in the '09 edition of
the SFPC would provide consistent application and guidance across the state for both fire officials and the propane gas
industry.

This change also addresses a technology currently being used, and will provide consistent guidance to focal officials in
dealing with this new product.

Submittal Information

Date Submitted:

The proposal may be submitted by email as an attachment, by fax, by mail, or by hand delivery.
Please submit the proposal to:
DHCD DBFR TASQ (Technical Assistance and Services Office)

The Jackson Center Email Address: taso@dhcd.virginia.gov
501 N. 2nd Street Fax Number: (804) 371-7092
Richmond, VA 23219-1321 Phone Numbers: (804) 371-7140 or (804) 371-7150

i
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VIRGINIA DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
DIVISION OF BUILDING AND FIRE REGULATION

2009 Code Change Cycle — Code Change Evaluation Form

SFPC - Virginia Statewide Fire Prevention Code
Code Change No. F-4601

Nature of Change:

To delete a chapter in the International Fire Code which sets out construction/retrofit
requirements for existing buildings as the SFPC is a maintenance and operation code and cannot
have any provisions relating to construction.

Proponent: DHCD Staff

Staff Comments:

This proposal was tentatively approved at the Codes and Standards Committee meeting of
December 14, 2009 unless public comment is received during the Compilation Document comment

period.

Codes and Standards Committee Action:
Approve as presented. Disapprove.
Approve as modified (specify):

Carry over to next cycle. Other (specify):
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VIRGINIA DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
DIVISION OF BUILDING AND FIRE REGULATION

Code Change Form for the 2009 Code Change Cycle
Code Change Number,__[ =460 |
Proponent Information (Check one): [ JIndividual [_IGovernment Entity [CJCompany

Name: Emory Rodgers, DHCD Staff Representing:

Mailing Address:

Email Address: Telephone Number:

Proposal Information

Code(s) and Section(s): Statewide Fire Prevention Code (SFPC) - Chapter 46

Proposed Change (including all relevant section numbers, if multiple sections):

Delete Chapter 46 of the International Fire Code (IFC) in its entirety.

Supporting Statement (including intent, need, and impact of the proposal):

Chapter 46 of the IFC is entitled, “Construction Requirements for Existing Buildings.” It was added to the
IEC in the 2009 edition at the national level for those states and localities which use the IFC as both a
maintenance/operation code and a construction code. In Virginia, our statutory arrangement does not permit
the use of this chapter under the SFPC as all construction requirements are covered by the Virginia Uniform
Statewide Building Code. Even though enforcers of the SFPC are aware of Virginia’s statutory scheme,
since Chapter 46 of the IFC contains all construction provisions, it is recommended that it be deleted just to
remove any ambiguity about misuse of the chapter.

Submittal Information

Date Submitted: 12/2/09

The proposal may be submitted by email as an attachment, by fax, by mail, or by hand delivery.

Please submit the proposal to:
DHCD DBFR TASO (Technical Assistance and Services Office)

~ The Jackson Center Email Address: taso@dhcd.virginia.gov
501 N. 2nd Street ' Fax Number: (804) 371-7092
Richmond, VA 23219-1321 Phone Numbers: (804) 371-7140 or (804) 371-7130
“ VIRGINIA
H
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VIRGINIA DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
DIVISION OF BUILDING AND FIRE REGULATION

2009 Code Change Cycle — Code Change Evaluation Form

IBSR — Virginia Industrialized Building Safety Regulations
Code Change No. I-260

Nature of Change:

To slightly increase seal fees to offset the cost of administering the program.

Proponent: DHCD Staff

Staff Comments:

The proposed regulation changed the fee structure to charge by module rather than charging by
building, although in practice most modular manufacturers were paying separate seal fees
voluntarily for multiple module buildings. Staff has reviewed the costs of administering the
program and requests a modest increase in the seal fees (from $50 to $75) to offset the
administrative costs. More information on the program is provided in the supporting statement for
the proposal.

Codes and Standards Committee Action:

Approve as presented. Disapprove.

Approve as modified (specify):

Carry over to next cycle. Other (specify):
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VIRGINIA DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
DIVISION OF BUILDING AND FIRE REGULATION

Code Change Form for the 2009 Code Change Cycle
Code Change Number,_ L~ SO
Proponent Information (Check one): [ Individual [XlGovernment Entity [ 1Company

Name: Staff Representing: Division of Building and Fire Regulation

Mailing Address: 501 N. Second St.; Richmond, VA 23219-1321

Email Address: taso@dhcd.virginia.gov Telephone Number; (804) 371-7150

Proposal Information

Code(s) and Section(s): 13YAC 5-91 Industrialized Building Safety Regulations, 13 VAC 5-91-260, Registration seal for
industrialized buildings

Proposed Change {including all relevant section numbers, if multiple sections):
13 VAC 5-91-260. Registration seal for industrialized buildings.

