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	AI#
	Action Item
	Assigned
	Status

	1
	No Action Items Pending
	N/A
	Closed






[bookmark: _Hlk92960409]Standards Project Liaison Subcommittee 
Winter Meeting, February 3, 2023
MINUTES

These are not the official minutes until approved by SPLS

1. [bookmark: _Toc69205679][bookmark: _Toc135715503]Introductions and Review of Agenda

The SPLS meeting was called to order on February 3, 2023 at approximately 2:00 pm ET. Chair Doug Fick welcomed members and guests and reviewed the ASHRAE Code of Ethics.  The following members, guests and staff were in attendance:


	Members Present
Douglas Fick, Chair
William Bahnfleth*
Thomas Cappellin
Patricia Graef
Jennifer Isenbeck
Phillip Johnson
Gerald Kettler
Jay Kohler
Paul Lindahl
Jim Lutz
Larry Markel**
Margaret Mathison
Kathleen Owen
Gwelen Paliaga
Justin Prosser
Dave Robin
Christian Taber
	Members Not Present
None

Staff
Connor Barbaree, Sr. MOS 
Amber Thomas, AA
Ryan Shanley, MOS Int’l.*

Guests 
Tom Watson*
Steven Sill*
Susanna Hanson*
Rusty Tharp* 
Steve Ferguson**


*February 3 meeting only
**February 7 meeting only

2. [bookmark: _Toc135715504]Minutes

No minutes were presented for approval at this meeting. 


3. [bookmark: _Toc135715505]Action Items

The action items were updated as shown in the Action Items.


[bookmark: _Toc135715506]Proposed TPS Changes

[bookmark: _Hlk135720254]It was moved by Margaret Mathison and seconded by Paul Lindahl:

1	That proposed changes to the TPS for Standard 129, Measuring Air Change Effectiveness, be approved as shown in Attachment A.

MOTION PASSED. 14-0-0 CNV 

It was moved by Jay Kohler and seconded by Jennifer Isenbeck:

2	That proposed changes to the TPS for Standard 189.1, Standard for the Design of High-Performance Green Buildings Except Low-Rise Residential Buildings, be approved as shown in Attachment B.

MOTION PASSED. 14-0-0 CNV 

It was moved by Justin Prosser and seconded by Jennifer Isenbeck:

3	That proposed changes to the TPS for Standard 100, Energy Efficiency in Existing Buildings, be approved as shown in Attachment C.

MOTION PASSED. 14-0-0 CNV 


[bookmark: _Toc135715507]Public Review Drafts

It was moved by Jennifer Isenbeck and seconded by Justin Prosser:

4	That BSR/ASHRAE Addendum a to ANSI/ASHRAE 62.2-2022, Ventilation and Acceptable Indoor Air Quality in Residential Buildings, be approved for publication public review.

MOTION PASSED.  14-0-0 CNV

It was moved by Jennifer Isenbeck and seconded by Justin Prosser:

5	That BSR/ASHRAE 514P, Risk Management for Building Water Systems: Physical, Chemical and Microbial Hazards, be approved for publication public review.

MOTION PASSED.  14-0-0 CNV

It was moved by Jennifer Isenbeck and seconded by Justin Prosser:

6	That BSR/ASHRAE/ IES Addendum f to ANSI/ASHRAE/ IES Standard 90.2-2018, Energy Efficient Design of Low-Rise Residential Buildings, be approved for publication public review.

MOTION PASSED.  14-0-0 CNV

It was moved by Jay Kohler and seconded by Paul Lindahl:

7	That BSR/ASHRAE Addendum z to Standard 189.1-2020, Standard for the Design of High-Performance Green Buildings Except Low-Rise Residential Buildings, be approved for publication public review.

MOTION PASSED.  14-0-0 CNV

It was moved by Jay Kohler and seconded by Jennifer Isenbeck:

8	That BSR/ASHRAE Addendum ac to Standard 189.1-2020, Standard for the Design of High-Performance Green Buildings Except Low-Rise Residential Buildings, be approved for publication public review.

MOTION PASSED.  14-0-0 CNV

It was moved by Jay Kohler and seconded by Jennifer Isenbeck:

9	That BSR/ASHRAE Addendum ad to Standard 189.1-2020, Standard for the Design of High-Performance Green Buildings Except Low-Rise Residential Buildings, be approved for publication public review.

MOTION PASSED.  14-0-0 CNV

It was moved by Jay Kohler and seconded by Justin Prosser:

10	That BSR/ASHRAE Addendum ao to Standard 189.1-2020, Standard for the Design of High-Performance Green Buildings Except Low-Rise Residential Buildings, be approved for publication public review.

MOTION PASSED.  14-0-0 CNV

It was moved by Justin Prosser and seconded by Paul Lindahl:

11	That BSR/ASHRAE Addendum i to ANSI/ASHRAE Standard 100, Energy Efficiency in Existing Buildings, be approved for publication public review.

MOTION PASSED.  14-0-0 CNV


[bookmark: _Toc135715508]Membership

It was moved by Tom Cappellin and seconded by Jennifer Isenbeck:

12	That revisions to the membership roster for SPC 185.5, Method of Testing HVAC-Duct Mounted Devices and Systems and In-Room Devices for Particle and Microorganism Removal or Inactivation in a Chamber with a Recirculating Duct System, as shown in Attachment D, be approved.

MOTION PASSED.  13-0-1[footnoteRef:1] CNV [1:  Kathleen Owen abstained because she is a member of the SPC. ] 


It was moved by Tom Cappellin and seconded by Paul Lindahl:

13	That revisions to the membership roster for SSPC 30, Method of Testing Liquid Chillers, as shown in Attachment D, be approved.

MOTION PASSED.  12-0-2[footnoteRef:2] CNV [2:  Phillip Johnson and Justin Prosser abstained because they are members of the SSPC. ] 


It was moved by Tom Cappellin and seconded by Jennifer Isenbeck:

14	That revisions to the membership roster for SSPC 185, Methods of Test to Inactivate Microorganisms in HVAC Systems with UV-C Lights, as shown in Attachment D, be approved.

MOTION PASSED.  14-0-0 CNV

It was moved by Tom Cappellin and seconded by Jennifer Isenbeck:

15	That revisions to the membership roster for SSPC 188, Legionellosis: Risk Management for Building Water Systems, as shown in Attachment D, be approved.

[bookmark: _Hlk135717196]MOTION PASSED.  12-0-2[footnoteRef:3] CNV [3:  Paul Lindahl and Patricia Graef abstained because they are members of the SSPC. ] 


It was It was moved by Jennifer Isenbeck and seconded by Kathleen Owen:

16	That revisions to the membership roster for SSPC 90.1, Energy Standard for Sites and Buildings Except Low-Rise Residential Buildings, as shown in Attachment D, be approved.

MOTION PASSED.  12-0-2[footnoteRef:4]  CNV [4:  Christian Taber and Justin Prosser abstained because they are members of the SSPC. ] 


It was It was moved by Phillip Johnson and seconded by Justin Prosser:

17	That revisions to the membership roster for SSPC 170, Ventilation of Health Care Facilities, as shown in Attachment D, be approved.

[bookmark: _Hlk135716970]MOTION PASSED.  14-0-0 CNV

It was moved by Justin Prosser and seconded by Jay Kohler:

18	That revisions to the membership roster for GPC 37, Guidelines for the Application of Upper-Air (Upper Room) Ultraviolet Germicidal (UV-C) Devices to Control the Transmission of Airborne Pathogens, as shown in Attachment D, be approved.

MOTION PASSED.  14-0-0 CNV

It was moved by Justin Prosser and seconded by Jay Kohler:

19	That revisions to the membership roster SPC 29, Methods of Testing Automatic Ice Makers, as amended and shown in Attachment D, be approved.

MOTION PASSED.  14-0-0 CNV

It was moved by Justin Prosser and seconded by Jay Kohler:

20	That revisions to the membership roster for SSPC 52.2, Method of Testing General Ventilation Air Cleaning Devices for Removal Efficiency by Particle Size, as shown in Attachment D, be approved.

MOTION PASSED.  13-0-1[footnoteRef:5] CNV [5:  Kathleen Owen abstained because she is a member of the SSPC. ] 


It was moved by Jay Kohler and seconded by Paul Lindahl:

21	That revisions to the membership roster for SGPC 10, Interactions Affecting the Achievement of Acceptable Indoor Environments, as shown in Attachment D, be approved.

MOTION PASSED.  14-0-0 CNV

It was moved by Jay Kohler and seconded by Jennifer Isenbeck:

22	That revisions to the membership roster SSPC 72, Method of Testing Open and Closed Commercial Refrigerators and Freezers, as shown in Attachment D, be approved.

MOTION PASSED.  14-0-0 CNV

It was moved by Jay Kohler and seconded by Justin Prosser:

23	That revisions to the membership roster for SSPC 62.1, Ventilation and Acceptable Indoor Air Quality, as shown in Attachment D, be approved.

MOTION PASSED.  14-0-0 CNV

It was moved by Jay Kohler and seconded by Jennifer Isenbeck:

24	That revisions to the membership roster for SSPC 62.2, Ventilation and Acceptable Indoor Air Quality in Residential Buildings, as shown in Attachment D, be approved.

MOTION PASSED.  14-0-0 CNV

It was moved by Margaret Mathison and seconded by Kathleen Owen:

25	That revisions to the membership roster for SPC 129, Measuring Air-Change Effectiveness, as shown in Attachment D, be approved.

MOTION PASSED.  14-0-0 CNV

It was moved by Margaret Mathison and seconded by Christian Taber:

26	That revisions to the membership roster for SSPC 145, Test Method for Assessing the Performance of Gas-Phase Air Cleaning Equipment, as shown in Attachment D, be approved.

MOTION PASSED.  14-0-1[footnoteRef:6]  CNV [6:  Kathleen Owen abstained because she is a member of the SSPC. ] 


It was moved by Margaret Mathison and seconded by Jay Kohler:

27	That revisions to the membership roster for SSPC 154, Ventilation for Commercial Cooking Operations, as shown in Attachment D, be approved.

MOTION PASSED.  14-0-0 CNV

[bookmark: _Hlk135720626]It was moved by Kathleen Owen and seconded by Craig Wray:

28	That revisions to the membership roster for SSPC 15, Safety Standard for Refrigeration Systems, including new subcommittees and interest category definitions, as shown in Attachment D, be approved.

MOTION PASSED.  13-0-2[footnoteRef:7]  CNV [7:  Phillip Johnson and Jay Kohler abstained because they are members of the SSPC. ] 


It was moved by Justin Prosser and seconded by Jennifer Isenbeck:

29	That revisions to the membership roster for SSPC 100, Energy Efficiency in Existing Buildings, as shown in Attachment D, be approved.

