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	ACTION ITEMS ASSIGNED ANNUAL MEETING IN KANSAS CITY, KS

	AI#
	Action
	Assigned To
	Status

	1
	Send rejected comments to Chair of newly formed SPC TPS 227 and 228.
	Staff
	Open -sent to 228. Need to send to SPC 227 Chair. 


1.
Call to Order/Introductions and Review of Agenda

Call to Order/Chairman’s Report

The Planning, Policy and Interpretations Subcommittee (PPIS) meeting was called to order on Friday, June 21, 2019 at 2:00 p.m., in Marriott West, Big Joe Turner A.   

Introductions

Chairman Jonathan Humble greeted members and guests.  Introductions were made.  

	PPIS Members

Jonathan Humble, Chair
Niels Bidstrup
Robert Burkhead

Rick Heiden

Dennis Stanke

Mike Woodford


	PPIS Members Absent

Els Baert
Roger Hedrick

Guests

Walter Grondzik
Karl Peterman

Steven Sill


	Staff 

Stephanie Reiniche, Director
Steve Ferguson, MOS
Tanisha Meyers-Lisle, Procedures Administrator



2.
Chairman’s Report

The Chair acknowledged the ASHRAE Code of Ethics Commitment. 
3.
Staff Report

None.

4.
Approval of Minutes

The PPIS Minutes from Spring Meeting May 29, 2019 was presented to members for approval.

It was moved by Rick Heiden and seconded by Dennis Stanke:

1 That the PPIS Minutes from the Spring Meeting May 29, 2019 be approved as written.

MOTION 1 PASSED:
6-0-0, CV
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.

6.
Planning – New Projects

Secretary’s Notes: There were two TPS’s presented to PPIS, Evaluating Ruleset Implementation in Building Energy Modeling Software (Supriya Goel) and Guideline for Testing Performance of Cool Storage Systems (Ken Fulk). The first TPS was discussed and PPIS determined that revisions were necessary in order to proceed with approval. It was placed on PPIS’s next agenda. The second TPS was discussed and PPIS chose not to act on that request. PPIS instructed to the submitter to request to ASHRAE the formation of a revision committee in order that Standard 150 be restarted such that the submitter and his colleagues’ proposals can be heard for consideration into Standard 150. No further action is required by PPIS.
7.
Policy – Procedural Changes



2
It was moved by Rick Heiden and seconded by Dennis Stanke that Standards Manual of Procedures, Sections 1.6.1, Voting Rules for Meetings; 1.6.2, Voting Rules for Letter Ballots; Standards Committee Reference Manual Sections 1.3.1, Voting Rules for Meetings and 1.3.2, Voting Rules for Letter Ballots be approved as shown below:
Standards Committee Manual of Procedures
1.6.1 Voting Rules for Meetings
1.6.1 Voting Rules for Meetings

Unless otherwise specified, aActions of the StdC and Subcommittees require approval by a majority of those voting at a meeting, excluding abstentions. Standards actions and official interpretations require:

(1) affirmative votes by the majority of the voting membership and 

(2) affirmative votes from at least two-thirds of those voting at a meeting (yes + no), excluding abstentions. 

1.6.2 Voting Rules for Letter Ballots

The Chair of the StdC or its subcommittees may authorize a letter ballot to be issued on any matter.  Unless otherwise specified, aActions of the StdC and Subcommittees conducted by letter ballot require approval by a majority of the voting membership of the committee, excluding abstentions or unreturned letter ballots. If a vote passes with one or more negative votes with a reason, the results shall be recirculated to the committee to provide voting members with an opportunity to vote, reaffirm their vote, or change their vote.  Standards action and issuance of an official interpretations require: 
(1) affirmative votes of the majority of the voting membership and  

(2) affirmative votes from at least two-thirds of those voting (yes + no), excluding abstentions. 
Standards Committee Reference Manual
1.3.1 Voting Rules for Meetings

Unless otherwise specified, actions of the StdC and Subcommittees require approval by a majority of those voting at a meeting, excluding abstentions.  
Votes taken by SRS for standards action require: 

a) Affirmative recorded votes by the  majority of the voting membership of the 
approving body and
b) Affirmative votes from at least two-thirds of those voting, excluding abstentions. 
1.3.2 Voting Rules for Letter Ballots (email)

Unless otherwise specified, actions of the StdC and Subcommittees conducted by letter ballot require approval by a majority of the voting membership of the committee, excluding abstentions and unreturned letter ballots. 