A. Registered industrialized buildings shall be marked with ar approved registration seal seals issued by the
SBCAO. The seal seals shall be applied by the manufacturer to a registered industrialized building intended
for sale or use in Virginia prior to the shipment of the building from the place of manufacture.

B. Registered industrialized buildings shall bear & one registration seal fer on each dwelling-unitin

residential- oecupancies-—For nonresidential- cecupaneies;a manufactured section or module, or, as an
alternative, the registration seal is-required-for-each-registered for cach manufactured section or module may

be placed in one location in the completed building.

C. Approved registration seals may be purchased from the SBCAQ in advance of use. The fee for each
registration seal shall be $75 [ $58 $75 ] . €heeks Fees shall be submitted by checks made payable to
“Treasurer of Virginia” or shall be submitted by electronic means.” Payment for the seals must be received
by the SBCAO before the seals can be sent to the user.

D. To the extent practicable, the registration seal shall be installed so that it cannot be removed without
destroying it. It shall be installed near the label applied by the compliance assurance agency.

E. The compliance assurance agency or the manufacturer under the supervision of the compliance assurance
agency shall maintain permanent records of the disposition of all Virginia registration seals obtained by the
compliance assurance agency or manufacturer.
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Supporting Statement (including intent, need, and impact of the proposal):

The registration seals for each modular unit are increasing from $50 to $75, The fee hasn’t been increased since 2003.
These funds support staff resources to review plans, to inspect industrialized manufacturing plants and to process and
resolve complaints. The number of seals issued for the past 5 years has averaged around 4,000, but dropped to just
1600 for 2009. The program has to sustain its operations by seal fees. Industry has besn consulted and has voiced no
objections. Surrounding states charge higher fees by charging for seals, plan review and registration of third party
inspection agencies. The Commonwealth of Virginia only charges for seals. A typical home has 2 modules so the fee
would increase from $100 to $150. The agency is currently using about 3 FTE's to support the industrialized program at
a cost of approximately $230,000.00 per year. The fee increase will bring in approximately $225,000 per year if 3000
seals are sold.

Submittal Information

Date Submitted:

The proposal may be submitted by email as an attachment, by fax, by mail, or by hand delivery.
Please submit the proposal to:
DHCD DBFR TASO (Technical Assistance and Services Office)

The Jackson Center Email Address: taso@dhcd.virginia.gov
501 N. 2nd Street Fax Number: (804) 371-7092
Richmond, VA 23219-1321 Phone Numbers: (804) 371-7140 or (804) 371-7150

R gt
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VIRGINIA DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND COMMUNITY DEVELCPMENT
DIVISION OF BUILDING AND FIRE REGULATION

2009 Code Change Cycle — Code Change Evaluation Form

VADR - Virginia Amusement Device Regulations
Code Change No. A-20

Nature of Change:

To clarify when a device is an amusement device.

Proponent: Virginia Amusement Device Technical Advisory Committee

Staff Comments:

The Committee offers clarifying language for the phrase “open to the public” which is the statutory
trigger for when a device falls under the definition of an amusement device. The issue of when
something is open to the public has been a long-standing controversy which needed clarification.
The Committee believes the language offered is in keeping with the legislative intent.

Codes and Standards Committee Action:
Approve as presented. Disapprove.
Approve as modified (specify):

Carry over to next cycle. Other (specify):
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VIRGINIA DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
DIVISION OF BUILDING AND FIRE REGULATION

Code Change Form for the 2009 Code Change Cycle
Code Change Number;__ A - 30
Proponent Information (Check one):  [lindividual XGovernment Entity [ [Company

Name: Amusement Device Technical Advisory Committee, DHCD

Proposal Information

Code(s) and Section(s): Virginia Amusement Device Regulations (VADR)

Proposed Change (including all relevant section numbers, if multiple sections):

Change VADR Section 13 VAC 5-31-20 (definition of “Amusement device” only) as shown:

“Amusement device” means (1) a device or structure open to the public by which persons are
conveyed or moved in an unusual manner for diversion and (ii) passenger tramways. For the purpose
of this definition, the phrase “open to the public” means that the public has full and unrestricted
access to an event, irrespective of whether a fee is charged. Private events are not considered to be
open to the public.

Supporting Statement (including intent, need, and impact of the proposal):

This proposal is to add clarity to the phrase “open to the public” to facilitate a more uniform application of
the VADR

Submittal Information

Date Submitted:

The proposal may be submitted by email as an attachment, by fax, by mail, or by hand delivery.
Please submit the proposal to:
DHCD DBFR TASO (Technical Assistance and Services Office)

* The Jackson Center Email Address: taso@dhcd.virginia.gov
501 N. 2nd Street Fax Number; (804) 371-7092
Richmond, VA 23219-1321 Phone Numbers: (804) 371-7140 or (804) 371-7150
N
"VIRG}NIA
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VIRGINIA DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
DIVISION OF BUILDING AND FIRE REGULATION

2009 Code Change Cycle — Code Change Evaluation Form

VADR - Virginia Amusement Device Regulations
Code Change No. A-40

Natare of Change:

To incorporate the newest available ASTM standards into the regulation.