MOTION PASSED.  15-0-0 CNV

It was moved by Dave Robin and seconded by Jennifer Isenbeck:

30	That revisions to the membership roster for GPC 23, Guideline for the Design and Application of Heating, Ventilation and Air Conditioning Equipment for Rail Passenger Vehicles, as shown in Attachment D, be approved.

[bookmark: _Hlk135718747]MOTION PASSED.  15-0-0 CNV

It was moved by Christian Taber and seconded by Kathleen Owen:

31	That revisions to the membership roster for SGPC 36, High Performance Sequences of Operation for HVAC Systems, as shown in Attachment D, be approved.

MOTION PASSED.  14-0-1[footnoteRef:8] CNV [8:  Gwelen Paliaga abstained because he is a member of the SGPC. ] 


It was moved by Christian Taber and seconded by Kathleen Owen:

32	That revisions to the membership roster for SSPC 147, Reducing the Release of Halogenated Refrigerants from Refrigerating and Air-Conditioning Equipment and Systems, as shown in Attachment D, be approved.

MOTION PASSED.  15-0-0 CNV

It was moved by Rusty Tharp and seconded by Craig Wray:

33	That revisions to the membership roster for SSPC 300, Commissioning, as shown in Attachment D, be approved.

MOTION PASSED.  13-0-2[footnoteRef:9] CNV [9:  Tom Cappellin and Jay Kohler abstained because they are members of the SSPC. ] 


It was moved by Gwelen Paliaga and seconded by Christian Taber:

34	That changes to the roster for SPC 241, Standard to Address Mitigation of Airborne Infection Transmission, as shown in Attachment D, be approved.

MOTION PASSED.  13-0-2[footnoteRef:10]  CNV [10:  Bill Bahnfleth and Kathleen Owen abstained because they are members of the SSPC. ] 


[bookmark: _Toc135715509]New Business

It was moved by Phillip Johnson and seconded by Gwelen Paliaga:

35	To request that Standard 228P, Standard Method of Evaluating Zero Net Energy and Zero Net Carbon Building Performance, be placed on continuous maintenance (CM) 
upon publication.

MOTION PASSED.  15-0-0 CNV

[bookmark: _Toc135715510]Recess

	SPLS recessed at approximately 4:35 PM ET until Tuesday, February 7, 2023.
[bookmark: Att1]

[bookmark: _Toc135715511]Call to Order

The meeting of SPLS reconvened and was called to order by SPLS Chair, Doug Fick, on Tuesday, February 7, 2023, at 2:00 pm ET. 

Members of the committee, staff and guests were greeted.  The attendees were as noted above.


Proposed TPS Changes

It was moved by Justin Prosser and seconded by Larry Markel:

36	That proposed changes to the TPS for Standard 150, Method of Testing the Performance of Cool Storage Systems, be approved as shown in Attachment E.

MOTION FAILED. 3-11-0 CNV 


[bookmark: _Toc135715512]Liaison Reports

SPLS Chair Doug Fick presented a walkthrough of the online SPLS Liaison reporting document and structure. SPLS then reviewed liaison reports from each member of SPLS. 


[bookmark: _Toc95725044][bookmark: _Toc135715513]Next Meeting/Closing Items

Next Meetings: 

· Spring Meeting, March TBD


[bookmark: _Toc95725045][bookmark: _Toc135715514]Adjournment

The SPLS meeting adjourned at 4:00 pm ET.




[bookmark: _Toc135715515]Attachments
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		Proposed Changes to an Approved Title, Purpose and Scope





		INSTRUCTIONS:


If, during the course of developing or revising a standard or guideline, a project committee (PC) determines that changes to an approved TPS are warranted, the PC shall submit the request to the MOS for further approval prior to submission of a standard, guideline or addendum for public review.

The request shall indicate the proposed changes to the approved TPS with existing text to be deleted denoted by strikethrough and new text to be added denoted by double underline. The request shall also include the rationale supporting the proposed changes to the TPS, the PC vote and the date of the meeting or letter ballot associated with the PC vote. Editorial changes to a TPS may be approved by the MOS; otherwise, the request shall be submitted to the appropriate approving bodies.


Notice of a revised TPS will be announced in Standards Actions. If it is determined that the revised TPS results in the identification of new stakeholder groups likely to be directly impacted by the standard, a public notice will be placed in the ASHRAE Standards Actions  and ANSI Standard Actions, asking for public comments with a minimum time period of 30 days. If any substantive public review comments are received, the PC will review and respond to the commenters.  If necessary, the PC may revise the TPS and submit a new request for approval.  If no public review comments are received, the revised TPS automatically becomes approved on the close of the public comment date.








1. Project committee (PC number and title):  SPC 129

2. Today’s date: 31 August 2022

3.  PC Chair: David John

4. Proposed TPS – Provide proposed changes below to the current approved TPS (confirm TPS by checking version on the ASHRAE website at: https://www.ashrae.org/srttps) with deleted text shown in hard strikethrough and additions shown in double underline (do not use Track Changes). 

Title: Measuring Air-Change Estimation of Ventilation Effectiveness for Ventilated Indoor Spaces

Purpose: This standard prescribes a method for measuring air-change and estimating ventilation effectiveness in mechanically for ventilated spaces and buildings that meet specified criteria. The air-change effectiveness is a measure of the effectiveness of outdoor air distribution to the breathing level within the ventilated space using tracer gas techniques and computational fluid dynamics (CFD) analyses.

Scope: 

2.1 The method of measuring air-change effectiveness compares the age of air where occupants breathe to the age of air that would occur throughout the test space if the indoor air were perfectly mixed.


2.2 The standard includes measurement procedures and criteria for assessing the suitability of the test space for measurements of air-change effectiveness.


1.
The standard addresses various measures of ventilation effectiveness.


2.
The standard includes laboratory testing, field testing, and CFD analysis.


3.
The standard provides techniques for estimating ventilation effectiveness during design, commissioning, and operation of indoor air environments.


4a.  Revised TPS as proposed (“clean” version with no strikethrough or underlined changes): 


Title: Estimation of Ventilation Effectiveness for Ventilated Indoor Spaces

Purpose: This standard prescribes a method for measuring and estimating ventilation effectiveness for ventilated spaces using tracer gas techniques and computational fluid dynamics (CFD) analyses.

Scope:


1.
The standard addresses various measures of ventilation effectiveness.

2.
The standard includes laboratory testing, field testing, and CFD analysis.

3.
The standard provides techniques for estimating ventilation effectiveness during design, commissioning, and operation of indoor air environments.

5. Background/Rationale for proposed TPS changes:


Rather than focusing on measurements using tracer gas tests in a laboratory environment with specified restrictions on space type and uncertainty to determine only air change effectiveness, there is a need to revise the standard so that it is also practically applicable to the design, commissioning, and operation of indoor air environments. To that end, the revised standard will provide more than one way of estimating ventilation effectiveness. In particular, it will be applicable during the design phase (before construction) using CFD analyses. It also will be applicable in the field using tracer gas tests in actual buildings. Methods to assess measurement and estimate uncertainties will be expanded in the revised standard so that users can determine whether the results meet their specific needs, such as answering the simple question: is the ventilation “good enough”?

There is also a growing need to address various ventilation effectiveness metrics rather than just age of air and air change effectiveness (e.g., to determine contaminant spread in indoor spaces). Also, in contrast to the current assumption that the entire space of interest is “well-mixed” for estimating ventilation effectiveness, the revised standard will also include estimates of ventilation effectiveness in the “breathing zone” or other similar “critical zones”.

As such, the text related to specific ventilation metrics in the title, purpose, and scope is removed with the intent that metrics that are addressed in the revised standard (e.g., age of air, air change effectiveness, ventilation efficiency, spread index) will be listed first instead in the definitions section of the standard. Also, to be clear that one estimates ventilation effectiveness rather than measures it, the title text has been changed from “measuring” to “estimation”, and the purpose and the scope have been revised accordingly. The text referring to “mechanical” ventilation has been deleted so that the standard also can be applied to naturally ventilated spaces.


6. Are the proposed TPS changes considered substantive?


 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes   

7. Are there new stakeholder groups that are likely to be directly impacted by the revised TPS? 


 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes   If yes, please identify stakeholders:

Ventilation system commissioning agents, test and balance contractors

8. PC vote (yes, no, abstain, ballot not returned) to approve proposed changes and meeting/letter ballot date:


Motion to recommend to SPLS that TPS for SPC 129 be revised as stated above: Craig Wray; second: James Lo; vote to approve motion 4-0-0-1
-CNV (virtual meeting 27 May 2022).

Please submit request to the MOS at standards.section@ashrae.org with a copy to the PC SPLS Liaison by the published deadline for consideration at the upcoming ASHRAE SPLS meeting.

� One voting member was absent from the meeting: Duncan Phillips.








image3.emf
SSPC 189.1 Proposed  TPS Changes (Addendum ad) 1129.doc


SSPC 189.1 Proposed TPS Changes (Addendum ad) 1129.doc
		[image: image1.jpg]





		Proposed Changes to an Approved Title, Purpose and Scope





		INSTRUCTIONS:


If, during the course of developing or revising a standard or guideline, a project committee (PC) determines that changes to an approved TPS are warranted, the PC shall submit the request to the MOS for further approval prior to submission of a standard, guideline or addendum for public review.  

The request shall indicate the proposed changes to the approved TPS with existing text to be deleted denoted by strikethrough and new text to be added denoted by double underline. The request shall also include the rationale supporting the proposed changes to the TPS, the PC vote and the date of the meeting or letter ballot associated with the PC vote. Editorial changes to a TPS may be approved by the MOS; otherwise, the request shall be submitted to the appropriate approving bodies.


Notice of a revised TPS will be announced in Standards Actions. If it is determined that the revised TPS results in the identification of new stakeholder groups likely to be directly impacted by the standard, a public notice will be placed in the ASHRAE Standards Actions  and ANSI Standard Actions, asking for public comments with a minimum time period of 30 days. If any substantive public review comments are received, the PC will review and respond to the commenters.  If necessary, the PC may revise the TPS and submit a new request for approval.  If no public review comments are received, the revised TPS automatically becomes approved on the close of the public comment date.








1. Project committee (PC number and title):  SSPC 189.1-2020 Standard for the Design of High-Performance Green Buildings Except Low-Rise Residential Buildings

2. Today’s date: 11/29/2022

3.  PC Chair: Katherine Hammack

4. Proposed TPS – Provide proposed changes below to the current approved TPS (confirm TPS by checking version on the ASHRAE website at: https://www.ashrae.org/srttps) with deleted text shown in hard strikethrough and additions shown in double underline (do not use Track Changes). 

