
Building codes set a minimum construction standard to protect the health, safety, and welfare of 

those constructing, occupying, and managing buildings. Building codes ensure that construction 
standards are rigorous and keep pace with emerging technologies and market forces, including 

energy efficiency standards and practices.  

 
Unfortunately, the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania is six years behind in its adoption of the latest 

International Code Council (ICC) standards due to the cumbersome process by which the Review 

and Advisory Committee (RAC) adopts new codes. The life cycle of a building is such that the 
minimum standards to which a building is constructed can be locked in place for decades, 

demonstrating the lasting harm of building to outdated codes. 

  

The cost of inaction is too great to continue operating under a broken code adoption 

process in Pennsylvania.  

 
 

Increased cost to consumers 

 

Outdated energy efficiency code standards result in unnecessary building energy use, resulting in higher 

costs and increased carbon emissions.  

 Per the U.S. Department of Energy, the 2015 International Energy Conservation Code (IECC) is at least 

30 percent more efficient than the 2009 IECC.  

 A home built to the 2015 IECC standard would save Pennsylvania homeowners $555 on their annual 

utility bills as compared one built to the 2009 IECC. That’s more than $16,000 over a 30-year mortgage. 

 Energy can be one of the largest monthly expenses incurred by homeowners. This is especially true in 

Pennsylvania, which ranks as the fourth highest state for energy expenditures for a family of four at an 

average cost of $2,675/year.  

 Low-income homeowners are acutely impacted, as their energy burden (percentage of total gross 

household income spent on utility bills) is up to three times more than higher-income household 

counterparts. Philadelphia and Pittsburgh rank in the top ten U.S. cities where energy burden is the 
greatest for low-income households.  
 

Decreased competitiveness  

 

As Pennsylvania falls further behind in its adoption of modern codes, its competitiveness with bordering 

states that are using better technology and more efficient building practices is waning.   

 Many of Pennsylvania’s neighbors have adopted higher energy code standards. Maryland, New York 

and New Jersey are all on 2015 IECC, Delaware on 2012 IECC, and Ohio’s commercial code is based on 

2012 IECC. 
 

Increased insurance costs  
 

The Insurance Services Office Inc. (ISO) rates municipalities using the Building Code Effectiveness Grading 

Schedule (BCEGS), which assesses the effects of building codes in a community and how a community 
enforces codes with an emphasis on natural hazard mitigation.  

 Municipalities across the commonwealth have experienced a reduction in their ISO rating due in part to 

out-of-date building codes and the greater risk of damage due to natural hazards.  

 Municipalities have an incentive to improve code adoption and enforcement in order to improve their 

BCEGS, as it is an objective measure that helps to calculate property insurance rates. 



Increased risk due to natural disasters 
 

Natural disasters spur improvements to code. The current ICC Codes represent the best available guidance 

for design and construction to mitigate risks due to natural hazards.  

 Updated building codes enhance resiliency by improving a building’s ability to withstand severe 

weather events.  

 Improved energy efficiency also results in buildings that are able to maintain a comfortable 

temperature longer in the case of disruption in the energy supply.  

 A 2005 Federal Emergency Management Agency funded study found that each dollar invested in 

mitigation would save four dollars in losses.  

 An Institute for Market Transformation-led task force found that “every dollar spent on code 

compliance and enforcement efforts returns six in energy savings, an impressive 600 percent return on 
investment.” 

 

Missed opportunity to mitigate climate change  
 

Constructing buildings that are more energy efficient would allow Pennsylvania to greatly reduce the 

amount of energy produced and lower its greenhouse gas emissions.  

 According to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, buildings consume up to 40% of the total 

energy produced in rural and suburban areas and 70% in urban areas, making buildings a major 
contributor to global climate change.  

 The Department of Environmental Protection 2015 Climate Change Action Plan Update details how 

increasing energy efficiency will play a key role in reducing Pennsylvania’s greenhouse gas emissions by 

target year 2030 and cites updated building codes as a key strategy. 

 

Administrative burden  
 

As Pennsylvania falls further behind on code adoption, there are fewer educational materials and less 
support available to train inspectors to an outdated code. Currently, code administration and enforcement 

officials in need of certification must take the 2012 ICC test, as the Code Council Certification and Testing 

Department no longer offers the more than six-year-old 2009 ICC test online. This means that officials 

must test to a different code than the one they are enforcing as a department, causing confusion and 

wasted training time.  
 

 
For the above reasons our organizations support: 
 

1. Adopting ICC codes automatically within one year of publication.  
2. Allowing the RAC, by a simple majority vote, to decide not to adopt codes deemed detrimental to the 

health, safety, and economic growth of Pennsylvania.  

3. Enabling municipalities to be innovators and leaders in building design and construction by treating 

the Uniform Construction Code as the minimum code, allowing municipalities to adopt more stringent 

code. 

 
 

 