Proponent: Virginia Amusement Device Technical Advisory Committee
Staff Comments:

Generally when updating the regulation to a new edition, staff will determine whether any new
ASTM standards are available and if so, those will be incorporated into the regulation.

Codes and Standards Committee Action:

Approve as presented. Disapprove.

Approve as modified (specify):

Carry over to next cycle. Other (specity):
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VIRGINIA DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
DIVISION OF BUILDING AND FIRE REGULATION

Code Change Form for the 2009 Code Change Cycle
Code Change Number:___ A -%0
Proponent Information (Check one): [ Jindividual DJGovernment Entity ~ [_|Company

Name: Amusement Device Technical Advisory Committee, DHCD

Proposal Information

Code(s) and Section(s): Virginia Amusement Device Regulations {VADR)

Proposed Change (including all relevant section numbers; if multiple sections):

Change VADR Section 13 VAC 5-31-40 A as shown:
A. The following standards are hereby incorporated by reference for use as part of this chapter:
1. (no change)

2. American Society for Testing and Materials (ASTM) Standard Nos. F698-94 (Reapproved
2000), F747-06, F770-06a, F846-92 (Reapproved 2003), F853-05 F893-05a; F1159-03a,
F1193-06, F1305-94 (Reapproved 2002), F1950-99, F1957-99 (Reapproved 2004), F2007-06,
F2137-04 (Reapproved 2009} , F2291-086a F2291-09b , F2374-07a, F2376-06 and F2460-06
for the regulation of amusement devices.

Supporting Statement (including intent, need, and impact of the proposal):

This proposal incorporates the newest available ASTM standards into the regulation.

Submittal Information

Date Submitted:

The proposal may be submitted by email as an attachment, by fax, by mail, or by hand delivery.
Please submit the proposal to:
DHCD DBFR TASQ (Technical Assistance and Services Office)

The Jackson Center Email Address: taso@dhcd.virginia.gov
501 N, 2nd Street Fax Number: (804) 371-7092
Richmond, VA 23219-1321 Phone Numbers: (804) 371-7140 or (804} 371-7150
N
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VIRGINIA DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
DIVISION OF BUILDING AND FIRE REGULATION

2009 Code Change Cycle — Code Change Evaluation Form

VADR — Virginia Amusement Device Regulations
Code Change No. A-50

Nature of Change:

A general rewrite of many provisions of the regulation with substantive changes.

Proponent: Danny Barges, representing the Culpeper County Building Department

Staff Comments:

The increase in continuing education hours for amusement device inspectors aspect of this proposal
was considered at workgroup meetings, by the Department’s Training and Certification Office, the
Building Code Academy Advisory Committee and the Amusement Device Technical Advisory
Committee and is not recommended at this time. That aspect of the proposal was tentatively
disapproved by the Codes and Standards Committee at its December 14, 2009 meeting, unless
public comment is received during the Compilation Document comment period.

Other changes in the proposal were considered by the Amusement Device Technical Advisory
Committee and are not recommended for approval. Staff notes that the suggestion in the proposal

to create a definition of a “kiddie ride” was actually already done in the proposed regulation. But
other substantive changes in the proposal were viewed as problematic, too restrictive or unjustified.

Codes and Standards Committee Action:

Approve as presented. Disapprove.

Approve as modified (specify):

Carry over to next cycle. Other (specify):
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VIRGINIA DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
DIVISION OF BUILDING AND FIRE REGULATION

Code Change Form for the 2009 Code Change Cycle
Code Change Number: A-50
Proponent Information (Check one):  <Individual [ lGovernment Entity [ ICompany

Name: Danny Bartges Representing: Culpeper County Building Department

Mailing Address: 302 NORTH MAIN STREET CULPEPER VIRGINIA 22701

Email Address: dbartges@culpepercounty.gov Telephone Number: (540) 727-3444 ext. 280

Proposal Information

Code(s) and Section(s): Virginia Amusement Device Regulations, VADR 13VAC5-31-20 DEFINITIONS, 13VAC5-31-75
LOCAL BUILDING DEPARTMENT, 13VAC5-31-50 CERTIFICATION OF AMUSEMENT DEVICE INSPECTORS,
13VAC5-31-200 GENERAL REQUIREMENTS

Proposed Change (including ali relevant section numbers, if multiple sections):

ADDIN 13VACS5-31-20 DEFINITIONS Netwithstanding-the-provisions-of subsection C-of thig-section-a
permitapplication-is-netrequivedfora-Kliddie Rride-; in-which-the-passenger height is 54 inches or less, the
design capac:lty 1s for 12 passengers or less and assembl\e ume W&W@@—Wﬂ%&@é&ﬁ_m two hours or

éepsﬂm&;m—m—t{wrHmmmmwm%mmamﬁemmﬂ ée—se%;«i&eé pﬁeﬁe»{he
epez«a»t}eﬂ—ei mkidmwwﬂ%mewmﬁmﬁﬁams%mhw%eﬁﬁ of

ADD IN 13VACS-50. CERTIFICATION OF AMUSEMENT DEVICE INSPECTORS

CHANGE: B. Local building department personnel enforcing this chapter and private inspectors shall
attend 32 16 heurs every two years, of continuing education and periodic training courses, approved or
required by DHCD, which directly correlates to Amusement Device inspections. Additional continuing
education hours shall not be required if more than one certificate is held.