Title: 
Standard for the Design of High-Performance Green Buildings Except Low-Rise Residential Buildings

Purpose: 

1.  PURPOSE


1.1 The purpose of this standard is to provide minimum requirements for the siting, design, construction, and plans for operation of high-performance green buildings to


a.
reduce emissions from buildings and building systems, enhance building occupant health and comfort, conserve water resources, protect local biodiversity and ecosystem services, promote sustainable and regenerative materials cycles, enhance building quality, and enhance resilience to natural, technological, and human-caused hazards; and


b.
support the goal of development that meets the needs of the present without compromising the ability of future generations to meet their own needs.


1.2 This standard provides is intended to provide the technical basis of mandatory building codes and regulations for high-performance green buildings comprehensive requirements that are broadly adoptable can be adopted by national and local jurisdictions.


Scope: 

2. SCOPE


2.1 This standard addresses site sustainability, water use efficiency, energy efficiency, indoor environmental quality (IEQ), materials and resources, and construction and plans for operation. It contains requirements that apply to the following:


a. apply to the following building projects:

 1 a. New buildings and structures, and their systems  


2 b. New portions of buildings and structures, and their systems


 3 c. New systems and equipment in existing buildings


 4 d. Relocated existing buildings and temporary structures where specified in this standard

e. The site on which the building or structure is located


f. Demolition and deconstruction of buildings and their systems


g. Change of occupancy classification or use

b. address site sustainability, water use efficiency, energy efficiency, indoor environmental quality (IEQ), materials and resources, and construction and plans for operation.


2.2 The provisions of this standard do not apply to:

a.
single-family houses, multifamily structures of three stories or fewer above grade, manufactured houses (mobile homes), and manufactured houses (modular) and


b.
building projects and structures that use none of the following: 


1. electricity 


2. fossil fuel

3. water


2.3 The requirements in this standard shall not be used to circumvent any applicable safety, health, or environmental requirements.


4a.  Revised TPS as proposed (“clean” version with no strikethrough or underlined changes): 


Title: Standard for the Design of High-Performance Green Buildings Except Low-Rise Residential Buildings

Purpose: 

1.  PURPOSE


1.1 The purpose of this standard is to provide minimum requirements for the siting, design, construction, and plans for operation of high-performance green buildings to


a.
reduce emissions, enhance building occupant health and comfort, conserve water, protect local biodiversity and ecosystem services, promote sustainable and regenerative materials cycles, and enhance resilience; and


b.
support the goal of development that meets the needs of the present without compromising the ability of future generations to meet their own needs.


1.2 This standard provides comprehensive requirements that can be adopted by national and local jurisdictions.


Scope: 

2. SCOPE


2.1 This standard addresses site sustainability, water use efficiency, energy efficiency, indoor environmental quality (IEQ), materials and resources, and construction and plans for operation.  It contains requirements that apply to the following:


a. New buildings and structures, and their systems


b. New portions of buildings and structures, and their systems


c. New systems and equipment in existing buildings


d. Relocated existing buildings


e. The site on which the building or structure is located


f. Demolition and deconstruction of buildings and their systems.


g. Change of occupancy classification or use


2.2 The provisions of this standard do not apply to


a.
single-family houses, multifamily structures of three stories or fewer above grade, manufactured houses (mobile homes), and manufactured houses (modular) and


b.
building projects and structures that use none of the following:

1. electricity 


2. fossil fuel


3. water


2.3 The requirements in this standard shall not be used to circumvent any applicable safety, health, or environmental requirements.


5. Background/Rationale for proposed TPS changes:


The changes proposed clarifies the purpose and scope of Standard 189.1 and correlates the scope of the standard with the International Green Construction Code© (IgCC).  The scope of Standard 189.1 is clarified by explicitly stating its applicability to the sites upon which buildings and structures are constructed as well as to the demolition and deconstruction of buildings.  Standard 189.1 already contains provisions addressing these topics in Sections 5 and 9.  This addendum also expands the scope of Standard 189.1 by adding changes in building occupancy or use to regulated elements.  This correlates with the IgCC provisions to regulate changes in occupancy.

6. Are the proposed TPS changes considered substantive?


 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes   

7. Are there new stakeholder groups that are likely to be directly impacted by the revised TPS? 


 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes   If yes, please identify stakeholders:

8. PC vote (yes, no, abstain, ballot not returned) to approve proposed changes and meeting/letter ballot date: 

9. Initial vote on  (Ballot closed 7/14/2022)  Tally: 22-3-0-2-1 (Yes-No-No Without Reason-Abstain-No Response) Vote brought back for SSPC reconsideration after not meeting SPLS requirements (no change form approved). 


10.   

[image: image2.emf]189.1 ad PPR 1  6.28.2022.pdf




11. Second vote: Ballot closed 10/13/2022  Tally: 16-11-0-2-2 (Yes-No-No Without Reason-Abstain-No Response)



[image: image3.emf]189.1 ad PPR 1  9.27.2022.pdf




12. Third vote:  Ballot with changes to included “structures”.  Ballot closed on 12/15/2022 -Tally: 21-5-0-2-2 (Yes-No-No Without Reason-Abstain-No Response)
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Please submit request to the MOS at standards.section@ashrae.org with a copy to the PC SPLS Liaison by the published deadline for consideration at the upcoming ASHRAE SPLS meeting.

_1735733382.pdf

Ballot Report

Committee: SSPC189.1

Standard: 189.1 2020

Standards Committee Document: 189.1 2020

Ballot Type: Standards Action

Motion: Approve TPS changes for TPSDAO01 (includes edits and
Change Form)

Ballot Start Date: 9/27/2022 12:00:00 AM
Ballot End Date: 10/4/2022 12:00:00 AM
Ballot Close Date: 10/5/2022 12:01:58 AM
Ballot Tally: 17-6-0-3-5*

Recirculation Start Date: ~ 10/5/2022 12:00:00 AM
Recirculation End Date: 10/12/2022 12:00:00 AM
Recirculation Close Date: 10/13/2022 12:01:46 AM
Final Tally: 16-11-0-2-2*

Final Outcome: Failed

* (Yes-No-No Without Reason-Abstain-No Response)

No
. No With .
First Name Last Name Yes No © Without Abstain Respon
Reason
se
Katherine Hammack X
Webly Bowles (NBI)

Page: 1







Ballot Report

Jeff
Brittany
Ernest
John
Michael
Thomas
William
Jim
Charles
Anthony
Robert
Gregg
Thomas
Donald
Josh
Michael
Andrew
Jonathan
Susan
Adam
Thomas
Steven
Lawrence
Kent
Wayne
Christine
Martha
Scott

Theresa

Bradley

Carl Moser

Conrad (BOMA-Voting) X

Cross
Cudahy

Culp

Eades (EPA-Voting)
Edelson (NBI-Voting)

Eley
Floyd

Goo (EPA-Voting)

Gress
Hogarth
Horn

Jacobs
Jouaneh
Klein (BOMA)
McHugh
McLaughlin
McMillen
Pape
Rosenstock
Schoen
Sovocool
Stoppelmoor
Subasic
VanGeem
West

Weston
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Ted Williams X
Joe Winters X
Jian Zhang X
16 11 2 3

No Votes With Reason

Ernest Conrad (BOMA-Voting)

| agree with the other no votes misuse of the word structures

John Cross

| do not believe that including the term “structure” in the TPS of 189.1 is appropriate or wise.
Such a significant change to the scope of 189.1 will result in many unintended consequences
when provisions in the standard intended for buildings are now applied to non-building
projects. No request was made of each working group to assess the impact such a change
would have on their individual sections. This will result in confusion at the jurisdictional level
and a reticence on the part of jurisdictions to adopt the IgCC.

Not all infrastructure projects that use electricity or water will be able to meet the requirements
of 189.1 nor should they. This includes bridges with light stations, sanitary or stormwater lift
stations, lighted monuments and sculptures, new roadways with street lighting... Are these
infrastructure projects subject to the site selection provisions in 5.3.1? | have trouble imagining
the restricting of every bridge or roadway from being more than 150 ft from a fish and wildlife
conservation area or 100 ft from any wetland. Even the requirement of engineered flood
proofing up to the level of the first occupied floor is based on a building not an infrastructure
project like a bridge.

How does a stormwater lift station on a greenfield site comply with 5.3.47?

Are the requirements of 5.3.5.3 regarding roofs applicable to lighted park shelters without
walls?
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| could on and on — but this is the work of the individual working groups. Before this change is
made to the TPS each working group should be asked to comment on the impact the change
will have on their section.

Are we really sure that every place the term “building project” is used it is appropriate for
projects that are structures as well as buildings? Are we really comfortable broadening the
standard to everything “which is built or constructed”?

| also think that there is also potential confusion between 2.1 and the definition of a building
project. The proposed change to 2.1.a.1 will include structure (that which is built or
constructed) under the heading of a building project, but the definition of a “building project”
states “a building, or group of buildings, and site that utilizes a single submittal for a
construction permit or that are within the boundary of contiguous properties under single
ownership or effective control.” The definition seems quite clear that a building project requires
a building not a non-building structure.

| would also suggest that the answer to the question on the ASHRAE form required to change
the TPS regarding stakeholder groups represented on the committee is incorrectly answered.
By expanding the scope to structures and defining structures as “that which is built or
constructed” will require the addition of individuals with specific expertise in infrastructure
projects.

| do understand the need to extend some of the 189.1 requirements to projects like lighted
parking lots without an associated building. | believe that can be accomplished by developing
language that addresses “applicable structures” and either spelling out what those applicable
structures are or allowing the jurisdiction the flexibility to determine what an “applicable
structure” would be in their jurisdiction. But attempting to address this issue with a a broad
stroke approach of adding “structure” to the TPS is fraught with difficulties.

Thomas Culp

| agree with Martha's and John's negative reason statements about how the term "structures”
could be too broad.
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Thomas Hogarth

| agree with those that are concerned that adding structures is not necessary and complicates
the scope. Applicable "systems" is adequate and will be left to the interpretation of the AHJ.

Donald Horn

The standard does not and should not apply to structures other than buildings.

Susan McLaughlin

| agree with John Cross. The workgroups need to take a closer look at this.

Thomas Pape

The term "structures" is too broad,

Steven Rosenstock
| agree with the comments about the addition of "structures”. When | looked up the definition,

a structure could be anything that is built and uses energy or water, as Mr. Cross highlighted in
his comments.

Christine Subasic

After reading other reasons provided by negative voters | agree and am voting no.
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Martha VanGeem

The committee did not have adequate time to discuss the change to add "structures" and why
this is needed. A paragraph in the foreword explaining what this means and why it is needed
would be helpful. In my opinion the scope and title of 189.1 already cover what it is intended to
cover without the addition of the word structures. Including structures means 189.1 regulates all
structures including water treatment plants, energy generation facilities, bridges, all
infrastructure and construction. This is a huge change in scope.

