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ASHRAE works wilh national code organizations lo
incorporate relevant ASHRAE standards and seclions of
standards inte national codes. The focus of this article is on
the International Cede Council (ICC) ahhough we also work
with the Intcrnational Association of Plumbing and Mechani-
cal Officials (IAPMO) and the National Fire Protection As-
seciation (NFPA) in a similar fashion.

ASHRAE's preference is (o have relevanl ASHRAE stan-
dards incorporated in their entirety into nmicnal codes, For
example, NFPA has included ANSYASHRAEA ESNA Stan-
dard 90.1, Energy Srandard for Buildings Except Low-Rise
Residential Buildings, and ANSVASHRAE Standard $0.2,
Energy-Efficient Design of Low-Rise Residential Buildings,
in their entirely in NFPA 5000 — Building Consiruction and
Sufety Code™, The International Energy Conservation Code
(IECC)also includes ASHRAE90.1 asa compliance path, but
an allernate compliance path locsely based on previous and
current versions of ASHRAE 90.1 is also part of the [ECC.

The ASHRAE Code Interaction Subcommittes (CIS)ofthe
Standards Commilice is responsible for submilting relevant
ASHRAE standards to national code organizations, The CIS
members work closely with ASHRAE s(andards stafl and the
relevant standards project commitiees (SPCs). We review and
submit proposals to the IECC and other code nuthodiics (o
iry to nmiake relevant sections closer to ASHRAE slandards.
We also comment on proposals made by others where those
proposals directly impact ASHRAE standards, ASHRAE is
active in this process because we belicve that ASHRAE has
experts wha provide an excellent knowledpe base for the devel-
opment of cede language, and the consensus process inherent
in ASHRAE standards produces a well-veticed document.

Ifan ASHRAE standard is already referenced in an exisling
code document, ASIIRAE generally submils a proposal or
works with the code organization 10 make sure the references
to ASHRAE standards are updated to the most current ver-
sion, For example, in the 2006 version of the [ECC, ASHRAE
Standard 90.1 was updated from the 2001 10 the 2004 version,
The ASHRAE Handbooks referenced in the TECC were also
updated to the most current version. References 1o ANSL/
ASHRAE Standard 15, Safety Standard Jor Refrigeration
Systems, and ANSI/ASHRAE Standard 34, Designation and
Safety Classificarion of Refrigerants, were updated to the 2004
versions in the International Mechanical Code (IMC).

To change the language in a code, ASHRAE needs 1o
follow the code organization's procedures. The 1CC has a
procedure whereby any individual or organization ¢an sub-
mit a code change proposal. For the 2006 code development
cycle, proposals were due in August 2004. The code change
proposals were then published and available o the public
in Novemnber 2004. A first hearing was hetd by the ICC in

March 2005 and those in support (proponenis} and opposed
(opponents) were provided a brief opportunity 1o voice their
opinion. The appropriate ICC committee then made a recom-
mendation. The recommendations were published in iay 2003,
Public comments on the recommendations were due in June
2005, comments were published in August 2005, and a fnal
hearing was held in September 2005, Ifthere are no comments
on arecommendalien, that proposal becomes part of a consent
agenda, [[there is a public comment ona recommendation, then
that issue is heard individually a1 the final action hearing.

During the last ICC code change cycle, CIS worked with
ASHRAE SSPCs 50,1, 90.2, 62.1, and 622 10 develop code
change propasals. Tn addition to reference updates, ASHRAE
submitted 10 proposals: eight to the IECC and 1wo (o the In-
ternational Residential Code (IRC). At the first hearing, six of
our seven proposals regarding ASHRAE 90.1 text in the IECC
were successful, These dealr with insulation an suspended ceil-
ings, economizers, shutoff damper controls, VAV fan conirols,
amomatic lighting shutoff, and exterior lighling controls,

However, our proposals to incorporate ASHRAE 90.2 as
an alternate compliance path in the IECC and IRC were not
successful. Neither was our atempt to include ANSI/ASHRAE
62.2, Veniifation and Acceptable Indoor Air Quality in Low-Rise
Residential Buildings, as aliernate compliance path inthe [RC,
We also considered whether we were for, against, or neutral on
over 100 proposals submitted by others. OF those, ASHRAE
look a position of “support” or “oppose” on 28 proposals by
others. For these, the ICC commitiee action supported our
position on 1% of 28 propasals. A proposal by others, which
We supparted, 1o have major portions of ANSI/ASHRAE 62. L,
Ventilation for Acceprable Indoor Air Quality, as an alternale
compliance path in the IMC, was not successful.

In some cases, ASIIRAE has followed the lead of the ICC.
We have changed the publication date of our slandards 1o coin-
cide with preposal due dates for the ICC; we now republish alt
of our code-intended standards on a three-year cycle. Also, for
cxample, the simplificd climale zones for cnergy criteria in the
1ECC are now part of ASHRAE 90.1 and ASHRAE 90.2.

Last June, the ASHRAE Board of Dircelors approved the
formation of a Code Development Committes (CDC} that re-
poris 1o CIS. The CDC has subcommiitees that develop code
change praposals related (o portions of ASHRAE standards.
Currently, efforts are underway for subcommiltees related to
Standards 34, 55, 62.1, 90.1, and 90.2. Alier CDC subcom-
miltees develop draft code chanpe proposals, these must be
submitted for a vare by the corresponding SSPC and the CIS.
Those proposals receiving a majority vote in favor are sent in
as code change proposals.

CDC subcommittees, CIS, and the relevant SSPCs are now
preparing for the next code cycle for the ICC. Proposals are due
on March 24. We arc also working within NFPA and JAPMO
code cycle schedules.
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