February 5, 2024
Esteemed 2024 IECC Appeals Board,

The National Electrical Manufacturers Association (NEMA) greatly appreciates the opportunity to summit
this public comment in response to the 2024 IECC appeals. NEMA staff and our members were deeply
engaged in the development of the 2024 IECC through service on committees and with the sharing of
technical expertise. NEMA believes the 2024 IECC development process was the most diverse, inclusive,
and transparent cycle in the history of the code. While we acknowledge improvements can be made to the
overall process, NEMA found the 2024 IECC code cycle was fair, balanced, and conducted in a professional
manner every step of the way. We congratulate ICC staff, the committee members, and all parties that
participated in the process.

NEMA urges the 2024 Appeals Board to trust in the voting action of the IECC committees and reject
all appeals on the basis of scope and intent.

At the conclusion of the 2019 Group B Appeals, the Appeals Board recommended that the scope and intent
of the IECC be expanded beyond energy conservation and include other energy related goals such as
decarbonization, GHG emissions reduction, and building electrification. This new energy strategy is clearly
outlined in the published "ICC Energy Framework" and "ICC Decarbonization Strategy" documents. NEMA
believes the new scope and intent was changed to specifically allow EV-ready and other electrification-
related changes to the 2024 |IECC that were determined to not be in scope for the 2021 IECC. Both
committees reviewed and debated the updated scope and intent sections several times during the course
of the 2024 IECC development process and based their voting decisions on

1300 17th St N, Suite 900 2 Arlington, VA 22209 2 703.841.3200



based solely on public comment and new information learned during the many open, inclusive, and
transparent meetings. If anything, the consensus building approach utilized by the residence committee
exhibits the spirit of collaboration, time management, and code development efficiency that should be
modeled for future code development cycles. The code development process cannot be everything, to
everyone, all the time. The residential committee's consensus building approach was an earnest effort to
achieve this. Please reject all appeals on the basis of consensus building approaches.

NEMA urges the 2024 Appeals Board to reject all appeals on the basis of procedural specific issues.

The new IECC development process as recommended by the 2019 Group B Appeals Board was specifically
designed to allow more participation and contribution by all stakeholders and interested parties. It was
reported that over 10,000 hours of meeting time was devoted to the 2024 |IECC development process. No
voice was ever silenced, no viewpoint dismissed, no entry or access ever denied. NEMA did not achieve all
our objectives during this code cycle, nor do we fully agree with all the changes that were made to the 2024
edition. However, we fully support the final outcome of the code and endorse its timely adoption and
robust enforcement at the federal, state, and local levels. NEMA is committed to working with ICC and all
interested parties to improve and enhance the IECC development process going forward. NEMA did not
experience nor witness any of the claims made in the appeals regarding procedural actions. Therefore, we
respectfully ask that all appeals on the basis of procedural specific issues be rejected by the Board.

NEMA urges the 2024 Appeals Board to reject all appeals on the basis of subject specific issues.

NEMA does not agree with the concerns raised in the appeals related to subject specific issues. And while
we fully respect that the Appeals Board shall only consider matters of process and procedure to sustain an
appeal, we believe that many technical inaccuracies have been stated in the appeals, all of which were
litigated and refuted during the code development process. Appeals on the basis of subject specific issues,
technical issues, and feasibility are an attempt to either rehear or introduce subjects that the committees
spent many hours considering in open and transparent meetings. To bring up such grievances now under
an appeals format is an attempt to circumvent the entire development process and undermine the
committees that considered all perspectives and met all scheduled commitments in the development
process. We do not believe the code prioritizes any fuel source over another, but simply includes code
requirements that provide an energy source that is cost-efficient, resilient, and sustainable. The IECC has
been trending towards more sustainable, GHG emission reducing energy sources with each new edition.
As noted above, this new energy strategy is clearly outlined in the published "ICC Energy Framework" and
"ICC Decarbonization Strategy" documents and is clearly the direction provided in the new scope and intent
of the code. The changes to the 2024 IECC do not conflict with nor abridge any safety requirements found
in the other I-Codes. Where coordination issues were determined during the development process, Group
A and Group B proposals have been crafted to realign code requirements. These issues are not unique to
the 2024 IECC or this particular code development cycle. NEMA is always concerned with the feasibility of
implementation. However, the purpose of the code is to prescribe minimum code requirements. Industry
is charged with providing guidance, recommended practices, and user support to ensure code compliance.
Not including a code requirement because it is technically challen44(ch)- Wh34.Btransparent
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NEMA strongly opposes these appeals and fully supports the final decision of the commercial consensus
committee to provide an incentive to utilize heat pump water heating in lieu of combustion and/or electric
resistance water heating. We trust that the analysis completed by PNNL on the cost effectiveness of the
two sections in question is true and correct. We urge the Appeals Board to reject this appeal.

Appeal 23-07-AGA and Appeal 23-08-APGA

NEMA strongly opposes these appeals. Both consensus committees heard all the arguments made in these
appeals on several occasions during the code development process and overwhelmingly voted to include
all the new mandatory requirements and new appendix items this appeal wants deleted from the code.
Each one was independently determined to be within both the scope and intent of the code, to be cost-
effective, and will improve the overall energy profile of a building. We urge the Appeals Board to reject this
appeal.

Appeal 23-02-BOMANMHC

NEMA strongly opposes this appeal. We believe that demand responsive controls, specifically for lighting
installations, facilitates minimum system efficiency not captured by other lighting control methods
required or permitted by the code. As noted above, many technical inaccuracies have been stated in the
appeals, all of which were litigated and refuted during the code development process. We respect that the
Appeals Board shall only consider matters of process and procedure to sustain an appeal, so we believe
this appeal has no merit and therefore should be rejected by the Board.

Appeal 23-03-BOMANMHC

NEMA strongly opposes this appeal. We believe that electric vehicle power transfer infrastructure
installation at time of construction results in the most efficient and cost-effective means to provide energy
for EV charging purposes, well within the scope and intent of the code as determine by both consensus
committees. As clearly outlined in the published "ICC Energy Framework” and "ICC Decarbonization
Strategy" documents, electrified transportation infrastructure at buildings and structures is essential for
meeting GHG emission reduction, net zero-energy goals, and community building performance standards.
NEMA urges the Appeals Board to reject this appeal.

Appeal 23-04-BOMANMHC

NEMA strongly opposes this appeal. We believe that energy storage systems are a fundamental component
of a premises wiring system's energy profile and provides the building owner and occupants energy
security, the opportunity for peak-load shaving, and demand-response incentives well within the scope
and intent of the code as determined by the commercial consensus committee. As quoted in the ICC
Decarbonization Strategy document: “Electrification, the transition from use of fossil-based fuels in
buildings to strictly on-site electricity, has been identified as a strategy to reduce GHG emissions.”
Additionally, energy storage is essential for making the best use of renewable power sources and ensures
that excess energy can be stored and used when needed, maximizing the benefits of renewable energy
generation resulting in a more energy efficient premises wiring system. NEMA urges the Appeals Board to
reject this appeal.

Appeal 23-05-RegionVI and Appeal 23-06-RegionVI
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NEMA strongly opposes these appeals. We
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