90.1 took a different approach and didn't add the word structures and instead added the phrase
"specifically identified in this standard that are part of a site." This standard already covers
sites. Perhaps the scope could say "structures specifically identified in this standard"

| agreed with the previous changes to the scope and was not in favor of the reconsideration
motion because | do not think it met roberts rules of order. Reconsideration is for something
during the same meeting where the committee realizes they made a mistake. The committee
did not make a mistake. They decided to add something. Roberts rules of order specifically
doesn't allow this with the intention that the committee should not revisit votes after due
process has been taken.

Also since this is an ASHRAE standards action vote, it needs half of the committee to vote for
affirmative for reconsideration and this was not met. The roster that | have indicates that we
have 30 members although the agenda indicates 31. Either way, we need 16 in the affirmative
for standards actions. Only 14 voted in the affirmative. So the motion failed.

Scott West

I'm voting No on the change to add the term Structures. | think we want to keep the defined
scope limited to buildings. I'm primarily concerned with the regulation of art installations and
statues. While | think there is a good argument for regulating the peak lighting power of these
types of structures, I'm concerned about the materials requirements in 189.1 applying to
artwork. | think our society should be doing everything possible to encourage public art
installations and | don't think green code regulation would be beneficial.

Ballot History

Kent Sovocool

Voted 9/27/2022 1:09:35 PM Eastern by Kent Sovocool during circulation 1
Choice: Yes

Reason:
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Thomas Pape

Voted 9/27/2022 1:12:59 PM Eastern by Thomas Pape during circulation 1
Choice: No with reason

Reason:

The term "structures" is too broad,

Thomas Pape

Voted 9/27/2022 1:12:59 PM Eastern by Thomas Pape during circulation 1
Choice: No with reason

Reason:

The term "structures" is too broad,

Gregg Gress

Voted 9/27/2022 1:23:57 PM Eastern by Gregg Gress during circulation 1
Choice: Yes

Reason:

Michael Cudahy

Voted 9/27/2022 1:38:55 PM Eastern by Michael Cudahy during circulation 1
Choice: Yes

Reason:
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Theresa Weston

Voted 9/27/2022 1:46:52 PM Eastern by Theresa Weston during circulation 1
Choice: Yes

Reason:

Charles Eley

Voted 9/27/2022 1:47:48 PM Eastern by Charles Eley during circulation 1
Choice: Yes

Reason:

Joe Winters

Voted 9/27/2022 2:05:47 PM Eastern by Joe Winters during circulation 1
Choice: Yes

Reason:

Katherine Hammack

Voted 9/27/2022 2:25:53 PM Eastern by Katherine Hammack during circulation 1
Choice: Yes

Reason:
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Katherine Hammack

Voted 9/27/2022 2:25:56 PM Eastern by Katherine Hammack during circulation 1
Choice: Yes

Reason:

Wayne Stoppelmoor

Voted 9/27/2022 2:34:35 PM Eastern by Wayne Stoppelmoor during circulation 1
Choice: Yes

Reason:

Brittany Carl Moser

Voted 9/27/2022 2:45:42 PM Eastern by Brittany Carl Moser during circulation 1
Choice: Yes

Reason:

Susan McLaughlin

Voted 9/27/2022 2:58:36 PM Eastern by Susan McLaughlin during circulation 1
Choice: Yes

Reason:
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Christine Subasic

Voted 9/27/2022 3:12:57 PM Eastern by Christine Subasic during circulation 1
Choice: Abstain with reason

Reason:

| did not hear the discussion of why ‘structures’ was added therefore | am abstaining.

Thomas Hogarth

Voted 9/27/2022 3:25:24 PM Eastern by Thomas Hogarth during circulation 1
Choice: Yes

Reason:

Thomas Culp

Voted 9/27/2022 3:37:24 PM Eastern by Thomas Culp during circulation 1
Choice: Yes

Reason:

Jian Zhang

Voted 9/27/2022 3:53:30 PM Eastern by Jian Zhang during circulation 1
Choice: Yes

Reason:
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Jonathan McHugh

Voted 9/27/2022 4:52:28 PM Eastern by Jonathan McHugh during circulation 1
Choice: Yes

Reason:

Josh Jacobs

Voted 9/28/2022 7:43:19 AM Eastern by Josh Jacobs during circulation 1
Choice: Yes

Reason:
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Martha VanGeem

Voted 9/28/2022 8:56:49 AM Eastern by Martha VanGeem during circulation 1
Choice: No with reason

Reason:

The committee did not have adequate time to discuss the change to add "structures" and why
this is needed. A paragraph in the foreword explaining what this means and why it is needed
would be helpful. In my opinion the scope and title of 189.1 already cover what it is intended to
cover without the addition of the word structures. Including structures means 189.1 regulates
all structures including water treatment plants, energy generation facilities, bridges, all
infrastructure and construction. This is a huge change in scope.

90.1 took a different approach and didn't add the word structures and instead added the
phrase "specifically identified in this standard that are part of a site." This standard already
covers sites. Perhaps the scope could say "structures specifically identified in this standard"

| agreed with the previous changes to the scope and was not in favor of the reconsideration
motion because | do not think it met roberts rules of order. Reconsideration is for something
during the same meeting where the committee realizes they made a mistake. The committee
did not make a mistake. They decided to add something. Roberts rules of order specifically
doesn't allow this with the intention that the committee should not revisit votes after due
process has been taken.

Also since this is a standards action vote, it needs half of the committee to vote for affirmative
for reconsideration and this was not met. The roster that | have indicates that we have 30
members although the agenda indicates 31. Either way, we need 16 in the affirmative for
standards actions. Only 14 voted in the affirmative. So the motion failed.
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Martha VanGeem

Voted 9/28/2022 8:59:35 AM Eastern by Martha VanGeem during circulation 1
Choice: No with reason

Reason:

The committee did not have adequate time to discuss the change to add "structures" and why
this is needed. A paragraph in the foreword explaining what this means and why it is needed
would be helpful. In my opinion the scope and title of 189.1 already cover what it is intended to
cover without the addition of the word structures. Including structures means 189.1 regulates
all structures including water treatment plants, energy generation facilities, bridges, all
infrastructure and construction. This is a huge change in scope.

90.1 took a different approach and didn't add the word structures and instead added the
phrase "specifically identified in this standard that are part of a site." This standard already
covers sites. Perhaps the scope could say "structures specifically identified in this standard"

| agreed with the previous changes to the scope and was not in favor of the reconsideration
motion because | do not think it met roberts rules of order. Reconsideration is for something
during the same meeting where the committee realizes they made a mistake. The committee
did not make a mistake. They decided to add something. Roberts rules of order specifically
doesn't allow this with the intention that the committee should not revisit votes after due
process has been taken.

Also since this is an ASHRAE standards action vote, it needs half of the committee to vote for
affirmative for reconsideration and this was not met. The roster that | have indicates that we
have 30 members although the agenda indicates 31. Either way, we need 16 in the affirmative
for standards actions. Only 14 voted in the affirmative. So the motion failed.

John Cross

Voted 9/28/2022 10:24:17 AM Eastern by John Cross during circulation 1
Choice: No with reason

Reason:

| do not believe that including the term “structure” in the TPS of 189.1 is appropriate or wise.
Such a significant change to the scope of 189.1 will result in many unintended consequences
when provisions in the standard intended for buildings are now applied to non-building
projects. No request was made of each working group to assess the impact such a change
would have on their individual sections. This will result in confusion at the jurisdictional level
and a reticence on the part of jurisdictions to adopt the IgCC.

Not all infrastructure projects that use electricity or water will be able to meet the requirements
of 189.1 nor should they. This includes bridges with light stations, sanitary or stormwater lift
stations, lighted monuments and sculptures, new roadways with street lighting... Are these
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infrastructure projects subject to the site selection provisions in 5.3.1? | have trouble
imagining the restricting of every bridge or roadway from being more than 150 ft from a fish
and wildlife conservation area or 100 ft from any wetland. Even the requirement of
engineered flood proofing up to the level of the first occupied floor is based on a building not
an infrastructure project like a bridge.

How does a stormwater lift station on a greenfield site comply with 5.3.4?

Are the requirements of 5.3.5.3 regarding roofs applicable to lighted park shelters without
walls?

| could on and on — but this is the work of the individual working groups. Before this change
is made to the TPS each working group should be asked to comment on the impact the
change will have on their section.

Are we really sure that every place the term “building project” is used it is appropriate for
projects that are structures as well as buildings? Are we really comfortable broadening the
standard to everything “which is built or constructed”?

| also think that there is also potential confusion between 2.1 and the definition of a building
project. The proposed change to 2.1.a.1 will include structure (that which is built or
constructed) under the heading of a building project, but the definition of a “building project”
states “a building, or group of buildings, and site that utilizes a single submittal for a
construction permit or that are within the boundary of contiguous properties under single
ownership or effective control.” The definition seems quite clear that a building project
requires a building not a non-building structure.

| would also suggest that the answer to the question on the ASHRAE form required to change
the TPS regarding stakeholder groups represented on the committee is incorrectly answered.
By expanding the scope to structures and defining structures as “that which is built or
constructed” will require the addition of individuals with specific expertise in infrastructure
projects.
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| do understand the need to extend some of the 189.1 requirements to projects like lighted
parking lots without an associated building. | believe that can be accomplished by developing
language that addresses “applicable structures” and either spelling out what those applicable
structures are or allowing the jurisdiction the flexibility to determine what an “applicable
structure” would be in their jurisdiction. But attempting to address this issue with a a broad
stroke approach of adding “structure” to the TPS is fraught with difficulties.

Ernest Conrad

Voted 9/28/2022 11:18:29 AM Eastern by Ernest Conrad during circulation 1
Choice: No with reason

Reason:

| agree with the other no votes misuse of the word structures

Anthony Floyd

Voted 9/28/2022 4:06:47 PM Eastern by Anthony Floyd during circulation 1
Choice: Abstain

Reason:

Jim Edelson

Voted 9/28/2022 4:08:10 PM Eastern by Jim Edelson during circulation 1
Choice: Yes

Reason:
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Steven Rosenstock

Voted 9/30/2022 12:31:24 PM Eastern by Steven Rosenstock during circulation 1
Choice: No with reason

Reason:

| agree with the comments about the addition of "structures". When | looked up the definition,
a structure could be anything that is built and uses energy or water, as Mr. Cross highlighted
in his comments.

