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PPIS Annual Meeting Minutes June 20, 2025 and June 24, 2025	i	
	ACTION ITEMS ASSIGNED ANNUAL MEETING 2025

	1
	PPIS requested Staff to contact the Chair of SPC 169 and inform him of our decision to not proceed with IBPSA cosponsorship.
	STAFF
	CLOSED

	2
	PPIS requested Staff to add the Pros and Cons list of Cosponsorship to the PC Toolkit page, Standards Committee Reference Manual and the PC Guide to PASA .
	STAFF
	OPEN

	3
	On Saturday June 21, 2025, Standards Committee meeting, Doug Fick discussed safety exemptions within existing standards. An example: Standard 55 states “this standard shall not be used to…” Standard 90.1 and Standard 170 has similar language. PPIS discussed safety exemption language in standards and an action item for staff to include a style manual in the PC Chairs Breakfast training for future meetings.

	STAFF
	OPEN

	ACTION ITEMS ASSIGNED SPRING MEETING 2025

	
	PPIS discussed the idea of developing a definition of safety standards. Karl has contacted ASTM, AHRI, and NEMA and none have a definition of safety standards. Karl suggests surveying the PC Chairs (SSPC 15, 34, SPC 243 and 400) to ask them why their standard is safety related. Karl and Julie will work on contacting committees.

*At the Phoenix 2025 meeting, PPIS developed a safety-standards definition. StdC requested we submit it for review by legal counsel. 
**Update after conference: Executive VP, Jeff Littleton did not agree with sending it to legal.  He indicated that there isn't a legal definition for safety standard.  Staff has also received feedback that stated we should tread lightly since no one defines “safety standard”. We should be cautious about implying any promise or guarantee of safety. We also don’t want to open ourselves up to appeals and lawsuits.
The consensus was to not proceed with a definition. Karl Peterman would still like to see a safety-related standard definition. This will remain on the agenda and PPIS will discuss it at the Fall meeting.
	PPIS
	OPEN




[bookmark: _Toc65311963][bookmark: _Toc202435051]1.	Call to Order/Introductions and Review of Agenda
[bookmark: _Call_to_Order/Chairman’s][bookmark: _Toc65311964]Call to Order/Chairman’s Report

The Planning, Policy, and Interpretations Subcommittee (PPIS) meeting was called to order on June 20,2025, at 2:00 p.m. at the Sheraton Phoenix Downtown, Coronado Ballroom – Level 3.   

[bookmark: _Toc65311965]Introductions

Chairman Bill Walter greeted members.  

	PPIS Members
Bill Walter, Chair
Drake Erbe
Kelley Cramm
Julie Majurin
Karl Peterman
Christopher Seeton

	PPIS Members Absent

Guests
Doug Fick

	Staff 
Tanisha Meyers-Lisle, AMOS
Stephanie Reiniche, DOT



[bookmark: _Toc65311966][bookmark: _Toc202435052]2.	Chairman’s Report
Chairman greeted guests and discussed the ASHRAE Code of Ethics, Anti-Trust Guidelines, and the prohibition of recording meetings. 

[bookmark: StaffRpt1][bookmark: _Toc202435053]3.	Staff Report
Staff provided an update with the ANSI Audit. The audit is ongoing and should be finalized soon. 

[bookmark: _Toc140539911][bookmark: AppofMinutes][bookmark: _Toc202435054]4.	Approval of Minutes
The PPIS Minutes from the Spring meeting minutes were approved via OSR. 


[bookmark: _Planning-New_Projects][bookmark: _Toc202435055]5.	Review of Action Items/Unfinished Business
5A. Action Items  
A list of action items was presented to members for review. An update of the action items is presented on page 2. PPIS members will continue to review their assigned action item(s).


[bookmark: _7.__][bookmark: _6._Planning_–][bookmark: _Toc202435056]6.	Planning – New Projects
[bookmark: _Hlk30671750]None.