Votes taken by SRS for standards action require: 

a) affirmative votes of the majority of the voting membership and; 
b) affirmative votes from at least two-thirds of those voting (yes+no), excluding 
abstentions.

c) Negative votes with reason shall be ‘recirculated’ to all voting members with time 
limit in case anyone wants to change vote.  Results are final upon expiration of time limit.
Official Interpretation votes taken by PPIS require:

a) affirmative votes by the majority of the voting membership, and 

b) affirmative votes from at least two-thirds of those voting, excluding abstentions

BACKGROUND: The proposed StdC MOP and StdC Reference Manual changes are to align with current practice and to match Section 7 of the StdC MOP.
MOTION 2 PASSED: 6-0-0, CV
8.
Interpretations

None.
9.
New/Ongoing Business
PPIS addressed the comments received to Title, Purpose and Scope 227P. Their findings can be found in Attachment A.
10.
Recess
PPIS adjourned at 6:00pm. 
11.
Call to Order/Introductions and Review of Agenda
	The Planning, Policy and Interpretations Subcommittee (PPIS) meeting was called to order on Tuesday, June 25, 2019 at 11:00 a.m., Marriott West, Lester Young A. 
Introductions

Chairman Jonathan Humble greeted members and guests. 

PPIS Members

Jonathan Humble, Chair
Niels Bidstrup
Robert Burkhead

Rick Heiden

Dennis Stanke
Michael Woodford

PPIS Members Absent

Els Baert
Roger Hedrick

Guests

Ken Fulk

Supriya Goel

Yaap Hogeling

Michael Rosenberg

Craig Wray
Staff 

Susan LeBlanc, Standards Administrator
Tanisha Meyers-Lisle, Procedures Administrator

	
	


12.
Chairman’s Report
PPIS would like to recognize those who have received Distinguished Service Rewards; Niels Bidstrup, Bob Burkhead, Yaap Hogeling and Jonathan Humble. Thank you for your service. Effective July 1, 2019, Rick Heiden will assume the PPIS Chair role.
13.
Staff Report
None.
14.
Unfinished Business
None.
15.
Planning – New Projects





Secretary’s Notes: PPIS reviewed the revisions made to the TPS submitted by Supriya Goel, Evaluating Ruleset Implementation in Building Energy Modeling Software and determined that additional revisions were necessary in order to proceed with approval.  This TPS will be discussed on PPIS’s next agenda (Fall Meeting 2019).

16.
Policy – Procedural Changes


 
None.
17.
Interpretations

None.
18.
New Business


None.
19.
Next Meeting


Fall Meeting
September 12, 2019

11:00 – 1:00am Eastern Time
20.
Adjournment
PPIS adjourned at 2:00pm.
Attachments:
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227P  
PPIS meeting of 6/21/2019 
 
1.0  - Chair asked the following question before allowing discussion of the public 


comments: Does PPIS want to continue with 227P or recommend withdrawal 
to SC? Straw poll – Yes, continue with 227P. 


 
1.1 - Action items outside of public comments. 
 
1.1.1 - 227P chair position recommendation  
Motion – (Bidstrup/Heiden) Vote 6-0-0 
PPIS recommends to SPLS that the 227P SPC not begin work until a different chair 
can be found. The chair should be a person whose qualities are of greater 
neutrality in affiliation to the passive house organizations and whose experience 
and education as an administrator are a primary quality for the start of this SPC.  
 