ADD: €. 3™ Party Amusement device Inspectors shall be required to maintain the 32 hours of
continuing education. directly related to amusement devices, and shall be verified by the jurisdiction, through
DHCD, prior to granting permission for the 3 party to conduct amusement device inspections in a

jurisdiction.

ADD, 13VACS-31-75;

1. 8§25 for each Kiddie ride covered by the permit;

a. To be considered as a kiddie ride the inflatable must not exceed the area and containment
height requirements of 13VACS5-31-200
b. EXCEPTION: Inflatable amusement devices that exceed the requirements of 13YVACS5-31.302




200 shall not be incure a fee as a kiddie ride but will incur fees as follows,
i.  $33 for each inflatable 20 feet in height or less
ii.  $35 for each inflatable in excess of 20 feet

C. A permit application shall be made to the local building department at least five business days prior
before -theto the- date in which the applicant intends to operate an amusement device. The application shall
include the name of the owner, operator or other person assuming responsibility for the device or devices, a
general description of the device or devices including any serial or identification numbers available, the
location of the property on which the device or devices will be operated and the length of time of operation.
The permit application shall indicate whether a private inspector will be utilized. If a private inspector is not
utilized, the applicant shall give reasonable notice when an inspection is sought and may stipulate the day
such inspection is requested provided it is during the normal operating hours of the local building
department. In addition to the information required on the permit application, the applicant shall provide
proof of liability insurance of an amount not less than $100,000 per person and $1,000,000 in the aggregate
for each amusement device insuring the owner or operator against liability for injury suffered by persons
riding the amusement device or by persons in, on, under or near the amusement device; or proof of
equivalent financial responsibility. The proof of liability insurance shall identify by name and serial number,
if applicable, each amusement device covered under the policy. The local building department in the
furtsdiction in which they are operating must shall-be notified of any change in the liability insurance or
financial responsibility during the period covered by the permit.

D. Notwithstanding the provisions of subsection C of this section, a permit application is not required for a
kiddie ride in which the passenger height is 54 inches or less, the design capacity is for 12 passengers or less
and which can be assembled in two hours or less, provided the kiddie ride has an unexpired certificate of
inspection issued by any local building department in this Commonwealth. In such cases, the local building
department shall be notified prior to the operation of the kiddie ride and the information required on a permit
application as listed in subsection C of this section shall be provided to the local building department.

1. Exception: Inflatable Amusement devices that exceed the square footage and containment height
provided in 13VACS-31-200 shall not be considered a “kiddie ride.”

13VAC5-31-200. General requirements.

In addition to other applicable requirements of this chapter, inflatable amusement devices shall be operated,
maintained and inspected in accordance with ASTM F2374, and any other applicable ASTM related to
amusement devices:

Notwithstanding any requirements of this chapter to the contrary, a permit to operate an inflatable
amusement device that is less than 150 square feet and in which the height of the patron containment area is
less than 10 feet need not be obtained if the device has an unexpired certificate in the current calendar vear of
inspection issued by a local building department in this Commonwealth, regardless of whether the device has
been disassembled or moved to a new site.

1. All inflatable amusement devices exceeding these reguirements must be insnecled at each set-up.

13VACS5-31-260. Operational and Site Requirements.

Change all paragraph designations to reflect adding the following paragraph as “A.” The owner/operator
will have on site ready for review a current copy of the Virginia Amusement Device Regulations, the

specific manufacturer’s instructions for the device/s being inspected which provide requirements for set-up
of the device to include hold down stake minintum size for set-up on grassy areas, requirements for set-up on
asphalt or hard surfaces where stakes cannot be utilized. Specifications must provide detailed requirement for
the type weights to be used, 1.e. sandbag or drums with water, to include the specific weight required at each
location based on sice of the device. In addition the owner/operator shall have all applicable ASTM’s
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available for review by the inspector. Additionally information related to blower size to include
minimum/maximum CFM and horsepower will be available.

Item: I. 13VAC5-31-20, While a definition of a kiddie ride is provided in the base document, would it not clarify things if
the definition actually were in the “definition” section of the VADR. The intent, need and impact would be one in the
same, provide immediate clarification as to a definition without having to go to section D of 13VAC5-31-75.

