May 25,  2005
TO : Members of the Code Technology Committee

From :  Elliott O. Stephenson

Dear Committee Members :

Attached is a list of twenty countries around the World that include provisions intended to inhibit the climbing of guards by young children and a brief statement describing those provisions. It will probably be noted that with the exception of the Australia and New Zealand codes, each code leaves it to the judgment of the building official to determine if a guard complies with the code requirements. This, of course, is not good code writing and has been properly rejected by the members of the ICC. 
The importance of the list, however, is not the specific provision in each code but the fact that countries around the World have recognized the fact that their  children deserve and need  the control of unsafe . readily climbable guards  They have also recognized the fact there is no necessity to allow the use of unsafe guards at many locations in certain buildings 
If it was absolutely necessary to install readily climbable guards at the second story level of a Shopping Mall, School or in the Waiting Area of a Large Transportation Terminal, who among us would object to such a use ? The hitch is that no one on earth can prove that such a use is absolutely necessary. 

And why on earth would anyome endorse the installation of 34 inch high guards at locations at which 42 inch high guards are required ? Especially when it has been proven that no tests have been performed to show they were safe and, conversely, that tests have proven them to be unsafe ?.
The ICC has given each of you a truly significant role to play in the determination of the degree of safety the IRC and the IBC  will provide for the future safety of the four million children who are born each year in the United States. As the Great Grand Father of one of them who will be delivered in late June of this year, I pray that you will make the right decisions in your deliberations.
Thank you for your courtesy.

Sincerely,                                       Elliott O.  “ Steve “ Stephenson
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LIST OF COUNTRIES KNOWN TO HAVE PROVISIONS IN THEIR NATIONAL BUILDING
CODES INTENDED TO INHIBIT THE CLIMBING OF GUARDS BY YOUNG CHILDREN AND A

- BRIF DESCRIPTION OF THEIR APPLICATION

AUSTRIA - The Building Code of the City of Vienna is reportedly used by most jurisdictions in the
country. It reads in part as follows: In Apartments guard rails for verandas, balconies, french doors or
terraces must be designed so that small children cannot slip through or climb over them.

AUSTRALIA - In Dwellings, a required balustrade must prevent, as far as practicable, children
climbing over or through it. In other building occupancies in which young children can be expected to be
- present., at floors more than 4 meters ( 13 feet ) above the ground , any horizontal elements within-the
balustrade or other barrier between 150 mm and 760 mm above the floor must not facilitate climbing,.

CANADA - Unless it can be shown that the location and size of openings do not present a hazard, a
guard shall be designed so that no member, attachment or opening located between 140 mm 2nd 900 mm
above the level protected by the guard will facilitate climbing.

CZECH REPUBLIC and SLOVAK REPUBLIC- The minimum height of the top of the vertical
elements or solid section of the guard above the floor shall be 600 mm.

DENMARK — Openings in guards shall be designed for optimum child safety.

ENGLAND, SCOTLAND and WALES — Acceptable Solutions Related te Climbing by Children
Where buildings are likely to be used by children under five years, the
construction should be such that children will not readily be able to climb it.

FINLAND — A guard without horizontal elements is required at locations where the difference in beight

is more thac 700 mm ( 2.3 feet ) and children have access to it

IRELAND and GERMANY - In buildings in which the presence of children can be anticipated , guards
are to be designed without the ladder effect in order to make them difficult for small children to climb.

ISRAEL — Guards in Apartment Buildings and in Malls are to be designed to inhibit climbing.

ITALY - Regional Code of Lombardy, a Province in northern Italy, specifies that no horizontal elements
that facilitate climbing are to be used in guards.

NEW ZEALAND - Barriers'mwd in a part of a building likely to be frequented by children under the
age of six years shall have no toe holds between the heights of 150 mm and 750 mm above the floor level

NORWAY - Horizontal elements must be so designed and constructed so as to make it impossible for
children to climb or fall through th_em.

ROMANIA — Guard shall be without horizontal or decorative elements that allow climbing. ‘

SPAIN — In dwellings and buildings in which children are habitual o;; common, the design of elements of
a guard shall be such that it will not allow climbing,.

SWEDEN — Guards in spaces where children can be preseat shall be designed so that the risk of injury to
persons due to climbing or crawling is limited. :

" SWITZERLAND — Guards are not to be so designed that they invite their being climbed on. Sharp edges
are to be avoided. Guards are to be constructed so that they do not entice children to climb them




[image: image2.jpg]A Reasanably Safe 42 Inch High With an 8 Inch High Opening
Guard with a 4 Inch High at Top
Opening at Top

H
3
i
]

An agile 2 vear ald and many 3 year old children have little difficulty
climbing threugh an 8 inch epeaing at the top of 2 42 inch iigh guard.
See the Proposed Change to Section 1012.3 of the FCC International
Building Code. Now is the time to correct 2 serions defeet in that code.
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An Unsafe 42 Inch High Guard