1.1.2 - 227P liaison position recommendation 
Motion – (Stanke/Bob) Vote 6-0-0 
PPIS recommends that SC assign an action item to the SSPC 90.1, 90.2 and 189.1 
committees to recommend a liaison to the new 227P SPC.  The goal of the liaison 
will serve as a communication arm with the SSPC’s on 227P SPC activities and 
development in order to prevent duplication between standards and to 
encourage harmonization between the standards. 
 
1.1.3 – AIA interest in joint sponsor 
Mr. Grondzik noted that AIA national has indicated verbal interest in sponsoring 
this project jointly with ASHRAE. ASHRAE staff and PPIS chair to follow up by 
contacting AIA national to determine if that organization still has an interest. 
 
2.0 - Chair invited Mr. Walter Grondzik (Submitter of 227P) to speak before PPIS 


• Higher tier of performance beyond 90.1, 90.2 or 189.1 
• Equivalent of a stretch code comparison 
• To be in forefront of high performance of building standards 
• Do not see a confusion of this and other existing standards 
• Do not forget training that can help distinction 


 
2.0 - Discussion: 







Passive appears to be comparable to a net zero standard. What about 189.1 that 
is above code? Possible in three code cycles that gap will close where passive 
standard may get folded into 
 
Standard 189.1 is multifaceted with above code for energy portion, however 
ASHRAE has found that the AHJ’s were unwilling to adopt most of it. This is why 
SSPC 189.1 incorporated a jurisdictional options provision to allow AHJ’s to 
choose the level of stringency. 
 
What makes ASHRAE think that AHJ will adopt considering findings by 189.1? 
Agree with premise that mass adoption may not take place, however AHJ’s who 
want this will have a consensus document to adopt versus a guide which is more 
difficult to adopt. Example includes the State of New York and their current 
attempt to do this.  
 
In regard to the concept of having passive house integrated with 90.1 or 90.2, 
have you met with the chairs of 90.1 or 90.2 since? 
Not at this time. Expect that 90.1 will advance the most in coming years. We 
should also recognize that for 227P we have 20 members signed up for the future 
SPC-227P. I do not see those same volunteers to being appointed to SSPC 90.1 
unless they increase their committee membership. 
 
Three organizations submitted made plea that outside ASHRAE they have 
constructed approved passive house buildings from the available guides.  
However, AHJ’s have difficulty adopting guides.  
 
What about submitting to ISO TAG in the future? 
That is certainly an option. 
 
What about looking at overhead and cost of number of persons? This would 
include staff and volunteers that may also already be appointed to other similar 
SSPC’s? In light of that scenario, what about considering passive house as an 
annex or addenda to an existing SSPC standard? 
Concern is lack of fit with existing SSPC 90.1 (non-residential and mid- and high-
rise residential) and 90.2 (low-rise residential), where 227P is intended to be both 
residential and non-residential. Even the new 90.2-2018 has a gap with passive 
house.  







 
What about 189.1?  
Same response as Standard 90.1. 
In addition, we are finding that passive house designed buildings are around a 
score of 30 HERS rating versus national average for all HERS reports which is in 
the 50-60 range. 
 
Karl – Concern of competing organization sounding off and ASHRAE taking lead 
and administration of people needed to be involved (logistical). 
 
 
 
 
Public Comment 0001/001 
Motion to reject (Heiden, Stanke) Vote – 6-0-0  
 
Thank you for taking the time to send your comments and suggestions.  
We are rejecting your comment to withdraw this TPS. The scope of the standard 
covers both residential (low-, mid-, and high-rise) and non-residential buildings 
and is intended to define the requirements for the maximum technologies for the 
items covered in the scope. Such stringency is not part of the listed items of the 
purpose and scope for the standards that were referenced in your reason 
statement. 
 
We have also rejected this comment as the subject of defining a term is a 
technical subject matter and not a policy subject which PPIS would oversee. This 
comment is suited for the future SPC 227P, and this comment will be forwarded 
for the newly formed SPC for consideration.  
 
