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Proposed Code Change - Language

DEFINITIONS
SOIL-GAS MEMBRANE. “Soil gas membrane” means a continuous membrane of 6-mil (0.15 mm)

polyethylene or 3-mil (0 075 mm) Cross- Iamlnated polyethylene el;ethepeqewaleH—ma{eﬂaLapme%d—bv—the

Proposed Code Change — Need and Reason

It is necessary that the code be consistent in giving direction on the process for considering alternate materials
or methods of construction. There seems to be a misguided interest in putting a statement in every code
provision that states something to the effect “or other equivalent materials approved by the building official”.
Such is the case with this code section. The language proposed for deletion is unnecessary and already
covered in Minnesota Building Code Chapter 1300, section 1300.0110. This section is titled “Duties and
Powers of the Building Official” and permits the building official to consider alternate materials and methods
when formally requested and provides the backdrop for what the process should entail including the all
important record keeping of the reason why an alternate is approved. It is not necessary to continually repeat
the availability of this option in every code section.

Furthermore, these statements, while perhaps well intended, can confuse matters more than ever. If the
statement was that an equivalent material could be considered in accordance with 1300.0110, the building
official and the proponent of the alternate would know exactly what process they should be using. When
numerous alterative terms are used, it is not understood if the code directed process should be used or if this is
somehow another alternative process. As a building official with 38 years of code enforcement experience,

I've always wondered if the real intent of language in the code section above was to somehow provide a
different process that had a lower standard than what is considered in Chapter 1300.

It is therefore reasonable to delete this confusing language and to defer to language that is already in the code
and familiar to all users of the code.

1300.0110 DUTIES AND POWERS OF BUILDING OFFICIAL.

Subp. 13. Alternative materials, design, and methods of construction and equipment. The code is
not intended to prevent the installation of any material or to prohibit any design or method of
construction not specifically prescribed by the code, provided that any alternative has been approved.
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An alternative material, design, or method of construction shall be approved where the building official
finds that the proposed design is satisfactory and complies with the intent of the code, and that the
material, method, or work offered is, for the purpose intended, at least the equivalent of that prescribed
in the code in quality, strength, effectiveness, fire resistance, durability, and safety. The details of any

action granting approval of an alternate shall be recorded and entered in the files of the Department of
Building Safety.

Proposed Code Change — Cost/Benefit Analysis
This proposal will have no impact on the cost of construction.




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).

™ change language contained in an existing amendment in Minnesota Rule? If so, list
Rule part(s).
Radon rules, definitions

' 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).

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

2. 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

3. 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

4. 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

5. Who are the parties affected or segments of industry affected by this proposed code
change?
Code officials, building designers, contractors, building owners

6. 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

7. Are you aware of any federal requirement or regulation related to this proposed code
change? If so, please list the regulation or requirement.
No



