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	ACTION ITEMS ASSIGNED 

	AI#
	Action
	Assigned to
	Status

	
	None
	
	


1.
Call to Order/Introductions and Review of Agenda
Call to Order

The Standards Reaffirmation Subcommittee (SRS) meeting was called to order on Tuesday, January 10, 2023, at 2:00pm.  
Introductions

Chairman Jonathan Humble greeted members.  
	SRS Members

Jonathan Humble, Chair
Srinivas Katipamula
Gerald Kettler
Paolo Tronville

William F. Walter

	SRS Members Absent

Julia Majurin
Guests 

	Staff 
Tanisha Meyers-Lisle, Procedures Administrator



2.
Chairman’s Report

The Chairman acknowledged the Code of Ethics and Diversity Commitment.
3.
Staff Report

SRS members will be receiving a letter ballot via the ASHRAE online comment database on Friday, January 13th. ASHRAE has one Guideline recommended for revision and another recommended for reaffirmation. The Guideline recommended for reaffirmation will in turn become a revision due to updating references. SRS will act as the revision PC for that document. Scheduled time for SRS members to cast their vote will be two weeks.
4.
Approval of Minutes

No minutes were approved at this meeting. 
5.
Review of Action Items/ Unfinished Business

None.
6.
Drafts for Reaffirmation/Revision Publication Public Review
None.
7.
Drafts for Revision 
None.
9.
Drafts for Withdrawal
None.
10.
New Business
It was moved by Bill Walters and seconded by Srinivas Katipamula that a revision PC be formed to review the standard and address the public review comments. 

BACKGROUND:

BSR/ASHRAE Standard 214-2017RA, Standard for Determining and Expressing Building Energy Performance in a Rating Program

[image: image1.emf]Std. 214-2017RA  Comments.pdf


There were nine public review comments received to the reaffirmation publication public review of BSR/ASHRAE Standard 214-2017. SRS met and determined that the comments should be addressed by a PC as SRS was not capable to make such changes to the document.
Discussion:

· Walters – Comment #003, Section 6.1b informative note mentions source. At first reading I understood the standard applied to site energy not source energy, but upon further review it mentions source energy. The PC needs to make it clear which they are referring to, source or site. 

· Humble – I think it is also mentioned in comment 002. 

· Kettler – natural gas industry is changing quickly and a revision PC needs to be formed. I watched the news this morning and saw the federal government is going to outlaw gas cooking in houses nationwide. 

· Tronville - There are some comments that are related to source, but I am not sure the scope of the standard is covered in that. It should be made clear. To my understanding it is related to the building itself not the source of the energy.
VOTE: 5-0-0, CV

11.
Adjournment


The SRS meeting adjourned at 2:20 p.m.
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 Document: Standard for Determining and Expressing Building Energy
Performance in a Rating Program


Addendum:     Type: Standard    Public Review Number: 1 


Number: 214  Year: 2017 Scope: Full Public Review 


Suffix: RA         TPS Only: No 


 
  
 Comment:


  
Metered data restricted to site energy use  


Commenter Name: Dr Thomas Ortiz


Affiliation: National Propane Gas Association 


Address: 7408 Cayenne Ln
Austin TX, 78741-7524


Phone: 202-466-9454   Fax:


Email: tortiz@npga.org


 


Comment Type: Substantive   Commenter Number: 0001


Section/Subsection Type: Clause Comment Number: 001


Section/Subsection Identifier: 2.2(c) Date Submitted: 11/8/2022 4:47:48 PM


Supportive: False Comment Status: New - Submitted


Assigned Responder: Approval Date:


Committee Response: Late Comment:


Commenter Reply: ANSI Comment:


Reply Status: Response Status:


Comment Key: 21213    


Attachments: No Attachments


 Comment Text:


 Substantiating Comments:


 If energy use must be established using “metered data”, then it will be restricted to site energy use.  This is
not an entirely accurate measure of building energy consumption, because electrification of buildings
transfers a significant amount of energy use from the building site to the point of electricity generation. 
Substantial energy loss occurs between the point of generation and the point of end use.