In view of your comments, ASHRAE would encourage that you participate in the 
development of this new standard, as well as present any further suggestions and 
possible solutions for consideration by the SPC. 
 
 
 
 
 







 
 
Comment 0002/001 
Motion to reject (Heiden/Stanke) Vote 5-1-0 (Stanke negative) 
 
Thank you for taking the time to send your comments and suggestions.  
We are rejecting your comment to revise this standard by focusing on only 
residential building design. The scope of the standard covers both residential 
(low-, mid-, and high-rise) and non-residential buildings and is intended to define 
the requirements for the maximum technologies for the items covered in the 
scope. The level of energy stringency is not part of the purpose and scope for the 
standards that were referenced in your reason statement. 
 
The comment that this new SPC may conflict with other ASHRAE standards we 
feel is a technical subject as the details will bear out the differences between 
standards. As a result, this is relevant for the SPC to address when they begin 
their work and not a policy subject for SC to consider. We have however 
recommended to the ASRHAE Standards council that they have SSPC 90.1, 90.2 
and 189.1 assign committee liaisons to SPC-227P in order to prevent duplication 
between standards and to encourage harmonization between the standards. 
 
In view of your comments, ASHRAE would encourage that you participate in the 
development of this new standard, as well as present any further suggestions and 
possible solutions for consideration by the SPC. 
 
 
  







Comment 0002/002 
Motion to reject (Heiden/Stanke) Vote  6-0-0 
 
Thank you for taking the time to send your comments and suggestions.  
We are rejecting your comment to revise this standard. The scope of the standard 
covers both residential (low-, mid-, and high-rise) and non-residential buildings 
and is intended to define the requirements for the maximum technologies for the 
items covered in the scope. Such stringency is not part of the listed items of the 
purpose and scope for the standards that were referenced in your reason 
statement. 
 
In regard to the comment concerning the use of “exceptionally” we disagree with 
the argument that the other ASHRAE standards cited as also having exceptionally 
low energy usage requirements. Standard 90.1 is based on energy conservation 
that is cost effective thus making it a minimum standard where the 2016 edition 
was determined to provide a national energy cost savings of approximately 8.2 
percent when compared to the previous edition, the 2018 edition of Standard 
90.2 has increased the stringency for residential building energy performance that 
is at least 50% more efficient than the energy efficiency defined by the 2006 IECC, 
and Standard 189.1 energy provisions (Chapter 7) only have a set percentage 
increase in energy efficiency above Standard 90.1 requirements. When the SPC 
develops this standard this subject of exceptionally will be addressed technically 
to distinguish the differences. We have also recommended to the ASRHAE 
Standards Council that they have SSPC 90.1, 90.2 and 189.1 assign committee 
liaisons to SPC-227P in order monitor those activities and development and in 
order to prevent duplication between standards and to encourage harmonization 
between the standards. 
 
In view of your comments, ASHRAE would encourage that you participate in the 
development of this new standard, as well as present any further suggestions and 
possible solutions for consideration by the SPC. 
 
 
  







Comment 0003/001 
Motion to reject (Stanke/Burkhead) Vote 6-0-0 
 
Thank you for taking the time to send your comments and suggestions.  
We are rejecting your comment to withdraw this TPS. The scope of the standard 
covers both residential (low-, mid-, and high-rise) and non-residential buildings 
and is intended to define the requirements for the maximum technologies for the 
items covered in the scope. Such stringency is not part of the listed items of the 
purpose and scope for the standards that were referenced in your reason 
statement. In addition, we have recommended to the ASRHAE Standards Council 
that they have SSPC 90.1, 90.2 and 189.1 assign committee liaisons to SPC-227P in 
order monitor those activities and development and in order to prevent 
duplication between standards and to encourage harmonization between the 
standards. 
 
In regard to the concerns about the use of the term “passive” we would note that 
this term is already used in other ASHRAE standards in conjunction with building 
design and solar requirements. It is a term that is substantive and marketable 
nationally and internationally. Therefore, it is permitted for this SPC 227P for use 
in leveraging that subject for this standard. Please note in this case we are not 
talking about a passive design standard, but rather a passive building standard. 
 