Michael Jouaneh

Voted 10/3/2022 11:18:23 AM Eastern by Michael Jouaneh during circulation 1
Choice: Yes

Reason:

Donald Horn

Voted 10/3/2022 12:30:22 PM Eastern by Donald Horn during circulation 1
Choice: No with reason

Reason:

The standard does not and should not apply to structures other than buildings.

Jeff Bradley

Voted 10/4/2022 8:44:15 AM Eastern by Jeff Bradley during circulation 1
Choice: Abstain

Reason:
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Lawrence Schoen
Voted 10/5/2022 12:01:58 AM Eastern by Lawrence Schoen during circulation 1
Choice: Not Returned

Adam McMillen
Voted 10/5/2022 12:01:58 AM Eastern by Adam McMillen during circulation 1
Choice: Not Returned

Ted Williams
Voted 10/5/2022 12:01:58 AM Eastern by Ted Williams during circulation 1
Choice: Not Returned

Scott West
Voted 10/5/2022 12:01:58 AM Eastern by Scott West during circulation 1
Choice: Not Returned
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William Eades
Voted 10/5/2022 12:01:58 AM Eastern by William Eades during circulation 1
Choice: Not Returned

Andrew Klein
Voted 10/5/2022 12:01:58 AM Eastern by Andrew Klein during circulation 1
Choice: Not Returned

Webly Bowles
Voted 10/5/2022 12:01:58 AM Eastern by Webly Bowles during circulation 1
Choice: Not Returned

Robert Goo
Voted 10/5/2022 12:01:58 AM Eastern by Robert Goo during circulation 1
Choice: Not Returned
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Susan McLaughlin

Changed 10/5/2022 11:22:36 AM Eastern by Susan McLaughlin during circulation 2
Choice: No with reason

Reason:

| agree with John Cross. The workgroups need to take a closer look at this.

Thomas Hogarth

Changed 10/5/2022 2:09:00 PM Eastern by Thomas Hogarth during circulation 2
Choice: No with reason

Reason:

| agree with those that are concerned that adding structures is not necessary and complicates
the scope. Applicable "systems" is adequate and will be left to the interpretation of the AHJ.

Lawrence Schoen

Changed 10/6/2022 4:07:55 PM Eastern by Lawrence Schoen during circulation 2
Choice: Yes

Reason:

Thomas Culp

Changed 10/10/2022 11:03:18 AM Eastern by Thomas Culp during circulation 2
Choice: No with reason

Reason:

| agree with Martha's and John's negative reason statements about how the term "structures"
could be too broad.
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Christine Subasic

Changed 10/11/2022 7:30:37 AM Eastern by Christine Subasic during circulation 2
Choice: No with reason

Reason:

After reading other reasons provided by negative voters | agree and am voting no.

Ted Williams

Changed 10/11/2022 9:22:34 AM Eastern by Ted Williams during circulation 2
Choice: Yes

Reason:

Scott West

Changed 10/11/2022 10:36:39 AM Eastern by Scott West during circulation 2
Choice: No with reason

Reason:

I'm voting No on the change to add the term Structures. | think we want to keep the defined
scope limited to buildings. I'm primarily concerned with the regulation of art installations and
statues. While | think there is a good argument for regulating the peak lighting power of these
types of structures, I'm concerned about the materials requirements in 189.1 applying to
artwork. | think our society should be doing everything possible to encourage public art

installations and | don't think green code regulation would be beneficial.
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Ballot Report

Committee: SSPC189.1

Standard: 189.1 2020

Standards Committee Document: 189.1 2020

Ballot Type: Standards Action

Motion: Motion to approve TPS changes (Addendum ad) for
Publication public review (11.29)

Ballot Start Date: 11/29/2022 12:00:00 AM
Ballot End Date: 12/6/2022 12:00:00 AM
Ballot Close Date: 12/7/2022 12:02:10 AM
Ballot Tally: 22-3-0-3-2*

Recirculation Start Date: ~ 12/7/2022 12:00:00 AM
Recirculation End Date: 12/14/2022 12:00:00 AM
Recirculation Close Date:  12/15/2022 12:02:19 AM
Final Tally: 21-5-0-2-2*

Final Outcome: Passed

* (Yes-No-No Without Reason-Abstain-No Response)

No
. No With .
First Name Last Name Yes No o Without Abstain Respon
Reason
se
Katherine Hammack X
Webly Bowles (NBI)
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Jeff
Brittany
Ernest
John
Michael
Thomas
William
Jim
Charles
Anthony
Robert
Gregg
Thomas
Donald
Josh
Michael
Andrew
Jonathan
Susan
Thomas
Steven
Lawrence
Kent
Wayne
Christine
Martha
Scott
Theresa

Ted

Bradley X

Carl Moser X

Conrad (BOMA-Voting) X
Cross X
Cudahy X

Culp X

Eades (EPA-Voting)

Edelson (NBI-Voting) X

Eley X

Floyd X

Goo (EPA-Voting)

Gress X

Hogarth X

Horn X
Jacobs X

Jouaneh X

Klein (BOMA)

McHugh X
McLaughlin X
Pape X
Rosenstock X
Schoen X
Sovocool X
Stoppelmoor X

Subasic

VanGeem

West X

Weston X

Williams
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Joe Winters X
Jian Zhang X
21 5 2 3

No Votes With Reason

Ernest Conrad (BOMA-Voting)

Structures are outside the scope of 189.1 which is specific to ONLY "Green Buildings".... in the
standard's very title.

John Cross
I do not believe this is a wise approach as the this will open the standard scope to all types of

construction including infrastructure projects. The argument that individual chapters have
scopes that only address buildings is not correct.

This proposal should have been vetted by each work group to determine what impact such an
expansion of the standard would have on the provisions in their sections.

A study should also have been performed to determine if other published or in process
standards already address sustainable infrastructure projects.

This seems to have partially based on a desire to have parking lots covered by the

standard. This could have been accomplished with an addition to the scope specifically
identifying parking lots, not a general statement that will result in numerous other project types
(see partial list below) being under the general umbrella of the standard.

This issue could be overcome by adding "2.2.c Structures not located on the site of a new
building project" to the list of exceptions.

If desired "parking lots" could be added to the 2.1.a to include them in the scope.

Also, over the past two SSPC meetings 3 different definitions of constitutes a structure have
been cited only further contributing to the confusion.

Infrastructure projects that would be included in this expansion of scope include but are not
limited to:.

lighted bridges

Sanitary sewer systems
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Stormwater sewer systems

lift stations

Monuments

Fountains

lighted pathways

lighted or electric service equipped marinas
port facilities

fixed cranes

heavy or light rail and switching equipment
lighted roadways

lighted sidewalks

runways

radio towers

transmission towers

broadband cabling

wind farms

solar energy facilities

water treatment facilities

pump stations

hazardous material facilities

While these are not buildings, they still may have enclosed spaces making them subject to
indoor air quality requirements.
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Donald Horn

Structures should not be added. If specific items are to be included they should be called out
as such, not a general term of all structures.

Susan McLaughlin

Upon reconsideration, and upon reading the reasons provided by those who voted in the
negative, | am changing my vote to no. | think "structures" covers far more than the Committee
has considered and could take the Committee's discussions (and CMPs) into directions that
are quite unproductive. Moreover, the Chair of WG9 was not able to be present at the time of
the Committee's discussion. As we noted, that is a chapter where the opening purpose
statement does not limit the chapter to buildings or building projects, and thus it is open to
structures-related CMPs should this change to the TPS occur. The WG9 Chair is voting
against this motion, which is significant. As John Cross has noted, and as | noted previously,
this TPS should first have been brought to each of the workgroups for consideration.

Steven Rosenstock

| think the boundary condition should be structures on the building site or at the building
project. | believe such language would receive more consensus.

Ballot History

Michael Jouaneh

Voted 11/29/2022 3:54:47 PM Eastern by Michael Jouaneh during circulation 1
Choice: Yes

Reason:

Page: 5







Ballot Report

Kent Sovocool

Voted 11/29/2022 3:55:20 PM Eastern by Kent Sovocool during circulation 1
Choice: Yes

Reason:

Susan McLaughlin

Voted 11/29/2022 3:55:25 PM Eastern by Susan McLaughlin during circulation 1
Choice: Yes

Reason:

Anthony Floyd

Voted 11/29/2022 3:58:55 PM Eastern by Anthony Floyd during circulation 1
Choice: Yes

Reason:

Joe Winters

Voted 11/29/2022 4:25:37 PM Eastern by Joe Winters during circulation 1
Choice: Yes

Reason:
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Scott West

Voted 11/29/2022 4:45:34 PM Eastern by Scott West during circulation 1
Choice: Yes

Reason:

John Cross

Voted 11/29/2022 5:00:04 PM Eastern by John Cross during circulation 1
Choice: No with reason

Reason:

| do not believe this is a wise approach as the this will open the standard scope to all types of
construction including infrastructure projects. The argument that individual chapters have
scopes that only address buildings is not correct.

This proposal should have been vetted by each work group to determine what impact such an
expansion of the standard would have on the provisions in their sections.

A study should also have been performed to determine if other published or in process
standards already address sustainable infrastructure projects.

This seems to have partially based on a desire to have parking lots covered by the

standard. This could have been accomplished with an addition to the scope specifically
identifying parking lots, not a general statement that will result in numerous other project types
(see partial list below) being under the general umbrella of the standard.

This issue could be overcome by adding "2.2.c Structures not located on the site of a new
building project” to the list of exceptions.

If desired "parking lots" could be added to the 2.1.a to include them in the scope.

Also, over the past two SSPC meetings 3 different definitions of constitutes a structure have
been cited only further contributing to the confusion.

Infrastructure projects that would be included in this expansion of scope include but are not
limited to:.

lighted bridges
Sanitary sewer systems

Stormwater sewer systems
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lift stations

Monuments

Fountains

lighted pathways

lighted or electric service equipped marinas
port facilities

fixed cranes

heavy or light rail and switching equipment
lighted roadways

lighted sidewalks

runways

radio towers

transmission towers

broadband cabling

wind farms

solar energy facilities

water treatment facilities

pump stations

hazardous material facilities

While these are not buildings, they still may have enclosed spaces making them subject to
indoor air quality requirements.
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Theresa Weston

Voted 11/29/2022 5:46:16 PM Eastern by Theresa Weston during circulation 1
Choice: Yes

Reason:

Katherine Hammack

Voted 11/29/2022 6:25:06 PM Eastern by Katherine Hammack during circulation 1
Choice: Yes

Reason:

Wayne Stoppelmoor

Voted 11/29/2022 8:19:35 PM Eastern by Wayne Stoppelmoor during circulation 1
Choice: Yes

Reason:

Page: 9







Ballot Report

Martha VanGeem

Voted 11/29/2022 8:48:26 PM Eastern by Martha VanGeem during circulation 1
Choice: Abstain

Reason:

Jonathan McHugh

Voted 11/30/2022 2:22:18 AM Eastern by Jonathan McHugh during circulation 1
Choice: Yes

Reason:

Josh Jacobs

Voted 11/30/2022 9:04:49 AM Eastern by Josh Jacobs during circulation 1
Choice: Yes

Reason:

Thomas Hogarth

Voted 11/30/2022 10:13:39 AM Eastern by Thomas Hogarth during circulation 1
Choice: Yes

Reason:

Page: 10







Ballot Report

Ernest Conrad

Voted 11/30/2022 11:49:08 AM Eastern by Ernest Conrad during circulation 1
Choice: No with reason

Reason:

Structures are outside the scope of 189.1 which is specific to ONLY "Green Buildings".... in
the standard's very title.

