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The Southern Nevada Building Officials organization has asked me to weigh in
on the proposed state law language for the adoption of the most current
energy codes. With regard to the proposed wording, we in southern Nevada
would prefer that the 2009 IECC be the referenced code for both residential
and commercial aspects of construction. The IECC specifically states, in
Section 505.1, that either code, the 2009 IECC or ASHRAE 90.1, 2007 Edition,
may be used to comply with energy efficiency requirements. I don’t believe
that the 90.1 has a reciprocal statement. These codes have always been
“sistered” together since the IECC was first introduced into the family of ICC’s
international codes, and either has always been deemed to comply, though
most of us feel that ASHRAE 2007 is actually a slightly weaker code than the
2009 IECC. I realize the way the proposed law language is written, the 2009
being the more restrictive of the two codes, would be acceptable, but, since
90.1 does not specifically contain the 2009 IECC code acceptance statement,
this could leave an opening to challenge the legitimate use of the 2009 IECC.
Thus, if the law states that, for commercial construction, the 2009 IECC is the
code to be complied with, the statement within its code text would specifically
permit the design professional to use either code to comply.

If you have further questions, please feel free to contact me.