Comment Responses and Replies


There are no Responses or Replies for this Comment. 
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 Document: Standard for Determining and Expressing Building Energy
Performance in a Rating Program


Addendum:     Type: Standard    Public Review Number: 1 


Number: 214  Year: 2017 Scope: Full Public Review 


Suffix: RA         TPS Only: No 


 
  
 Comment:


  
Aspects subjected to the rating do not appear to include systems
outside of the building’s enclosed spaces  


Commenter Name: Dr Thomas Ortiz


Affiliation: National Propane Gas Association 


Address: 7408 Cayenne Ln
Austin TX, 78741-7524


Phone: 202-466-9454   Fax:


Email: tortiz@npga.org


 


Comment Type: Substantive   Commenter Number: 0001


Section/Subsection Type: Clause Comment Number: 002


Section/Subsection Identifier: 5.1 Date Submitted: 11/8/2022 4:48:47 PM


Supportive: False Comment Status: New - Submitted


Assigned Responder: Approval Date:


Committee Response: Late Comment:


Commenter Reply: ANSI Comment:


Reply Status: Response Status:


Comment Key: 21214    


Attachments: No Attachments


 Comment Text:


 Substantiating Comments:


The aspects subjected to the rating do not appear to include systems outside of the building’s
enclosed spaces which influence energy performance of a building.  As an example, solar PV
panels installed on a building’s rooftop may be included in its energy use under this standard. 
However, energy used in transporting solar PV-generated electricity from a remote utility plant
would not be included.  It is unclear where the boundary would be drawn.  Would a solar PV plant
located in a separate structure within a campus be included?  What if the plant is owned and
operated by a separate entity other than the owner/operator of the building for which a rating is
sought, and from whom power is purchased?
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Comment Responses and Replies


There are no Responses or Replies for this Comment. 
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 Document: Standard for Determining and Expressing Building Energy
Performance in a Rating Program


Addendum:     Type: Standard    Public Review Number: 1 


Number: 214  Year: 2017 Scope: Full Public Review 


Suffix: RA         TPS Only: No 


 
  
 Comment:


  
Only source, and carbon that is referenced to source energy, are
able to equitably account for performance  


Commenter Name: Dr Thomas Ortiz


Affiliation: National Propane Gas Association 


Address: 7408 Cayenne Ln
Austin TX, 78741-7524


Phone: 202-466-9454   Fax:


Email: tortiz@npga.org


 


Comment Type: Substantive   Commenter Number: 0001


Section/Subsection Type: Clause Comment Number: 003


Section/Subsection Identifier: 6.1(b) Date Submitted: 11/8/2022 4:49:49 PM


Supportive: False Comment Status: New - Submitted


Assigned Responder: Approval Date:


Committee Response: Late Comment:


Commenter Reply: ANSI Comment:


Reply Status: Response Status:


Comment Key: 21215    


Attachments: No Attachments


 Comment Text:


 Substantiating Comments:


Energy performance metrics include site, source, carbon, and cost.  Among these metrics, only source, and
carbon that is referenced to source energy, are able to equitably account for performance differences which
accrue from the selection of end-use energy type (e.g. electric vs. fuel gas).  If site energy is used as a
metric, then electrical transmission losses will not be accounted for.  If energy cost is used as a metric, then
energy sources benefitting from subsidies or regional variations in energy mix (e.g. hydroelectric power
availability in the Pacific Northwest vis a vis dependence of New England on heating oil or fuel gas) can skew
perceptions of rated building performance.
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Comment Responses and Replies


There are no Responses or Replies for this Comment. 
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 Document: Standard for Determining and Expressing Building Energy
Performance in a Rating Program


Addendum:     Type: Standard    Public Review Number: 1 


Number: 214  Year: 2017 Scope: Full Public Review 


Suffix: RA         TPS Only: No 


 
  