In view of your comments, ASHRAE would encourage that you participate in the 
development of this new standard, as well as present any further suggestions and 
possible solutions for consideration by the SPC. 
 
 
  







Comment 0003/002 
Motion to reject (Heiden/Bidstrup) Vote 6-0-0 
 
Thank you for taking the time to send your comments and suggestions.  
We are rejecting your comment that asked the term “exceptionally” be striken. 
The reason statement does not clearly state why “exceptionally” for this new 
standard is inappropriate in relation to other similar terms used for other ASHRAE 
document titles (e.g. Standard 189.1 and Guideline 36 which use “high 
performance”, GPS-42 which uses “enhanced”, Standard 23.1 which uses 
“subcritical”, etc.). When the SPC writes the standard this subject of exceptionally 
will be addressed technically to distinguish itself. 
 
As to the recommendation for using either a specific energy intensity threshold or 
some other quantifiable terms to define how the purpose is defined, that too is a 
technical subject relevant to the SPC 227P to address and not a policy subject PPIS 
would have to consider. We have requested that this comment be forwarded to 
the SPC 227P for consideration when they begin their duties. 
 
In view of your comments, ASHRAE would encourage that you participate in the 
development of this new standard, as well as present any further suggestions and 
possible solutions for consideration by the SPC. 
 
 
  







Comment 0004/001 
Motion to reject (Stanke/Burkhead) Vote 6-0-0 
 
Thank you for taking the time to send your comments and suggestions.  
We reject the comment as it lacks substantiation why the public comment should 
be considered persuasive, and fails to recommend an appropriate alternative that 
resolve your comments. This is an important aspect to those who review 
comments in order that the reviewers can have the opportunity to consider other 
ideas and opinions. In this case, as another opportunity, ASHRAE would 
encourage that you participate in the development of this new standard, as well 
as present any further suggestions and possible solutions for consideration by the 
SPC. 
 
We also disagree that the title, purpose and scope (TPS) overreaches as there are 
many TPS’s within ASHRAE that perform the same task of scoping subjects that 
are ambitious. Examples include ASHRAE document titles like: Standard 189.1 and 
Guideline 36 which uses the term “high performance”, GPS-42 which uses the 
term “enhanced”, Standard 23.1 which uses the term “subcritical”, etc. 
 
In view of your comments, ASHRAE would encourage that you participate in the 
development of this new standard, as well as present any further suggestions and 
possible solutions for consideration by the SPC. 
 
 
  







Comment 0004/002 
Motion to reject (Heiden, Bidstrup) Vote: 6-0-0 
 
Thank you for taking the time to send your comments and suggestions.  
We reject the comment as it lacks substantiation why the public comment should 
be considered persuasive, and fails to recommend an appropriate alternative that 
resolve your comments. In regard to your questions regarding what percentage, 
this is a technical subject such that when the SPC writes the standard this subject 
of how much will be addressed technically to distinguish the differences between 
this new standard and the other standards cited in your reason statement. 
 
In addition, with respect to the comparison to SPC 228P, this is intended to  be a 
zero energy status analysis standard and does establish building energy 
performance or goals or limits , and therefore is not a design standard as 227P is 
intended to be. 
 
In view of your comments, ASHRAE would encourage that you participate in the 
development of this new standard, as well as present any further suggestions and 
possible solutions for consideration by the SPC. 
 
  







Comment 0004/003 
Motion to reject (Heiden, Stanke) Vote:  6-0-0 
 
Thank you for taking the time to send your comments and suggestions.  
We reject the comment because ASHRAE does not believe this 227P project to be 
a competing document to those publically available passive house guides in the 
market. This project is expected to produce a consensus developed standard in 
the end that is intended to be attractive to other national model code and 
standards developer organizations and to jurisdictions that require referenced 
standards to be consensus developed in order to be adopted.  
 