[bookmark: _Toc202435057]7.	Policy – Procedural Changes		
It was moved by Drake Erbe and seconded by Kelley Cramm that:

[bookmark: _Hlk148340040]3	The PC Guide to PASA, Maintenance of Standards be approved as shown below:
[bookmark: _Toc170827773][bookmark: _Hlk201340030]
[bookmark: _Toc202435058]CONTINUOUS MAINTENANCE (CM) (PASA 7.3)
In some instances, a PC determines that updates to the standard, guideline or portion thereof, will be needed more frequently than every five years.  This could be because the industry changes very quickly, there may be multiple documents the PC is responsible for, the standard, guideline or portion thereof, is referenced in code, or errors were found in the published version.  A PC usually asks to be placed on CM in these instances, usually when the first version of the standard, or guideline or portion thereof, is ready to publish.  PCs may be placed on continuous maintenance (CM) if it is expected that frequent industry changes will require the document to be updated more often than every three years.  
Prior to each republication of a standard or guideline, the PC Chair and ASHRAE staff shall submit a recommendation to SPLS to either initiate a Standing Standard Project Committee or Standing Guideline Project Committee (SSPC/SGPC) status, maintain SSPC/SGPC status, or return to SPC/GPC status. This request shall demonstrate that the PC meets the criteria above, and in addition, shall document the activity of the project committee, its membership and balance health, use in codes (current or expected in the next cycle), number of addenda prepared since the last publication, and expected number of topics needing revision before the next publication cycle. SPLS will evaluate each recommendation and, if sufficient need exists, recommend to Standards Committee to approve the formation of a new SSPC/SPGC or grant continuation of the committee as an SSPC/SGPC for each cycle.
If approved, the PC becomes a Standing Standard Project Committee (SSPC) or Standing Guideline Project Committee (SGPC).  When this occurs, the Chair must create a rotating roster with term limits for the members.  The same rules for balance will apply.  A committee on continuous maintenance that does not publish an addendum within 4 2 years will automatically be  back on periodic maintenance.   
For SSPCs that are high profile standards or referenced in the codes 18-month supplements are issued should be discussed with the MOS. 
Addenda to standards on continuous maintenance will be made available immediately (published) after publication approval unless, prior to consideration of publication by Standards Committee, the Chair of the PC and the Senior Manager of Standards Aagree upon alternate publication timing prior to consideration of publication by Standards Committee.
[bookmark: _Hlk38526875]The task of the SSPC or SGPC is to create changes via addenda, issued at least once every four years, to the standard, or guideline or portion thereof.  These changes can be generated internally by members of the PC or from directly and materially interested parties through submission of a Continuous Maintenance Proposals (CMPs).continuous maintenance change proposal form. (CMP Form)
When a formal CMP is submitted the SSPC or SGPC needs to review and respond to it within 13 months of receipt.  The SSPC or SGPC can respond to the author of the CMP as follows:
a) proposed change accepted for public review without modification;
b) proposed change accepted for public review with modification;
c) proposed change accepted for further study; and
d) proposed change rejected

If the SSPC or SGPC choseschooses option a, no additional information is needed.  If the PC choseschooses option b or d, then the PC will need to provide technical reasons for that decision.  A reason that states “the PC doesn’t like it” does not satisfy the requirement.  If the SSPC or SGPC decides that option c is appropriate the additional study needs to be completed within 7 months otherwise the committee should reject the proposal and ask that it be resubmitted at a later time.  If option c is chosen, thanthen after 7 months the committee will need to respond with options a, b, or d.
 

BACKGROUND: Staff has received multiple requests over the last few years for requests. Staff believes it is imperative to include set criteria for CM approval since it requires additional staff time and impacts the fiscal budget.
 
MOTION 1 PASSED: 6-0-0
Note: At the Standards Committee meeting on June 21st, a few amendments were made. This will be captured in the Standards Committee meeting minutes. 

	
[bookmark: _APPENDIX_Q_–Approval][bookmark: _Toc202435059]8.	Interpretations
	None.

[bookmark: _Toc202435060][bookmark: newbusiness]9.	Ongoing Business
It was moved by Kelley Cramm and seconded by Julie Majurin that:

2	 ASHRAE jointly sponsor ANSI/ASHRAE Standard 169-2021, Climatic Data for Building Design Standards with IBPSA and ASHRAE as the lead cosponsor following ASHRAE’s ANSI development procedures.