Jim Edelson

Voted 11/30/2022 1:13:54 PM Eastern by Jim Edelson during circulation 1
Choice: Yes

Reason:

Christine Subasic

Voted 11/30/2022 3:36:24 PM Eastern by Christine Subasic during circulation 1
Choice: Abstain

Reason:

Jeff Bradley

Voted 12/1/2022 3:09:32 AM Eastern by Jeff Bradley during circulation 1
Choice: Yes

Reason:
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Steven Rosenstock

Voted 12/2/2022 4:21:51 PM Eastern by Steven Rosenstock during circulation 1
Choice: Abstain with reason

Reason:

| think the boundary condition should be structures on the building site or at the building
project. | believe such language would receive more consensus on the full committee.

Thomas Pape

Voted 12/2/2022 4:46:12 PM Eastern by Thomas Pape during circulation 1
Choice: Yes

Reason:

Thomas Culp

Voted 12/4/2022 9:51:13 AM Eastern by Thomas Culp during circulation 1
Choice: Yes

Reason:

Michael Cudahy

Voted 12/5/2022 6:52:52 AM Eastern by Michael Cudahy during circulation 1
Choice: Yes

Reason:
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Charles Eley

Voted 12/5/2022 10:52:57 AM Eastern by Charles Eley during circulation 1
Choice: Yes

Reason:

Brittany Carl Moser

Voted 12/5/2022 11:05:11 AM Eastern by Brittany Carl Moser during circulation 1
Choice: Yes

Reason:

Lawrence Schoen

Voted 12/5/2022 12:22:13 PM Eastern by Lawrence Schoen during circulation 1
Choice: Yes

Reason:

Gregg Gress

Voted 12/5/2022 4:27:17 PM Eastern by Gregg Gress during circulation 1
Choice: Yes

Reason:
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Donald Horn

Voted 12/5/2022 9:29:28 PM Eastern by Donald Horn during circulation 1
Choice: No with reason

Reason:

Structures should not be added. If specific items are to be included they should be called out
as such, not a general term of all structures.

Jian Zhang

Voted 12/6/2022 8:45:03 PM Eastern by Jian Zhang during circulation 1
Choice: Yes

Reason:

Ted Williams
Voted 12/7/2022 12:02:10 AM Eastern by Ted Williams during circulation 1
Choice: Not Returned

William Eades
Voted 12/7/2022 12:02:10 AM Eastern by William Eades during circulation 1
Choice: Not Returned
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Andrew Kilein
Voted 12/7/2022 12:02:10 AM Eastern by Andrew Klein during circulation 1
Choice: Not Returned

Webly Bowles
Voted 12/7/2022 12:02:10 AM Eastern by Webly Bowles during circulation 1
Choice: Not Returned

Robert Goo
Voted 12/7/2022 12:02:10 AM Eastern by Robert Goo during circulation 1
Choice: Not Returned

Susan McLaughlin

Changed 12/7/2022 12:12:11 PM Eastern by Susan McLaughlin during circulation 2
Choice: No with reason

Reason:

Upon reconsideration, and upon reading the reasons provided by those who voted in the
negative, | am changing my vote to no. | think "structures" covers far more than the
Committee has considered and could take the Committee's discussions (and CMPs) into
directions that are quite unproductive. Moreover, the Chair of WG9 was not able to be
present at the time of the Committee's discussion. As we noted, that is a chapter where the
opening purpose statement does not limit the chapter to buildings or building projects, and
thus it is open to structures-related CMPs should this change to the TPS occur. The WG9
Chair is voting against this motion, which is significant. As John Cross has noted, and as |
noted previously, this TPS should first have been brought to each of the workgroups for
consideration.

Page: 15







Ballot Report

Steven Rosenstock

Changed 12/9/2022 4:14:44 PM Eastern by Steven Rosenstock during circulation 2
Choice: No with reason

Reason:

| think the boundary condition should be structures on the building site or at the building
project. | believe such language would receive more consensus.
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Ballot Report

Committee: SSPC189.1

Standard: 189.1 2020

Standards Committee Document: 189.1 2020

Ballot Type: Standards Action

Motion: Motion to approve TPSDAO01 for publication public review

Ballot Start Date: 6/28/2022 12:00:00 AM
Ballot End Date: 7/5/2022 12:00:00 AM
Ballot Close Date: 7/6/2022 3:32:02 AM
Ballot Tally: 20-3-0-3-2*

Recirculation Start Date:  7/6/2022 12:00:00 AM
Recirculation End Date:  7/13/2022 12:00:00 AM
Recirculation Close Date: 7/14/2022 3:31:13 AM
Final Tally: 22-3-0-2-1*

Final Outcome: Passed

* (Yes-No-No Without Reason-Abstain-No Response)

No
. No With .
First Name Last Name Yes No © Without Abstain Respon
Reason i

Katherine Hammack X
Jeff Bradley X
Kimberly Cheslak (NBI)
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Ballot Report

Ernest Conrad (BOMA-Voting) X

John Cross X

Michael Cudahy X

Thomas Culp X

William Eades (EPA-Voting) X

Jim Edelson (NBI-Voting) X

Charles Eley

Anthony Floyd X

Robert Goo (EPA)

Gregg Gress X

Thomas Hogarth X

Donald Horn X

Josh Jacobs X

Michael Jouaneh X

Andrew Klein (BOMA)

Neil Leslie X
Jonathan McHugh X
Susan McLaughlin X

Adam McMillen X

Thomas Pape X

Steven Rosenstock X
Lawrence Schoen X
Kent Sovocool X
Christine Subasic X

Martha VanGeem X

Scott West X

Joe Winters X

Jian Zhang X
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22 3 2

No Votes With Reason
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Ballot Report

Jonathan McHugh

The changes to the 189.1 TPS are contrary to the recent changes to the TPS of ASHRAE 90.1,
the energy base code of Std 189.1. Addenda AM, BG and CB to 90.1 have updated TPS to
sites include sites that do not have buildings on them that have newly installed equipment
covered by the standard. The most notable newly covered equipment is outdoor lighting as
might be found in commercial parking lots without an associated building, or common site
lighting for malls where the lot is also not associated with any one building etc. This can also
cover lighting in national parks (i.e. LZ0 or LZ1).

Item 5 under section 2.1 in this proposal would more narrowly define the scope of 189.1 than
ASHRAE 90.1 as the scope of 189.1 would be limited to “site on which the building is located.”
The purpose of Std 90.1-2002 (Section 1.1) is: “To establish the minimum energy efficiency
requirements of buildings other than low-rise residential buildings, and sites...” The scope of
Std 90.1-2022 (Section 2.1 (a) item 3 includes, “new systems and equipment specifically
identified in this standard that are part of a site.” Section 4.1.1.6 and Section 4.2.1.4 of
ASHRAE 90.1-2022 also make clear that outdoor lighting not connected to a building are also
in scope. In the past covered outdoor lighting was served though the building’s electrical
service. With adoption of Std 90.1 addendum AM exterior lighting power allowances in table
9.4.2-2 are changed from “building exteriors” to “exterior applications” and addendum, and in
addendum, BG, the lighting scope in Section 9.1.1.1 is expanded to “New Sites Systems and
Equipment”. In short the motion to approve TPSDAO1 would be out of step with the efforts over
the past three years in 90.1 to make sure that the energy savings from regulated commercial
lighting that is not connected to a building service is covered by the standard.

Sections in Std 189.1 that appropriately cover outdoor lighting not served by the building's
electrical service include Sections 5.3.6 (Light Pollution), 7.4.6.1.2 (Exterior LPD), 7.4.6.4
(Exterior Lighting Controls). Section 6.3.1.1 irrigation limitations might also apply to burial
grounds and the like even when a building is not there - especially if the exception is removed
in DA27. | believe the scope in 189.1 should be covering all of the outdoor lighting
applications in 90.1 with the increased levels of stringency and broader environmental scope
called for by 189.1.

Recommended changes to address my concerns (in red and underlined):

1.1 The purpose of this standard is to provide minimum requirements for the siting, design,
construction, and plans for operation of high-performance green buildings and sites and to...

2.1 This standard addresses site sustainability, water use efficiency, energy efficiency, indoor
environmental quality (IEQ), materials and resources, and construction and plans for
operation. |t contains requirements that apply to the following building projects.:...

8. New systems and equipment specifically identified in this standard that are part of a site,
including sites_without buildings.
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Steven Rosenstock

| appreciate all of the hard work that went into this revision, but | don't agree with some of the
changes. | think that the language on reducing emissions should be focused on buildings and
building systems, since that is what is being decided by building owners and designers.

Lawrence Schoen

The concerns raised by Jon McHugh s/b addressed prior to PPR.