We appreciate that the Passive House Institute (PHI) organization produces 
documents on this subject for use by building owners who wish to voluntarily 
design and construct a building to those guidelines. However, the purpose of the 
development of a ASHRAE Standards Project Committee is designed to overcome 
the barrier of not having available to the general public, jurisdictions, design 
professionals and others a consensus developed standard suitable for adoption 
and enforcement. Such adoptable reference standards become an enforceable 
extension of the adopted code setting forth conditions and requirements that are 
to be met. Other documents, such as reports and guides, do not carry the same 
level of regulation necessary to provide a consistent level of enforcement for the 
design and construction of buildings for energy efficiency and conservation. 
 
ASHRAE would also encourage that you or other individuals you may know within 
PHI with useful expertise submit their name(s) for consideration as a voting 
member or as a consultant. This would be beneficial to ASHRAE, and the new SPC, 
in the development of the first drat standard for public comment. 
 
 
  







Comment 0005/001 
Motion to reject. (Heiden/Woodford)  Vote: 6-0-0 
 
Thank you for taking the time to submit your comments and suggestions. The 
public comment that was submitted contains no "proposed modification" nor 
"substantiating comments" that would provide an indication of how your 
concerns or suggestions could be resolved.  
 
ASHRAE would also encourage that you or other individuals you may know within 
PHI with useful expertise submit their name(s) for consideration as a voting 
member or as a consultant. This would be beneficial to ASHRAE, and the new SPC, 
in the development of the first draft standard for public comment. 
 
 
  







Comment 006/001 
Motion to reject. (Stanke/Burkhead)  Vote: 6-0-0 
 
Thank you for taking the time to send your comments and suggestions.  
We reject the comment because the comment provides no indication how you 
and North American Passive House Network might be resolved. 
 
 We appreciate that the NAPHN organization produces documents on this subject 
for use by building owners who wish to voluntarily design and construct a building 
to those guidelines. However, one purpose for the development of a ASHRAE 
Standards Project is designed to overcome the barrier of not having available to 
the general public, jurisdictions, design professionals and others a consensus 
developed standard suitable for adoption and enforcement. Such adoptable 
reference standards become an enforceable extension of the adopted code 
setting forth conditions and requirements that are to be met. Other documents, 
such as reports and guides, do not carry the same level of regulation necessary to 
provide a consistent level of enforcement for the design and construction of 
buildings for energy efficiency and conservation. 
 
As you note in your final statements, ASHRAE would also encourage that you or 
other individuals you may know within NAPHN with useful expertise submit their 
name(s) for consideration as a voting member or as a consultant. This would be 
beneficial to ASHRAE, and the new SPC, in the development of the first draft 
standard for public comment. In addition, the NAPHN publications may also serve 
as a starting point for the direction of the new SPC. 
 
 
  







Comment 0007/001 
Motion to reject. (Stanke, Bidstrup) Vote:  6-0-0 
 
Thank you for taking the time to send your comments and suggestions.  
 We are rejecting this comment. We appreciate that the Passive House Institute 
(PHI) organization produces documents on this subject for use by building owners 
who wish to voluntarily design and construct a building to those guidelines. 
However, the purpose of the development of an ASHHRAE Standards Project 
Committee is designed to overcome the barrier of not having available to the 
general public, jurisdictions, design professionals and others a consensus 
developed standard suitable for adoption and enforcement. Such adoptable 
reference standards become an enforceable extension of the adopted code 
setting forth conditions and requirements that are to be met. Other documents, 
such as reports and guides, do not carry the same level of regulation necessary to 
provide a consistent level of enforcement for the design and construction of 
buildings for energy efficiency and conservation. 
 
In view of your comments, ASHRAE would also encourage that you or other 
individuals you may know within PHI with useful expertise submit their name(s) 
for consideration as a voting member or as a consultant. This would be beneficial 
to ASHRAE, and the new SPC, in the development of the first drat standard for 
public comment. In addition, the PHI publications may also serve as a starting 
point for the direction of the new SPC. 
 