 Comment:


  
Unclear what constitutes an “organized and balanced entity”  


Commenter Name: Dr Thomas Ortiz


Affiliation: National Propane Gas Association 


Address: 7408 Cayenne Ln
Austin TX, 78741-7524


Phone: 202-466-9454   Fax:


Email: tortiz@npga.org


 


Comment Type: Substantive   Commenter Number: 0001


Section/Subsection Type: Clause Comment Number: 004


Section/Subsection Identifier: 6.1.2.1 Date Submitted: 11/8/2022 4:50:47 PM


Supportive: False Comment Status: New - Submitted


Assigned Responder: Approval Date:


Committee Response: Late Comment:


Commenter Reply: ANSI Comment:


Reply Status: Response Status:


Comment Key: 21216    


Attachments: No Attachments


 Comment Text:


 Substantiating Comments:


 It is unclear what constitutes an “organized and balanced entity” of a rating program organization. 
This phrase should either be defined or deleted.


Comment Responses and Replies


There are no Responses or Replies for this Comment. 
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 Document: Standard for Determining and Expressing Building Energy
Performance in a Rating Program


Addendum:     Type: Standard    Public Review Number: 1 


Number: 214  Year: 2017 Scope: Full Public Review 


Suffix: RA         TPS Only: No 


 
  
 Comment:


  
What are the “requisite qualifications” for oversight  


Commenter Name: Dr Thomas Ortiz


Affiliation: National Propane Gas Association 


Address: 7408 Cayenne Ln
Austin TX, 78741-7524


Phone: 202-466-9454   Fax:


Email: tortiz@npga.org


 


Comment Type: Substantive   Commenter Number: 0001


Section/Subsection Type: Clause Comment Number: 005


Section/Subsection Identifier: 6.1.2.2 Date Submitted: 11/8/2022 4:54:32 PM


Supportive: False Comment Status: New - Submitted


Assigned Responder: Approval Date:


Committee Response: Late Comment:


Commenter Reply: ANSI Comment:


Reply Status: Response Status:


Comment Key: 21217    


Attachments: No Attachments


 Comment Text:


 Substantiating Comments:


What are the “requisite qualifications” for oversight of the rating program by a third party?


Comment Responses and Replies


There are no Responses or Replies for this Comment. 
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 Document: Standard for Determining and Expressing Building Energy
Performance in a Rating Program


Addendum:     Type: Standard    Public Review Number: 1 


Number: 214  Year: 2017 Scope: Full Public Review 


Suffix: RA         TPS Only: No 


 
  
 Comment:


  
Calculated values are not “data”  


Commenter Name: Dr Thomas Ortiz


Affiliation: National Propane Gas Association 


Address: 7408 Cayenne Ln
Austin TX, 78741-7524


Phone: 202-466-9454   Fax:


Email: tortiz@npga.org


 


Comment Type: Substantive   Commenter Number: 0001


Section/Subsection Type: Clause Comment Number: 006


Section/Subsection Identifier: 6.2.2 Date Submitted: 11/8/2022 4:55:42 PM


Supportive: False Comment Status: New - Submitted


Assigned Responder: Approval Date:


Committee Response: Late Comment:


Commenter Reply: ANSI Comment:


Reply Status: Response Status:


Comment Key: 21218    


Attachments: No Attachments


 Comment Text:


6.2.2  The measured, calculated, and documented energy use quantities data used in the rating shall
be the most current actual values data available and measured values shall not be more than three
years old.  Calculated values shall be determined using the most current versions of applicable
models.