Ballot History

Katherine Hammack

Voted 6/28/2022 4:52:48 PM Eastern by Katherine Hammack during circulation 1
Choice: Abstain with reason

Reason:

Chair not voting

Donald Horn

Voted 6/28/2022 4:59:19 PM Eastern by Donald Horn during circulation 1
Choice: Yes

Reason:

John Cross

Voted 6/28/2022 5:00:37 PM Eastern by John Cross during circulation 1
Choice: Yes

Reason:
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Ernest Conrad

Voted 6/28/2022 5:08:50 PM Eastern by Ernest Conrad during circulation 1
Choice: Yes

Reason:

Thomas Culp

Voted 6/28/2022 5:14:23 PM Eastern by Thomas Culp during circulation 1
Choice: Yes

Reason:

Martha VanGeem

Voted 6/28/2022 6:03:15 PM Eastern by Martha VanGeem during circulation 1
Choice: Yes

Reason:

Susan McLaughlin

Voted 6/28/2022 6:50:03 PM Eastern by Susan McLaughlin during circulation 1
Choice: Abstain

Reason:
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Kent Sovocool

Voted 6/28/2022 8:06:41 PM Eastern by Kent Sovocool during circulation 1
Choice: Yes

Reason:

Josh Jacobs

Voted 6/29/2022 7:03:02 AM Eastern by Josh Jacobs during circulation 1
Choice: Yes

Reason:

Jeff Bradley

Voted 6/29/2022 10:31:34 AM Eastern by Jeff Bradley during circulation 1
Choice: Yes

Reason:

Jim Edelson

Voted 6/29/2022 11:22:54 AM Eastern by Jim Edelson during circulation 1
Choice: Yes

Reason:
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Anthony Floyd

Voted 6/29/2022 1:00:15 PM Eastern by Anthony Floyd during circulation 1
Choice: Yes

Reason:

Neil Leslie

Voted 6/29/2022 1:45:54 PM Eastern by Neil Leslie during circulation 1
Choice: Yes

Reason:

Jian Zhang

Voted 6/29/2022 4:12:54 PM Eastern by Jian Zhang during circulation 1
Choice: Abstain

Reason:

Thomas Pape

Voted 6/29/2022 4:43:20 PM Eastern by Thomas Pape during circulation 1
Choice: Yes

Reason:
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Steven Rosenstock

Voted 6/30/2022 8:21:23 AM Eastern by Steven Rosenstock during circulation 1
Choice: No with reason

Reason:

| appreciate all of the hard work that went into this revision, but | don't agree with some of the
changes. | think that the language on reducing emissions should be focused on buildings and
building systems, since that is what is being decided by building owners and designers.

William Eades

Voted 6/30/2022 1:52:33 PM Eastern by William Eades during circulation 1
Choice: Yes

Reason:

Thomas Hogarth

Voted 6/30/2022 2:28:58 PM Eastern by Thomas Hogarth during circulation 1
Choice: Yes

Reason:

Christine Subasic

Voted 6/30/2022 2:50:13 PM Eastern by Christine Subasic during circulation 1
Choice: Yes

Reason:
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Gregg Gress

Voted 6/30/2022 4:44:03 PM Eastern by Gregg Gress during circulation 1
Choice: Yes

Reason:

Jonathan McHugh

Voted 7/4/2022 12:32:02 PM Eastern by Jonathan McHugh during circulation 1
Choice: No with reason

Reason:
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Ballot Report

The changes to the 189.1 TPS are contrary to the recent changes to the TPS of ASHRAE
90.1, the energy base code of Std 189.1. Addenda AM, BG and CB to 90.1 have updated
TPS to sites include sites that do not have buildings on them that have newly installed
equipment covered by the standard. The most notable newly covered equipment is outdoor
lighting as might be found in commercial parking lots without an associated building, or
common site lighting for malls where the lot is also not associated with any one building

etc. This can also cover lighting in national parks (i.e. LZ0 or LZ1).

Item 5 under section 2.1 in this proposal would more narrowly define the scope of 189.1 than
ASHRAE 90.1 as the scope of 189.1 would be limited to “site on which the building is located.
” The purpose of Std 90.1-2002 (Section 1.1) is: “To establish the minimum energy efficiency
requirements of buildings other than low-rise residential buildings, and sites...” The scope of
Std 90.1-2022 (Section 2.1 (a) item 3 includes, “new systems and equipment specifically
identified in this standard that are part of a site.” Section 4.1.1.6 and Section 4.2.1.4 of
ASHRAE 90.1-2022 also make clear that outdoor lighting not connected to a building are also
in scope. In the past covered outdoor lighting was served though the building’s electrical
service. With adoption of Std 90.1 addendum AM exterior lighting power allowances in table
9.4.2-2 are changed from “building exteriors” to “exterior applications” and addendum, and in
addendum, BG, the lighting scope in Section 9.1.1.1 is expanded to “New Sites Systems and
Equipment”. In short the motion to approve TPSDAO1 would be out of step with the efforts
over the past three years in 90.1 to make sure that the energy savings from regulated
commercial lighting that is not connected to a building service is covered by the standard.

Sections in Std 189.1 that appropriately cover outdoor lighting not served by the building's
electrical service include Sections 5.3.6 (Light Pollution), 7.4.6.1.2 (Exterior LPD), 7.4.6.4
(Exterior Lighting Controls). Section 6.3.1.1 irrigation limitations might also apply to burial
grounds and the like even when a building is not there - especially if the exception is removed
in DA27. | believe the scope in 189.1 should be covering all of the outdoor lighting
applications in 90.1 with the increased levels of stringency and broader environmental scope
called for by 189.1.

Recommended changes to address my concerns (in red and underlined):

1.1 The purpose of this standard is to provide minimum requirements for the siting, design,
construction, and plans for operation of high-performance green buildings and sites and to...

2.1 This standard addresses site sustainability, water use efficiency, energy efficiency, indoor
environmental quality (IEQ), materials and resources, and construction and plans for
operation. It contains requirements that apply to the following building projects:...

8. New systems and equipment specifically identified in this standard that are part of a site,
including sites_without buildings.
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Joe Winters

Voted 7/4/2022 5:08:54 PM Eastern by Joe Winters during circulation 1
Choice: Yes

Reason:

Michael Cudahy

Voted 7/5/2022 9:36:05 AM Eastern by Michael Cudahy during circulation 1
Choice: Yes

Reason:

Scott West

Voted 7/5/2022 10:03:27 AM Eastern by Scott West during circulation 1
Choice: Yes

Reason:

Adam McMillen

Voted 7/5/2022 10:07:39 AM Eastern by Adam McMillen during circulation 1
Choice: Yes

Reason:
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Lawrence Schoen

Voted 7/5/2022 2:52:19 PM Eastern by Lawrence Schoen during circulation 1
Choice: No with reason

Reason:

The concerns raised by Jon McHugh s/b addressed prior to PPR.

Charles Eley
Voted 7/6/2022 3:32:02 AM Eastern by Charles Eley during circulation 1
Choice: Not Returned

Michael Jouaneh
Voted 7/6/2022 3:32:02 AM Eastern by Michael Jouaneh during circulation 1
Choice: Not Returned

Andrew Kilein
Voted 7/6/2022 3:32:02 AM Eastern by Andrew Klein during circulation 1
Choice: Not Returned
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Kimberly Cheslak
Voted 7/6/2022 3:32:02 AM Eastern by Kimberly Cheslak during circulation 1
Choice: Not Returned

Robert Goo
Voted 7/6/2022 3:32:02 AM Eastern by Robert Goo during circulation 1
Choice: Not Returned

Jonathan McHugh

Changed 7/6/2022 7:20:00 PM Eastern by Jonathan McHugh during circulation 2
Choice: No with reason

Reason:
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Ballot Report

The changes to the 189.1 TPS are contrary to the recent changes to the TPS of ASHRAE
90.1, the energy base code of Std 189.1. Addenda AM, BG and CB to 90.1 have updated
TPS to sites include sites that do not have buildings on them that have newly installed
equipment covered by the standard. The most notable newly covered equipment is outdoor
lighting as might be found in commercial parking lots without an associated building, or
common site lighting for malls where the lot is also not associated with any one building

etc. This can also cover lighting in national parks (i.e. LZ0 or LZ1).

Item 5 under section 2.1 in this proposal would more narrowly define the scope of 189.1 than
ASHRAE 90.1 as the scope of 189.1 would be limited to “site on which the building is located.
” The purpose of Std 90.1-2002 (Section 1.1) is: “To establish the minimum energy efficiency
requirements of buildings other than low-rise residential buildings, and sites...” The scope of
Std 90.1-2022 (Section 2.1 (a) item 3 includes, “new systems and equipment specifically
identified in this standard that are part of a site.” Section 4.1.1.6 and Section 4.2.1.4 of
ASHRAE 90.1-2022 also make clear that outdoor lighting not connected to a building are also
in scope. In the past covered outdoor lighting was served though the building’s electrical
service. With adoption of Std 90.1 addendum AM exterior lighting power allowances in table
9.4.2-2 are changed from “building exteriors” to “exterior applications” and addendum, and in
addendum, BG, the lighting scope in Section 9.1.1.1 is expanded to “New Sites Systems and
Equipment”. In short the motion to approve TPSDAO1 would be out of step with the efforts
over the past three years in 90.1 to make sure that the energy savings from regulated
commercial lighting that is not connected to a building service is covered by the standard.

Sections in Std 189.1 that appropriately cover outdoor lighting not served by the building's
electrical service include Sections 5.3.6 (Light Pollution), 7.4.6.1.2 (Exterior LPD), 7.4.6.4
(Exterior Lighting Controls). Section 6.3.1.1 irrigation limitations might also apply to burial
grounds and the like even when a building is not there - especially if the exception is removed
in DA27. | believe the scope in 189.1 should be covering all of the outdoor lighting
applications in 90.1 with the increased levels of stringency and broader environmental scope
called for by 189.1.

Recommended changes to address my concerns (in red and underlined):

1.1 The purpose of this standard is to provide minimum requirements for the siting, design,
construction, and plans for operation of high-performance green buildings and sites and to...

2.1 This standard addresses site sustainability, water use efficiency, energy efficiency, indoor
environmental quality (IEQ), materials and resources, and construction and plans for
operation. It contains requirements that apply to the following building projects:...

8. New systems and equipment specifically identified in this standard that are part of a site,
including sites_without buildings.
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Susan McLaughlin

Changed 7/6/2022 7:20:00 PM Eastern by Susan McLaughlin during circulation 2
Choice: Yes with reason

Reason:

Susan requested to change vote from Abstain to Yes (7/6/2022) -TL

Susan McLaughlin

Changed 7/7/2022 2:23:41 PM Eastern by Susan McLaughlin during circulation 2
Choice: Yes

Reason:

Michael Jouaneh

Changed 7/12/2022 2:08:14 PM Eastern by Michael Jouaneh during circulation 2
Choice: Yes

Reason:
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		Proposed Changes to an Approved Title, Purpose and Scope





		INSTRUCTIONS:


If, during the course of developing or revising a standard or guideline, a project committee (PC) determines that changes to an approved TPS are warranted, the PC shall submit the request to the MOS for further approval prior to submission of a standard, guideline or addendum for public review.  

The request shall indicate the proposed changes to the approved TPS with existing text to be deleted denoted by strikethrough and new text to be added denoted by double underline. The request shall also include the rationale supporting the proposed changes to the TPS, the PC vote and the date of the meeting or letter ballot associated with the PC vote. Editorial changes to a TPS may be approved by the MOS; otherwise, the request shall be submitted to the appropriate approving bodies.