BACKGROUND: At the Orlando 2025 meeting, a request was received from SSPC 169 for IBPSA to cosponsor ANSI/ASHRAE Standard 169-2021, Climatic Data for Building Design Standards. PPIS questioned the value of this cosponsorship to ASHRAE. Staff had an action item to contact the Chair of Standard 169 and ask for additional background/rationale information to support their request. At the Spring 2025 meeting, PPIS reviewed the response from the Chair of 169, Parag Cameron-Rastogi. Following discussion, PPIS requested staff to provide a list of pros and cons of joint sponsorships. At the Phoenix 2025 meeting, PPIS reviewed the Pros and Cons list of Joint sponsorships and determined there was not substantial justification that would warrant cosponsorship. PPIS requested Staff to notify the Chair of our decision. After the conference, on June 30, 2025, Sr. Manager of Standards, Ryan Shanley sent a letter to the Chair. See Attachment A. PPIS also requested the Pros and Cons list be placed as an appendix to the PC Guide to PASA. 

MOTION 2 FAILED: 0-6-0

· SPLS requested PPIS consider SSPC 15 manage Standard 243P. Staff suggested waiting for SPC 243 to publish their standard and then seek input from SSPC 15. PPIS agreed with this path.

· [bookmark: _Hlk202432526]PPIS discussed the topic of developing safety standards definition. PPIS would like to receive input from SSPC 15 and SSPC 34, SPC 243, and SSPC 400. Quick research suggests that there are no other SDOs with a definition and ANSI does not provide a definition. Stephanie Reiniche, Director of Technology, sat in on this discussion and stated she would speak with Doug Reindl about a proposed definition. PPIS discussed the ramifications or unintended consequences that may result from developing a definition. i.e. a host of project committees could fall under the umbrella of safety standards and their balance requirements would change. i.e. for safety standards specifically, no single Interest Category can make up more than one-third of the voting members.


[bookmark: _Toc202435061]10.	Recess
PPIS adjourned at 5:15 pm. 

[bookmark: _Toc519592801][bookmark: _Toc202435062]11.	Call to Order/Introductions and Review of Agenda
	The Planning, Policy, and Interpretations Subcommittee (PPIS) meeting was called to order on Tuesday, June 24, at 11:00 am, at the Sheraton Phoenix Downtown, Coronado Ballroom – Level 3. 

Chairman Bill Walter greeted members and guests were introduced.  

	PPIS Members
Bill Walter
Kelley Cramm
Drake Erbe
Julie Majurin
Karl Peterman
Christopher Seeton

	PPIS Members Absent


Guests
Joedon Breda
Hwakong Cheng
Michael Gallagher
Bill Healy
Michael Patton

	Staff 
Tanisha Meyers-Lisle, A-MOS
Ryan Shanley, Sr. MOS






	
	


[bookmark: _Toc519592802][bookmark: _Toc202435063]12.	Chairman’s Report
None.

[bookmark: _Toc519592803][bookmark: _Toc202435064]13.	Staff Report
None.
 
[bookmark: _Toc519592804][bookmark: _Toc202435065]14.	Unfinished Business
None.

[bookmark: _Toc519592805][bookmark: _Toc202435066]15.	Planning – New Projects			
[bookmark: _Hlk158111634][bookmark: _Hlk127353701][bookmark: _Hlk108510644]It was moved by Chris Seeton and seconded by Drake Erbe that, 

3	The following Title, Purpose and Scope be approved as shown below and a new Guideline Project Committee be formed.

Title: Integration of Future Weather Data into Built Environment Analysis


Purpose: This guideline provides recommendations for reliable, transparent, and replicable use of future weather data in analysis of the built environment.

Scope:
Recommendations provided by this guideline cover: 
1. Data: Selection and evaluation of future weather data.
2. Use cases: Climate mitigation and adaptation calculations for the built 	environment, including design, sustainability, uncertainty and risk, resilience 
	and robustness, and related analyses.  
3. Scale: Analysis of buildings and their systems, campuses, communities, and 
	urban environments.

Background: This TPS will also have to be approved by Technology Council. This TPS was submitted by Carrie Brown and Parag Cameron-Rastogi for consideration at the Annual meeting.  PPIS assigned TC 4.2, Climatic Information as the cognizant committee. Parag Cameron-Rastongi  was recommended as the Chair of the proposed new project committee. There are at least five members willing to volunteer.

MOTION 3 PASSED: 6-0-0


· A second proposed TPS (standard), Method of Test for Conformance with ASHRAE Guideline 36 was reviewed by PPIS. PPIS would like the submitter to work with the TC and possibly SGPC 36 to refine the title, purpose and scope and receive a supportive vote. PPIS questions why there is a need for this standard when there is already a guideline. There may be harmonization issues. PPIS will add this to the next agenda for review.