Item: ll. 13VAC5-50, The need for specific amusement industry training is paramount in the continuing education
requirement for amusement device Inspector's. This is particularly relevant for amusement device inspectors who fall in
the 3rd Party inspectors sometimes used. Two years running | have had a request from a traveling carnival to utilize a 3t
party inspector. We require a copy of his certification card and we check his status through DHCD fo ensure he is in the
system or have them submit a current history on training completed from the DHCD web site. The person being used
received his certification in 1991. The individual had attended code updates as required however | can't recall ever
seeing any information related fo camivals/amusement devices in any of the code updates | have attended. It is not
realistic to believe that an amusement device inspector obtaining 16 hours of CEU's in mechanical, building, and legal
training would have a well rounded knowledge of issues that are industry specific such as amusements. The intent is to
have the best trained inspectors out there inspecting devices that may be potentially death traps to our children and
loved ones, if a well trained inspector who has the right kind of continuing education is not performing the inspection.
The impact would be a reduction in amusement device incidents where injuries occur. A proactive stance rather than
reactive one is paramount on this issue.
ttem: lll. A.13VAC5-31-75 the intent here is to expand and clarify fees related to actually what is out there in today's
climate. The need is to be able to break the mould that all inflatable amusement devices should be charged as a kiddie
ride. The manufacturer's instructions clearly allow an adult rider, which clearly violates current VADR regulations to be
considered a kiddie ride. We currently see inflatable amusement devices that are in excess of twenty feet in height.
Since the addition of the square footage and containment height requirements of 13VAC5-31-200 the requirement to
further clarify the fee schedule is clearly needed. The impact would be that customers have a clear and concise fee
schedule from which they can compute their total fees.

Item: III C. 13VACS5-31-75, the intent, need and impact here is purely clarification of what has been
addressed briefly already. By adding the “business days” into the requirement it alleviates issues with the
customer showing up on a Thursday for a show on Tuesday, and Friday and Monday are holidays. The
additional issue of adding the requirement that their proof of liability insurance specifically must identify
each unit, with serial number, on the document.

Ytem II1 D. 13VAC31-75, The intent is to clarify the differences between what a kiddie ride is and other type
devices as it pertains to inflatable amusement devices. The need comes form the confusion factor of
amusement device owners who can clearly state that they can meet all the stipulations under Item D of this
same section. Most times they fail to read the amplifying information on containment area height and square
footage and believe that their device only requires an annual inspection. The impact is you would have less
confusion in the field pertaining to inflatable amusement devices.

Item IV 13VAC31-260, The intent, need and impact of requiring owner’s or operators to have this
information readily available for review by the inspector is to promote a better awareness of how these
devices are to be set-up, operated, reports of accidents and the permitting process. It is the rule rather than
the exception that operators/owners do not have this material and a lot of time have never even looked at the

VADR. Often times owners tell us that the company that they purchased or leased the amusement device
from informed them they did not need any of these items. Education, both on the inspector and
owner/operator side is paramount to promoting life safety.

Submittal Information

Date Submitted: 07-09-2009

The proposal may be submitted by email as an attachment, by fax, by mail, or by hand delivery.,
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VIRGINIA DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
DIVISION OF BUILDING AND FIRE REGULATION

2009 Code Change Cycle — Code Change Evaluation Form

VADR - Virginia Amusement Device Regulations
Code Change No. A-75 A

Nature of Change:

To add a minimal fee for the inspection of generators associated with amusement devices.

Proponent: Virgima Amusement Device Technical Advisory Committee

Staff Comments:

This change is to clarify that generators which are associated with amusement devices are subject to
the VADR and not the USBC. Some local building department are charging electrical permit fees
under the USBC for these generators, which can be excessive. This proposal permits a reasonable
minimal fee and keeps the regulation of generators associated with amusement devices within the
VADR.

Codes and Standards Committee Action:
Approve as presented. Disapprove.
Approve as medified (specify):

Carry over to next cycle. Other (specify):
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VIRGINIA DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
DIVISION OF BUILDING AND FIRE REGULATION

Code Change Form for the 2009 Code Change Cycle
Code Change Number__ A - 75°4
Proponent Information (Check one): [Individual DXAGovernment Entity [ Company

Name: Amusement Device Technical Advisory Committee, DHCD

Froposal Information

Code(s) and Section(s): Virginia Construction Code (YCC} and Virginia Amusement Device Regulations (VADR)

Proposed Change (including all relevant section numbers, if mulfiple sections):

Change VCC Section 102.3 as shown:
102.3 Exemptions. The following are exempt from this code:
(no change to Items 1-6)

7. Generators used exclusively for amusement devices.

Change VADR Section 13 VAC 5-31-75 A as shown:
A. In accordance with ... the fees shall be reduced by 50%:

{(no change to Items 1-4)
7
5. $25 for each generator associated with an amusement device covered by the permit, except that no
fee shall be charged for portable generators which are not required to be connected to a grounding
. electrode.

