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Proposed Code Change - Lanquage

1300.0130 Subp. 6. Approval of construction documents. If the building official issues a permit, the
construction documents shall be approved in writing or by a stamp, stating "Reviewed for Code Compliance,"
dated, and signed by the building official or an authorized representative. One set of the construction documents
that were reviewed shall be retained by the building official. The other set shall be returned to the applicant, kept
at the site of the work, and open to inspection by the building official or an authorized representative. When
construction documents have been prepared by a design professional, licensed or certified under Minnesota
Statues 326, code deficiencies identified by the building official during the plan review process shall be
addressed through a comprehensive review letter. Plans not requiring a design professional, licensed or
certified under Minnesota Statues 326, shall be marked-up with the required corrections and/or a
comprehensive review letter of all identified deficiencies shall be written to document required corrections. All
sets of required construction documents (site copy, municipality copy, and/or inspector copy) shall be marked
identically with one copy retained by the municipality after construction is completed. Work regulated by the
code shaII be installed accordlnq to the reV|ewed construction documents —anel—anv—ehane}e%qaeleeeﬂﬂe}

documents shall not proceed until changes have been submltted and approved.

Proposed Code Change — Need and Reason

It is an unwritten, but implied, requirement that all sets of documents be marked identically,
including the municipality/building official copy. This language clarifies this requirement.

The proposed language of the rule could leave the impression that the request could be made
after changes have been made, or that it is okay to proceed prior to review and approval.

Proposed Code Change — Cost/Benefit Analysis

There is no cost effect to the process from this recommended change.



Other Factors to Consider Related to Proposed Code Change

1.

Is this proposed code change meant to:

[_] change language contained in a published code book? If so, list section(s).

X change language contained in an existing amendment in Minnesota Rule? If so, list
Rule part(s).

1300.0130

[ ] delete language contained in a published code book? If so, list section(s).

[] delete language contained in an existing amendment in Minnesota Rule? If so, list Rule
part(s).

X] neither; this language will be new language, not found in the code book or in Minnesota
Rule.

Is this proposed code change required by a Minnesota Statute or new legislation? If so,
please provide the citation to the Statute or legislation.

No

Will this proposed code change impact other sections of a published code book or of an
amendment in Minnesota Rule? If so, please list the affected sections or rule parts.

No

Will this proposed code change impact other parts of the Minnesota State Building Code? If
so, please list the affected parts of the Minnesota State Building Code.

No

Who are the parties affected or segments of industry affected by this proposed code
change?

Permit Applicants

Can you think of other means or methods to achieve the purpose of the proposed code
change? If so, please explain what they are and why your proposed change is the preferred
method or means to achieve the desired result.

No

Are you aware of any federal requirement or regulation related to this proposed code
change? If so, please list the regulation or requirement.

No