 Substantiating Comments:


Calculated values are not “data”, but rather are derived from models


Comment Responses and Replies


Page 9 of 16







There are no Responses or Replies for this Comment. 
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 Document: Standard for Determining and Expressing Building Energy
Performance in a Rating Program


Addendum:     Type: Standard    Public Review Number: 1 


Number: 214  Year: 2017 Scope: Full Public Review 


Suffix: RA         TPS Only: No 


 
  
 Comment:


  
Calculated values are not “data”  


Commenter Name: Dr Thomas Ortiz


Affiliation: National Propane Gas Association 


Address: 7408 Cayenne Ln
Austin TX, 78741-7524


Phone: 202-466-9454   Fax:


Email: tortiz@npga.org


 


Comment Type: Substantive   Commenter Number: 0001


Section/Subsection Type: Clause Comment Number: 007


Section/Subsection Identifier: 9.2.3 Date Submitted: 11/8/2022 4:57:38 PM


Supportive: False Comment Status: New - Submitted


Assigned Responder: Approval Date:


Committee Response: Late Comment:


Commenter Reply: ANSI Comment:


Reply Status: Response Status:


Comment Key: 21219    


Attachments: No Attachments


 Comment Text:


9.2.3  The baseline methodology for operational ratings shall permit the use of actual metered, measured,
or calculated energy values data adjusted for source energy usage, and building characteristics to account
for the building location, structure, and energy-consuming components, as well as variable operating
conditions that are dependent on the behavior of building occupants.  The methodology shall permit the use
of weather normalization.


 Substantiating Comments:


Comment Responses and Replies
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There are no Responses or Replies for this Comment. 
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 Document: Standard for Determining and Expressing Building Energy
Performance in a Rating Program


Addendum:     Type: Standard    Public Review Number: 1 


Number: 214  Year: 2017 Scope: Full Public Review 


Suffix: RA         TPS Only: No 


 
  
 Comment:


  
Section could potentially be used to disadvantage fuel gas  


Commenter Name: Dr Thomas Ortiz


Affiliation: National Propane Gas Association 


Address: 7408 Cayenne Ln
Austin TX, 78741-7524


Phone: 202-466-9454   Fax:


Email: tortiz@npga.org


 


Comment Type: Substantive   Commenter Number: 0001


Section/Subsection Type: Clause Comment Number: 008


Section/Subsection Identifier: 11.1(a) Date Submitted: 11/8/2022 5:00:24 PM


Supportive: False Comment Status: New - Submitted


Assigned Responder: Approval Date:


Committee Response: Late Comment:


Commenter Reply: ANSI Comment:


Reply Status: Response Status:


Comment Key: 21220    


Attachments: No Attachments


 Comment Text:


 Substantiating Comments:


This section could potentially be used to disadvantage fuel gas if the indoor environmental quality
standard used in the rating cites studies or documents which claim that fuel gas reduces indoor
environmental quality.  Such claims must be quantified and substantiated, and also compared to
any equivalent effects on air quality at other locations accruing from generation of electricity using
similar fuels.


Comment Responses and Replies
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There are no Responses or Replies for this Comment. 
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 Document: Standard for Determining and Expressing Building Energy
Performance in a Rating Program


Addendum:     Type: Standard    Public Review Number: 1 


Number: 214  Year: 2017 Scope: Full Public Review 


Suffix: RA         TPS Only: No 


 
  
 Comment:


  
Unclear what constitutes "balanced” oversight  


Commenter Name: Dr Thomas Ortiz


Affiliation: National Propane Gas Association 


Address: 7408 Cayenne Ln
Austin TX, 78741-7524


Phone: 202-466-9454   Fax:


Email: tortiz@npga.org


 


Comment Type: Substantive   Commenter Number: 0001


Section/Subsection Type: Clause Comment Number: 009


Section/Subsection Identifier: 12.1(g) Date Submitted: 11/8/2022 5:01:53 PM


Supportive: False Comment Status: New - Submitted


Assigned Responder: Approval Date:


Committee Response: Late Comment:


Commenter Reply: ANSI Comment:


Reply Status: Response Status:


Comment Key: 21221    


Attachments: No Attachments


 Comment Text:


 Substantiating Comments:


It is unclear what constitutes "balanced” oversight.  Please define or delete.


Comment Responses and Replies


There are no Responses or Replies for this Comment. 
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