Supporting Statement (including intent, need, and impact of the proposal):

This proposal is to recognize that generators used exclusively for amusement devices are regulated by the
VADR, not the USBC. It includes language to permit the both the USBC and the VADR to be applicable if
a generator is used for both amusement devices and other purposes such as lighting, etc. The proposal also
sets a fee cap of $25 for each generator covered by the permit and exempts the fee for the small portable
generators used typically with inflatables and kiddie rides.

Submittal Information

Date Submitted:

The proposal may be submitted by email as an attachment, by fax, by mail, or by hand delivery.
Please submit the proposal to: 366



VIRGINIA DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
DIVISION OF BUILDING AND FIRE REGULATION

2009 Code Change Cycle — Code Change Evaluation Form

VADR — Virginia Amusement Device Regulations
Code Change No. A-75 C

Nature of Change:

To add a generic permit application form as an appendix to the regulation for guidance to local
building departments.

Proponent: Virginia Amusement Device Technical Advisory Committee

Staff Comments:

While every locality may develop its own form for applications for amusement device permits,
some localities do not have forms and are attempting to use building permit application forms under
the USBC for amusement devices. This generic form will assist those localities which may not

have a standardized form and give guidance on what minimum information is necessary to issue a
permit for an amusement device.

Codes and Standards Committee Action:

Approve as presented. Disapprove.

Approve as modified (specify):

Carry over to next cycle. Other (specify):
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VIRGINIA DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
DIVISION OF BUILDING AND FIRE REGULATION

Code Change Form for the 2009 Code Change Cycle
Code Change Number:__ A -75 ¢,
Proponent Information (Check one): []Individual DXGovernment Entity [_lCompany

Name: Amusement Device Technical Advisory Committee, DHCD

Proposal Information

Code(s) and Section(s): Virginia Amusement Device Regulations (VADR)

Proposed Change (including all relevant section numbers, if multiple sections):

Change VADR Section 13 VAC 5-31-75 C as shown:

C. A permit application shall be made to the local building department ... during the period covered
by the permit.

Note: A generic permit application is provided in Appendix A.

Supporting Statement {including intent, need, and impact of the proposal):

This proposal would provide a typical permit application as a model for local building departments.

Submittal Information

Date Submitted:

The proposal may be submitted by email as an attachment, by fax, by mail, or by hand delivery.
Please submit the proposal to:
DHCD DBFR TASO (Technical Assistance and Services Office)

The Jackson Center Email Address: taso@dhcd.virginia.gov
501 N, 2nd Street Fax Number: (804) 371-7092
Richmond, VA 23219-1321 Phone Numbers: (804) 371-7140 or (804) 371-7150
" '
‘. VIRGINIA
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Appendix A. — Model Permit Application

Date Permit #
Name of owner/agent T/A
Address Telephone #s

Location of device(s) covered by permit

Insurance carrier Expiration date of policy
Amount of coverage per occurrence Duration of event
Date and time inspection is sought Third party inspector being used?

List of devices covered by permit

Name of device and serial/ID number Name of device and serial/ID number

(submit additional devices on separate paper if necessary)

Certification

I hereby acknowledge that I have read this application and affirm the statements made herein are true and
correct to the best of my knowledge.

Date Signature of applicant
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VIRGINIA DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
DIVISION OF BUILDING AND FIRE REGULATION

2009 Code Change Cycle — Code Change Evaluation Form

VADR - Virginia Amusement Device Regulations
Code Change No. A-80

Nature of Change:

To create a minor ride category to replace the kiddie ride category and extend the kiddie ride
concept to such rides without a limitation on the passenger height.

Proponent: Edward Seyller, representing the Amusement Rental Business Association

Staff Comments:

The proposal was not received in time to be reviewed by the Amusement Device Technical
Advisory Committee, however, it was send individually to the members of the Committee for
individual comment. Several members voiced concern at removing the height restriction and
indicated it could permit more complicated rides to be set up without an inspection. In addition, the

proposal is not correlated with the current provisions in the VADR permitting yearly inspection of
small inflatable rides and 90 day inspection of artificial climbing walls.

Codes and Standards Committee Action:
Approve as presented. Disapprove.
Approve as modified (specify):

Carry over to next cycle. Other (specify):
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YIRGINIA DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
DIVISION OF BUILDING AND FIRE REGULATION

Code Change Form for the 2009 Code Change Cycle
Code Change Number__ A - &0

Proponent information (Check one): [ Jindividual [ IGovernment Entity DX|Company
Name: Edward Seyller - Representing: ARBA - Amusement Rental Business
Association

Mailing Address: PO Box 41689 Arlington, VA 22203

Email Address: eddie@Mid-AtlanticAdventures.com Telephone Number: 703-248-0031

Proposal Information

Code(s) and Section(s): 13 VAC 5-31-20. Definitions. 13 VAC 5-31-40. Incorporated standards. 13 VAC 5-31-80. Owner
or operator responsibilities. 13 VAC 5-31-100. Local building department.