 
  







Comment 0008/001 
Motion to reject.  (Heiden/Stanke) Vote: 6-0-0 
 
Thank you for taking the time to send your comments and suggestions.  
 We are rejecting your comment. We appreciate that the Passive House Institute 
(PHI) organization produces documents on this subject for use by building owners 
who wish to voluntarily design and construct a building to those guidelines. 
However, the purpose of the development of a ASHRAE Standards Project 
Committee is designed to overcome the barrier of not having available to the 
general public, jurisdictions, design professionals and others a consensus 
developed standard suitable for adoption and enforcement. Such adoptable 
reference standards become an enforceable extension of the adopted code 
setting forth conditions and requirements that are to be met. Other documents, 
such as reports and guides, do not carry the same level of regulation necessary to 
provide a consistent level of enforcement for the design and construction of 
buildings for energy efficiency and conservation. 
 
In view of your comments, ASHRAE would also encourage that you or other 
individuals you may know within PHI with useful expertise submit their name(s) 
for consideration as a voting member or as a consultant. This would be beneficial 
to ASHRAE, and the new SPC, in the development of the first drat standard for 
public comment. In addition, the PHI publications may also serve as a starting 
point for the direction of the new SPC. 
 
 
  







Comment 0009/001 
Motion to reject.  (Stanke/Heiden) Vote: 6-0-0 
 
Thank you for taking the time to send your comments and suggestions.  
We are rejecting your comment. We appreciate that the Passive House Institute 
(PHI) organization produces documents on this subject for use by building owners 
who wish to voluntarily design and construct a building to those guidelines. 
However, the purpose of the development of a ASHRAE Standards Project 
Committee is designed to overcome the barrier of not having available to the 
general public, jurisdictions, design professionals and others a consensus 
developed standard suitable for adoption and enforcement. Such adoptable 
reference standards become an enforceable extension of the adopted code 
setting forth conditions and requirements that are to be met. Other documents, 
such as reports and guides, do not carry the same level of regulation necessary to 
provide a consistent level of enforcement for the design and construction of 
buildings for energy efficiency and conservation. 
 
In view of your comments, ASHRAE would also encourage that you or other 
individuals you may know within CertiPHiers Cooperative and PHI with useful 
expertise submit their name(s) for consideration as a voting member or as a 
consultant. This would be beneficial to ASHRAE, and the new SPC, in the 
development of the first drat standard for public comment. In addition, the PHI 
publications may also serve as a starting point for the direction of the new SPC. 
 
In addition, if you and members of the CertiPHiers Cooperative would be 
interested there may be some benefits in working with ASHRAE in the future on 
education materials on this subject.  
 
  







Comment 0010/001 
Motion to reject.  (Heiden/Stanke) Vote: 6-0-0 
 
Thank you for taking the time to send your comments and suggestions.  
We are rejecting your comment. We appreciate that the Passive House Institute 
(PHI) organization produces documents on this subject for use by building owners 
who wish to voluntarily design and construct a building to those guidelines. 
However, the purpose of the development of an ASHRAE Standards Project 
Committee is designed to overcome the barrier of not having available to the 
general public, jurisdictions, design professionals and others a consensus 
developed standard suitable for adoption and enforcement. Such adoptable 
reference standards become an enforceable extension of the adopted code 
setting forth conditions and requirements that are to be met. Other documents, 
such as reports and guides, do not carry the same level of regulation necessary to 
provide a consistent level of enforcement for the design and construction of 
buildings for energy efficiency and conservation. 
 
In view of your comments, ASHRAE would also encourage that you or other 
individuals you may know within PHI with useful expertise submit their name(s) 
for consideration as a voting member or as a consultant. This would be beneficial 
to ASHRAE, and the new SPC, in the development of the first drat standard for 
public comment. In addition, the PHI publications may also serve as a starting 
point for the direction of the new SPC. 
 
In addition, if you would be interested there may be some benefits in working 
with ASHRAE in the future on education materials on this subject.  
 






