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Chairman Garriss,
I hope you are doing well. I’m emailing you because I was planning on attending the
GA SCAC meeting tomorrow, but I unfortunately picked up COVID and am currently
quarantining at home. I don’t know whether there is an opportunity to provide written
comments on proposals that you will be hearing tomorrow, but I’m hopeful that you
will consider (and share with your Committee, if appropriate) the following comments.
I recommend that the Committee reject all four proposals relating to automated
window shading (Items 2025-4, 2025-5, 2025-6, and 2025-7). Three of the four
proposals were submitted and rejected unanimously by the Code Development
Committees in the 2021 IECC Code Development Cycle. (They were not re-submitted
in the 2024 cycle, as far as I’m aware.) As a matter of principle, I don’t think Georgia
should be adopting new provisions that were not approved for the I-codes. The fourth
proposal (2025-4) does include language that appears in the draft 2024 IECC, but out
of context and with no substantiation for equivalency. Here are a few brief notes on
each of the four proposals:
Item 2025-4 (C406) - This commercial proposal would create a new “Additional
Efficiency Package Option” in section C406 for automated interior or exterior shading
devices.

Although the proponent claims that similar language is found in the draft 2024 IECC, the
context is very important: These measures earn points in the renewables and load
management credits table – not the base energy credits table. The two tables were
designed to serve related, but different purposes. Adopting this proposal could open
the door to a wide range of new credits focused on renewables, load management, etc.
that may or may not be appropriate for Georgia’s current energy code.
The proponent does not provide any analysis indicating that these measures are
equivalent to the existing Additional Efficiency Package Options.
We recommend not incorporating any new credits until Georgia revises all of C406 (via
adoption of 2021 or 2024 IECC).

Item 2025-5 (C402.4.3.3) – This commercial proposal would allow automated
shading devices to satisfy prescriptive SHGC requirements in a way similar to the
code’s treatment of dynamic glazing.

A similar proposal (CE94-19) was disapproved unanimously by the Code
Development Committee in the 2021 IECC process. Of the proposal, the
committee said “We should not allow non-permanent devices for tradeoff.”
The proponent does not provide analysis demonstrating equivalence between
fenestration SHGC and internal or external shading. And the proposal does not
include details about how the devices are required to operate.
Internal shading, in particular, cannot compete one-for-one with low-SHGC
fenestration because solar radiation still enters the enclosure through the glass
(even though visible light might be reduced by interior shading).
Even automated shades can be deactivated by an occupant, reversing the
efficiency savings (particularly if used as a trade-off against low-SHGC
fenestration).
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Item 2025-6 (C407.5.1(1)) – This commercial proposal allows code users to get
efficiency credit in the performance path for automatic shading devices – for vertical
fenestration and for skylights. Because this credit does not currently exist in the
performance path, adding it through this amendment would serve to reduce the
overall efficiency of the code (since it could be traded against SHGC or other
measures that save energy).

A nearly identical proposal (CE248-19 Part 1) was disapproved unanimously by
the Code Development Committee in the 2021 IECC update process. About the
proposal, the Commercial Development Committee said “The performance path
should not allow non-permanent solutions.”
As with other proposals, the proponent does not provide analysis demonstrating
energy savings or equivalence with other measures.
This proposal would allow credit for window or skylight shading to be used to
trade away efficiency of other energy saving measures, such as insulation R-
values.
Even automated shades can be deactivated by an occupant, reversing the
efficiency savings (particularly if used as a trade-off against low-SHGC
fenestration).

Item 2025-7 (R405.5.2(1)) – This is a residential proposal that is similar to Item 2025-
6.

A nearly identical proposal (CE248-19 Part 2) was disapproved (at the request of
the proponent) by the Residential Code Development Committee in the 2021
IECC update process. Part 1 of the proposal had already been disapproved by
the Commercial Development Committee. The proposal was not re-submitted for
the 2024 IECC, and as far as I am aware, has not been adopted in any state
code.
As with other proposals, proponent does not provide analysis demonstrating
energy savings or equivalence with other measures.
Automatic shades cannot provide the same level of energy savings as a
permanent overhang or low-SHGC coatings because the shades can be disabled
by occupants.
Internal shading, in particular, cannot compete one-for-one with low-SHGC
fenestration because solar radiation still enters the enclosure, even though
visible light might be reduced by interior shading.

I apologize for not being able to attend the meeting in-person, but I hope that the
information above is helpful to your Committee’s consideration. For reference, I will
attach copies of the proposals that were reviewed by the Code Development
Committees in the 2021 IECC Development Cycle. If you or any member of your
Committee has any questions, please feel free to call or email me.
Thank you,
Eric
Eric Lacey, Chairman
Responsible Energy Codes Alliance
1850 M Street, NW, Suite 610
Washington, DC 20036
(202) 339-6366 office
(703) 409-0681 cell
(202) 342-0807 fax
www.reca-codes.com
eric@reca-codes.com
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