Proposed Change (including all relevant section numbers, if multiple sections):

13 VAC 5-31-20. Definitions.
“Kiddieride™ Minor Ride means and amusement device where the-passen p-is-Hm
capacity of passengers is 12 or less, and the assembly time for the device is two hours or less.

the design

13 VAC 5-31-40. Incorporated standards.
C. The following requirements supplement the provisions of the ASTM standards incorporated by reference in this chapter:

1. The operator of an amusement device shall be at least 16 years of age, except when the person is under the supervision of a
parent or guardian and engaged in activities determined not to be hazardous by the Commissioner of the Virginia
Department of Labor and Industry;

2. The amusement device shall be attended by an operator at all times during operation except that (i) one operator is
permitted to operate two or more amusement devices provided they are within the sight of the operator and operated by a
common control panel or station and (ii) one operator is permitted to operate two kiddiezides Minor Rides with separate
controls provided the distance between controls is no more than 35 feet and the controls are equipped with a positive
pressure switch; and

3. The operator of an amusement device shall not be (i} under the influence of any drugs which may affect the operator's judgment
or ability to assure the safety of the public or (ii) under the influence of alcchol.

13 YAC 5-31-80. Owner or operator responsibilities.

4. Obtaining a permit to operate from the responsible local building department prior to operation or cbtaining the renewal of a
pennit to operate when necessary prior to continued operation. Notwithstanding the above, a permit for a kiddie+ide Minor Ride in
which {i}-the passengerheight-is limited to-54-inches or-less;(3) (i) the design capacity is 12 passengers or less; and &if) (ii) the
assembly time is two hours or less need not be obtained if the device has an unexpired certificate of inspection issued by a local
building department in this Commonwealth, regardless of whether the ride has been disassembled or moved to a new site.
However, in such cases, the responsible local building department shall be notified prior to operation and such notification shail
include the information required on a permit application as stipulated in subdivision 1 of this subsection;

7. Obtaining a certificate of inspection from the responsible local building department (i) prior to initial operation; (ii) prior to
operation following a major modification; (iii) prior to each seasonal operation; (iv) at least once a year if operated more than
seasonally; and (v) prior to resuming operation following an order from the local building depariment to cease operation.
Notwithstanding the above, a certificate of inspection for a kiddie-ride Minor Ride in which &)-the-passenger height-is-limitedto
54-inches-ordess; (1) (i) the design capacity is 12 passengers or less; and @i} (ii) the assembly time is two hours or less need not
be obtained if the device has an unexpired certificate of inspection issued by a local building department in this Commonwealth,
regardless of whether the ride has been disassembled or moved to a new site; and

&
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13 VAC 5-31-100. Local building department.
1. Collect fees for a permit to operate, renewal of a permit to operate and inspections conducted by staff to issue a certificate
of inspection. The total for fees associated with one permit to operate and any associated inspections or one renewal of a
permit to operate and any associated inspections shall not exceed the following:
a. $25 for each kiddie-ride Minor Ride under the permit;
b. $35 for each circular ride or flat-ride less than 20 feet in height under the permit;
c. $55 for each spectacular ride under the permit which cannot be inspected as a circular ride or flat-ride in (b)
above due to complexity or height; and
d. $150 for coasters which exceed 30 feet in height.

Supporting Statement {including intent, need, and impact of the proposal):

The change in the language from “kiddie ride” to “Minor Ride” provides a more representative description of the current

era of minor manufactured rides. The current era of rides meet or exceed ASTM standards as well as require very little
setup and an inspection each time the rides are setup is not necessary as the operational aspects of the ride and safety
features remain intact from operating site to operating site. For example the setup of a Minor Ride at a new site may be
as simple as unhooking the ride from the hitch ball on a truck and dropping a jack.

Submittal Information

Date Submitted:

The proposal may be submitted by email as an attachment, by fax, by mail, or by hand delivery.
Please submit the proposal to:
DHCD DBFR TASO (Technical Assistance and Services Office)

Main Street Centre Email Address; tsu@dhcd.virginia.gov
600 E. Main St., Ste. 300 Fax Number: (804) 371-7092
Richmond, VA 23219 Phone Numbers: (804) 371-7140 or (804) 371-7150
N
“ VIRGINIA
axDHED
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VIRGINIA DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
DIVISION OF BUILDING AND FIRE REGULATION

2009 Code Change Cycle - Code Change Evaluation Form

VADR - Virginia Amusement Device Regulations
Code Change No. A-85

Nature of Change:

To require notification of DHCD as well as the local building department when there has been
an accident involving serious injury or death.

Proponent: Virginia Amusement Device Technical Advisory Committee
Staff Comments:

The proposal would permit DHCD to play a more active role in trying to coordinate safety bulletins
and recalls statewide and to be a clearinghouse for sharing information with other localities
concerning accidents.