[bookmark: _Toc519592806][bookmark: _Toc202435067]16.	Policy – Procedural Changes	
It was moved by Chris Seeton and seconded by Kelley Cramm, that

4	PASA, Annex A: Definitions be updated and approved as shown below:

Safety-related standard: a standard that provides guidance and requirements to prevent or mitigate accidents, injuries, illness and property damage that could result in bodily harm.

BACKGROUND: At the last meeting, Stephanie Reiniche, Director of Technology sat in on the discussion and stated she would speak with Doug Reindl about a proposed definition. Stephanie provided three possible definitions and PPIS word smithed the definitions until there was one ready for approval. During the wordsmithing, PPIS continued to discuss the ramifications or unintended consequences that may result from developing a definition. i.e. a host of project committees could fall under the umbrella of safety standards and their balance requirements would change. Doug Fick asked which standards would be covered under the definition, Standard 241 (illness); Standard 188 (covered under SSPC 400). Ryan reiterated that balance is only affected by being a safety standard. Drake Erbe stated we would need guidelines on its application and the list could grow exponentially. Karl Peterman asked if we could seek input from the Board? Doug Fick suggested we send this to legal counsel for review. 

MOTION 3 PASSED: 6-0-0

[bookmark: _Toc519592807][bookmark: _Toc202435068]17.	Interpretations	
None.

[bookmark: _Toc519592808][bookmark: _Toc202435069]18.	New Business	
On Saturday June 21, 2025, Standards Committee meeting, Doug Fick discussed safety exemptions within existing standards. An example: Standard 55 states “this standard shall not be used to…” Standard 90.1 and Standard 170 has similar language. PPIS discussed safety exemption language in standards and an action item for staff to include a style manual in the PC Chairs Breakfast training for future meetings.

[bookmark: _Toc519592809][bookmark: _Toc202435070]19.	Next Meeting	
Fall Meeting
TBD

[bookmark: _Toc519592810][bookmark: _Toc202435071]20.	Adjournment
PPIS adjourned at 12:45 pm.


[bookmark: AttA]ATTACHMENT A
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ASHRAE Response to IBPSA Cosponsorship of Std 169_06-30-25.pdf
ASHRAE ,

Shaping Tomorrow’s Global
\—/ Built Environment Today

180 Technology Parkway, Peachtree Corners, GA 30092 = Tel 404.636.8400 = Fax 404.321.5478 = www.ashrae.org

June 30, 2025

To: Mr. Dru Crawley

RE: IPBSA Cosponsorship of ANSI/ASHRAE Standard 169, Climatic Data for Building Design Standards

Dear Mr. Crawley,

Thank you for your request that IBPSA cosponsor ANSI/ASHRAE Standard 169, Climatic Data for Building
Design Standards. Your request was considered by PPIS and Standards Committee during the 2025 Annual
Conference, and Standards Committee decided not to approve adding IBPSA as a cosponsor of the standard.
Standards Committee considered numerous factors when coming to this decision, including, but not limited to:

The length of time that Standard 169 has been on the market (since 2006)

Other documents which are cosponsored by IBPSA

The degree to which cosponsorship might increase market concentration

Effect of cosponsorship on revision of the standard

The scope of Standard 169 and IBPSA’s scope

e If there are other ways (including organizational membership) which could offer similar benefits to adding a
COSponsor.

ASHRAE values our relationship with IBPSA and IBPSA’s cosponsorship of ANSI/ASHRAE Standards 140,
205, 209, and 232. We look forward to continuing our collaboration in maintaining and developing these
standards.

Please do not hesitate to reach out with any questions.

Best Regards,

e Serliy

Ryan Shanley, ASHRAE Senior Manager of Standards

CC:  Ms. Stephanie Reiniche, ASHRAE Director of Technology
Ms. Tanisha Meyers-Lisle, ASHRAE Assistant Manager of Standards—Administration
Mr. Douglas Fick, Chair, ASHRAE Standards Committee
Ms. Adrienne Thomle, Vice Chair, ASHRAE Standards Committee
Mr. William Walter, Chair, Planning, Policy and Interpretations Subcommittee (PPIS)
Dr. Joshua New, Chair, SSPC 169
Dr. Parag Cameron-Rastogi, Vice Chair, SSPC 169
Dr. Carrie Brown, Secretary, SSPC 169
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