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CTC Meeting #26 
April 8 - 9, 2013 

Unenclosed Exits 
 
The following 2013 Group B changes have been compiled for the above noted CTC Area of Study.  Code 
changes with an (*) indicate CTC sponsored code changes.  These changes are intended to serve as the 
agenda for the CTC in order to establish CTC positions, if any, for the upcoming 2013 Group B 
Committee Action Hearings. 
 
F137-13 

 

F137 – 13 
202, 903.3.1.2.2 (New) [IBC [F] 903.3.1.2.2 (New)], 1104.21 
 
Proponent:  Al Godwin, CBO, CPM, Aon Fire Protection Engineering, representing Aon Fire Protection 
Engineering Corporation (al.godwin@aon.com) 
 
Add new text as follows:  
 

SECTION 202 
GENERAL DEFINITIONS 

 
OPEN-ENDED CORRIDOR.  An interior corridor that is open on each end, and connects to an exterior 
stairway or ramp at each end with no intervening doors or separation from the corridor. 
 
Revise as follows:  
 
903.3.1.2.2 (IBC [F] 903.3.1.2.2) Open-ended Corridors.  Sprinkler protection shall be provided in open-
ended corridors and associated exterior stairways and ramps as specified in Section 1026.6, exception 4. 
 
1104.21 Exterior stairway protection.  Exterior exit stairs shall be separated from the interior of the 
building as required in Section 1026. Openings shall be limited to those necessary for egress from 
normally occupied spaces. 
 

Exceptions: 
 
  1 through 3 (No change to current text)  
 4.  Separation from the interior open-ended corridor of the building is not required for exterior 

stairways connected to open-ended corridors, provided that: 
4.1  The building, including corridors, and stairs, is equipped throughout with an automatic 

sprinkler system in accordance with Section 903.3.1.1 or 903.3.1.2. 
4.2 4.1 The open-ended corridors comply with Section 1018. 
4.3 4.2 The open-ended corridors are connected on each end to an exterior exit stairway 

complying with Section 1026. 
4.4 4.3 At any location in an open-ended corridor where a change of direction exceeding 45 

degrees (0.79 rad) occurs, a clear opening of not less than 35 square feet (3.3 m2) or 
an exterior stairway or ramp shall be provided.  Where clear openings are provided, 
they shall be located so as to minimize the accumulation of smoke or toxic gases. 

 
Reason: This is a correlation with code change E153-12 which was approved last cycle.  New Section 903.3.1.2.2 is to clarify that 
when using a 13R system for this provision, extra heads are required in the breezeway. 
 

 



CTC Meeting #26 - Unenclosed Exits 
April 8-9, 2013 

Page 2 of 5 
 

The Reason statement for E153-12 is as follows: 
 

Reason:  Breezeway stairs is what this section is talking about.  Whether straight through the building with a stair on each side, 
or taking a turn somewhere during its path through the building with a stair on either end, it is still a breezeway with exterior 
stairs.  This point is not clear in the current language. 

There is this opinion that an open breezeway stairs are allowed by basic code.  They are not.  2012 IBC Section 1026.6 
states that exterior stairs must be separated from the interior of the building.  The breezeway (interior corridor) is part of the 
interior of the building.  I have conferred with the original proponent of this code change many times and confirmed that the 
intent was to allow the removal of the wall and door that separates the stair from the corridor, creating a breezeway. 

Many designers and jurisdictions assume that breezeway stairs are allowed by right.  However, in order to not have to 
build the wall and fire door separating the exterior stair from the interior corridor, exception 4 must be complied with, which 
includes sprinklers in this breezeway. 

The following is a representation of the intent of Exception 4, allowing the removal of the separation wall and door: 
 
 

 
 
 

We are all familiar with the required protection on each side of the exterior stair as represented in this clip from the 2000 
International Building Code Commentary. 
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So, if the walls on each side of the stair have to be protected, how can a large opening where the door occurs be removed 

and have an unprotected connection to the interior corridor. 
The 2000 IBC Handbook, provided an accurate depiction of what this code change applied to as follows: 

 
 
 
Here is the original code change that inserted the provision.  Notice the statement “The purpose of this analysis was to 

determine if an equivalent level of life safety could be achieved by the design of an open breezeway in comparison to an enclosed 
corridor or balcony for these multifamily buildings.” 
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In the 09/10 cycle, code change E134-09/10 made it clear that this exception only applied to the wall and door that would 
normally separate an exterior stair from the interior corridor.  This exception does not apply to other separation requirements on 
the sides of the stairs. 

The specific section reasoning for this code change is as follows: 
Section 202, provide a definition of an open-corridor.  Hopefully this will expand on code change E134-09/10 to clarify that 

this provision is only to eliminate the separation required between the stair and the interior corridor.  Not the units on either 
side. 

Section 1026.6, expanding the same concept, adding clarity. 
Section 903.3.1.2.2, providing an explicit requirement that sprinkler protection must be provided in this open-ended 

corridor when using a residential system.  As with Section 903.3.1.2.1, this protection is above the requirements of a standard 
13R system.  If not checked in the design, these heads will not be installed.  As such, the open-ended corridor will not be in 
compliance with code. 

Section 1104.21, deletes the sprinkler protection requirement for existing buildings.  Once understood that in order to 
have breezeway stairs, the building, the breezeway and associated stairs must be sprinklered, this provision is actually a 
retroactive sprinkler provision for all existing buildings with breezeway stairs.   

If not sprinklered, in order to keep the breezeway stairs, the building and corridor must be sprinklered.  If already 
sprinklered with a 13R, retrofit sprinklers in the corridor must be installed. 

 
Cost Impact:  Since this is correlation between the IFC and IBC, no extra construction cost is expected.  And, removing the 
retroactive implication to existing non-sprinklered breezeways, or 13R sprinklered breezeways without breezeway sprinklers, will 
reduce costs. 
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