Codes and Standards Commitiee Action:

Approve as presented. Disapprove.

Approve as modified (specify):

Carry over to next cycle. Other (specify):
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VIRGINIA DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
DIVISION OF BUILDING AND FIRE REGULATION

Code Change Form for the 2009 Code Change Cycle
Code Change Number.__ A-%$"
Proponent Information (Check one): [ _Jindividual XIGovernmment Entity [ _]Company

Name: Amusement Device Technical Advisory Committee, DHCD

Proposal Information

Code(s) and Section(s): Virginia Amusement Device Regulations (VADR)

Proposed Change (including all relevant section numbers, if multiple sections):

Change VADR Section 13 VAC 5-31-85 A as shown:

A. If an accident involving the serious injury or death of a patron occurs, the operation of an
amusement device shall cease and the local building department and DHCD shall be notified as soon
as practicable, ... (remainder unchanged).

Supporting Statement (including infent, need, and impact of the proposal):

This proposal would require the notification of DHCD as well as the local building official when a serious
accident occurs. Earlier editions of the VADR had this requirement. DHCD will make every attempt to
have staff available to assist in the coordination of responses, whether it would be to contact other localities,
owners, operators or safety agencies.

Submittal Information

Date Submitted:

The proposal may be submitted by emai as an attachment, by fax, by mail, or by hand delivery.
Please submit the proposal to:
DHCD DBFR TASQ (Technical Assistance and Services Office)

The Jackson Center Email Address: taso@dhcd.virginia.gov

501 N. 2nd Street Fax Number: (804) 371-7092

Richmond, VA 23219-1321 Phone Numbers: (804) 371-7140 or (804) 371-7150
“ VIRGINIA
an
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VIRGINIA DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
DIVISION OF BUILDING AND FIRE REGULATION

2009 Code Change Cycle — Code Change Evaluation Form

VADR - Virginia Amusement Device Regulations
Code Change No. A-280

Nature of Change:

To add provisions for accessibility for permanent park amusement rides.

Proponent: DHCD Staff

Staff Comments:

The proposal 1s a result of efforts of the Department to submit the Virginia Uniform Statewide
Building Code to the U.S. Department of Justice (DOJ) for certification as being equal to or
exceeding the requirements of the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA). The U.S. Access Board
has issued new regulations for accessibility which are anticipated to be incorporated into the ADA
and which do address the accessibility of new permanent amusement rides in theme parks. This
proposal comport with the federal requirements to assist the Department in obtaining certification

from DOJ. The Amusement Device Technical Advisory Committee has reviewed the proposal and
supports its approval.

Codes and Standards Committee Action:
Approve as presented. Disapprove.
Approve as modified (specify):

Carry over to next cycle. Other (specity):
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VIRGINIA DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
DIVISION OF BUILDING AND FIRE REGULATION

Code Change Form for the 2009 Code Change Cycle
Code Change Number: A-3¥O
Proponent Information (Check one): []individual XGovernment Entity [ JCompany

Name: DHCD Staff

Proposal Information

Code(s) and Section(s): Virginia Amusement Device Regulations (VADR)

Proposed Change (including all relevant section numbers, if multiple sections):

Add new Part IX to the VADR as shown:

Part IX
Accessibility Requirements for Amusement Devices

13 VAC 5-31-280. Scope. This part shall apply to newly designed and constructed amusement devices for
permanent installation and does not apply to amusement devices regulatly assembled or dissembled. This
part also does not apply to mobile, portable or temporary amusement devices set up for short periods of time
such as at traveling carnivals, state and county fairs and festivals. For the purposes of this part, newly
designed and constructed amusement devices are those which are new upon first use by patrons and the first
permanent installation of the ride and would not include a ride which was moved within a park or to another
park after several seasons of use.

13 VAC 5-31-290. Requirements.

Amusement devices subject to this part shall comply with applicable reaquirements of 36 CFR Part 1191 —
Americans With Disabilities Act {ADA) Accessibility Guidelines for Buildings and Facilities; Architectural
Barriers Act (ABA) Accessibility Guidelines, 69 FR 44151-44455 (July 23. 2004).

Supborting Statement (including intent, need, and impact of the proposal):

This proposal is to comport with new federal requirements for accessibility in permanent park rides based on
the new ADA/ABA Guidelines published by the U. S. Access Board. The VADR needs to have this
requirement as part of the submittal by DHCD to the U. S. Justice Department to have our state building
regulations certified by DOJ as meeting or exceeding the requirements of the ADA. While the change is
submitted by DHCD staff as part of the DOJ certification efforts, the Amusement Device Technical
Advisory Committee supports this change to the VADR.

Submittal Information

Date Submitted: December 8, 2009

The proposal may be submitted by email as an attachment, by fax, by mail, or by hand delivery. 376
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