Notice of a revised TPS will be announced in Standards Actions. If it is determined that the revised TPS results in the identification of new stakeholder groups likely to be directly impacted by the standard, a public notice will be placed in the ASHRAE Standards Actions and ANSI Standard Actions, asking for public comments with a time period of 30 days. If any substantive public review comments are received, the PC will review and respond to the commenters.  If necessary, the PC may revise the TPS and submit a new request for approval.  If no public review comments are received, the revised TPS automatically becomes approved on the close of the public comment date.








1. Project committee (PC number and title):  SSPC 100 - Energy Efficiency in Existing Buildings

2. Today’s date: 02/03/23

3. PC Chair: Wayne Stoppelmoor

4. Proposed TPS – Provide proposed changes below to the current approved TPS (confirm TPS by checking version on the ASHRAE website at: https://www.ashrae.org/srttps) with deleted text shown in hard strikethrough and additions shown in double underline (do not use Track Changes). 

Title: Energy and Emissions Building Performance Standard for Efficiency in Existing Buildings

Purpose

1.1 This standard establishes building greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions and energy consumption performance levels for existing buildings. This standard provides compliance requirements criteria that will result in reduced energy consumption through improved energy efficiency and reduced GHG emissions of performance in existing buildings.

1.2 This standard is directed toward:

a.
setting performance targets based on operational GHG emissions and energy consumption,


b.
accommodating progressively more stringent performance targets,


c.
providing a technical basis for setting building performance standards, and


d.a.
providing procedures and programs essential to energy efficient operation, maintenance, management, and monitoring.

b.
increasing the energy efficiency of the energy-using systems and components, and


c.
upgrading the thermal performance of the building envelope.


2.
Scope

This standard applies to existing buildings, portions of buildings, and complexes, including the envelope and all systems in the building. This standard excludes industrial and agricultural processes in buildings for which the energy consumption and emissions use targets do not include those processes.

4a.  Revised TPS as proposed (“clean” version with no strikethrough or underlined changes): 


Title: Energy and Emissions Building Performance Standard for Existing Buildings

Purpose

1.1 This standard establishes building greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions and energy consumption performance levels for existing buildings. This standard provides compliance requirements that will result in improved energy efficiency and reduced GHG emissions of existing buildings.


1.2 This standard is directed toward:

a.
setting performance targets based on operational GHG emissions and energy consumption,


b.
accommodating progressively more stringent performance targets,


c.
providing a technical basis for setting building performance standards, and


d.
providing procedures and programs essential to energy efficient operation, maintenance, management, and monitoring.


2.
Scope

This standard applies to existing buildings, portions of buildings, and complexes, including the envelope and all systems in the building. This standard excludes industrial and agricultural processes in buildings for which the energy consumption and emissions targets do not include those processes.

5. Background/Rationale for proposed TPS changes:


The ASHRAE Building Decarbonization Task Force (created by the ASHRAE president) desires ASHRAE to have/develop a Building Performance Standard (BPS) having a carbon metric. ASHRAE Std. 100 essentially accomplishes that task with the absence of having BPS in the title and carbon metrics in the purpose & scope.

See provided material for additional information.


6. Are the proposed TPS changes considered substantive?


 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No
X Yes   

7. Are there new stakeholder groups that are likely to be directly impacted by the revised TPS? 


X No
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes   If yes, please identify stakeholders:

8. PC vote (yes, no, abstain, ballot not returned) to approve proposed changes and meeting/letter ballot date:


Committee Vote during November 22nd, 2022 virtual committee meeting. Continuation ballot circulated to seven absent members from 11/22/22 to 11/30/22. Final Tally 13-0-0-2-4 (Yes-No-No without Comment-Abstain-Not Returned).

Please submit request to the MOS at standards.section@ashrae.org with a copy to the PC SPLS Liaison by the published deadline for consideration at the upcoming ASHRAE SPLS meeting.
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Project Committee Membership Roster Changes for

 

ASHRAE Winter Meeting – February 2023 

Un less otherwise noted, terms for all  applicants begin  on   February   9 , 202 3   When  reviewing an applicant’s bio, please note that the most current employer   may be listed under the Basic Data information and the  Previous Employers (and in some instances the present Employer) may be listed under the Professional Experience.      

S PC   16 , Method of Testing for Rating Ro om Air Conditioners, Packaged Terminal Air Conditioners and Packaged  Terminal Heat Pumps for Cooling and Heating Capacity   Bahnfleth - NO VOTE REQUIRED  

Present Balance:  Total of  10   Voting Members   2  General   5  Producer   3  User   Proposed Balance:  Total of   10   Voting Members   2  General   5  Producer   3  User  

 

Notes:     Mr. Robert Berry  –   NVM - Producer submitted his resignation:    

Resignation -  Berry_R.pdf

 

S PC   213 ,  Method for Calculating Moist Air  Thermodynamic Properties   Bahnfleth  

Present Balance:  Total of  6   Voting Members   2  General   2  Producer   2  User   Proposed Balance:  Total of  6   Voting Members   2  General   2  Producer   2  User  

 

Notes:     The Chair of SPC 2 13   is recommending the below individual as a Consultant :     Christopher G Stone  -   AHRI  

SSPC 209 , Energy Simulation A ided Design for Buildings Except Low - Rise Residential Buildings   Bahnfleth - NO VOTE REQUIRED  

Present Balance:  Total of  24   Voting Members   8  General   7   Producer   9  User   Proposed Balance:  Total of   23   Voting Members   7  General   7  Producer   9  User  

 

Notes:     Mr.  Jerry Phelan  –   PCVM - General submitted his resignation   due to his retirement from Covestro:    

SSPC 209 Resignation  Phelan_J.pdf
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		Proposed Changes to an Approved Title, Purpose and Scope





		INSTRUCTIONS:


If, during the course of developing or revising a standard or guideline, a project committee (PC) determines that changes to an approved TPS are warranted, the PC shall submit the request to the MOS for further approval prior to submission of a standard, guideline or addendum for public review.  

The request shall indicate the proposed changes to the approved TPS with existing text to be deleted denoted by strikethrough and new text to be added denoted by double underline. The request shall also include the rationale supporting the proposed changes to the TPS, the PC vote and the date of the meeting or letter ballot associated with the PC vote. Editorial changes to a TPS may be approved by the MOS; otherwise, the request shall be submitted to the appropriate approving bodies.


Notice of a revised TPS will be announced in Standards Actions. If it is determined that the revised TPS results in the identification of new stakeholder groups likely to be directly impacted by the standard, a public notice will be placed in the ASHRAE Standards Actions and ANSI Standard Actions, asking for public comments with a time period of 30 days. If any substantive public review comments are received, the PC will review and respond to the commenters.  If necessary, the PC may revise the TPS and submit a new request for approval.  If no public review comments are received, the revised TPS automatically becomes approved on the close of the public comment date.








1. Project committee (PC number and title):  150 Method of Testing the Performance of Cool Storage Systems

JP move to approve the changes to the TPS, LM seconded. The motion failed 3-11-0 CNV

2. Today’s date: December 8, 2022

3.  PC Chair: Charles E. Dorgan

4. Proposed TPS – Provide proposed changes below to the current approved TPS (confirm TPS by checking version on the ASHRAE website at: https://www.ashrae.org/srttps) with deleted text shown in hard strikethrough and additions shown in double underline (do not use Track Changes). 

Title: Methods of Testing Performance of Installed Cool Storage Systems

Purpose: This standard prescribes a uniform set of testing procedures for determining the cooling capacityies and efficiencyies, and other aspects of performance of installed cool storage systems.

Scope: :                    2.1 This standard covers cool storage systems composed of chillers, storage medium, storage device or vessel, heat sink equipment or heat sink systems, and other auxiliary equipment required to provide a complete and working system. The standard is limited to daily loads, weekly loads, and short-term industrial or food industry loads. 

2.2 This standard includes the following:


(a) three a  uniform methods of testing,

1) Method 1: Minimum Testing of Latent Ice Storage Systems. 


2) Method 2: Minimum Testing of Sensible Stratified Chilled Water or Low-Temperature Fluids Systems.


3) Method 3: Enhanced Performance Test


(b) identification of test equipment for performing such tests,


(c) identification of data required and calculations to be used, and


(d) definitions and terminology.


2.3 This standard does not cover testing of the airside distribution.


(a) testing of the airside distribution, 


(b) seasonal storage systems or 


(c) warm storage systems.


4a.  Revised TPS as proposed (“clean” version with no strikethrough or underlined changes): 


Title: Methods of Testing the Performance of Installed Cool Storage Systems

Purpose: This standard prescribes a uniform set of testing procedures for determining the capacity, efficiency, and other aspects of performance of installed cool storage systems.

Scope: 2.1 This standard covers cool storage systems composed of chillers, storage medium, storage device or vessel, heat sink equipment or heat sink systems, and other auxiliary equipment required to provide a  complete and working system. The standard is limited to daily loads, weekly loads, and short-term industrial or food industry loads. 


2.2 This standard includes the following:


(a) three uniform methods of testing, 


1) Method 1: Minimum Testing of Latent Ice Storage Systems. 


2) Method 2: Minimum Testing of Sensible Stratified Chilled Water or Low-Temperature Fluids Systems.


3) Method 3: Enhanced Performance Test


(b) identification of test equipment for performing such tests,


(c) identification of data required and calculations to be used, and


(d) definitions and terminology.


2.3 This standard does not cover 


(a) testing of the airside distribution, 


(b) seasonal storage systems or 


(c) warm storage systems.


5. Background/Rationale for proposed TPS changes:  The current standard has limited use. It includes a detailed testing procedure that is not required for most cool thermal storage systems. The current testing procedure is required when a utility or other incentive funding source or owner desires to confirm the system provides the full cooling capacity or the design and will meet critical discharge loads and the overall efficiency of the cool storage systems. The committee desires to provide a standard that will be used on most cool storage installations. Therefore two additional standard cooling methods are being developed for latent and sensible testing of systems with lower certainty of performance than the existing standard testing method. The existing method will be used to provide an Enhance Performance Test method. The goal and objective is to provide standard testing methods that will meet the need of all owners. 

6. Are the proposed TPS changes considered substantive?


 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No
x Yes   

7. Are there new stakeholder groups that are likely to be directly impacted by the revised TPS? 


x No
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes   If yes, please identify stakeholders:

8. PC vote (yes, no, abstain, ballot not returned) to approve proposed changes and meeting/letter ballot date: Meeting vote on November 14, 2022 with seven voting members in attendance and all voting yes.  A letter ballot was given to the other four voting members for return on December 7, 2022. The ballot vote was two voting yes and two ballot not returned (Kline and Becker).  Vote summary: 9 Yes, 0 No, 0 abstain, 2 Ballot not returned. 

Please submit request to the MOS at standards.section@ashrae.org with a copy to the PC SPLS Liaison by the published deadline for consideration at the upcoming ASHRAE SPLS meeting.
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