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Overview

• Labeling history and use
• Some examples
• Elements of a label



www.neep.org



Building Labeling History



International Labeling Initiatives

Jurisdiction Status

Australia national Planned for May 2011

Australian Capital Territory (ACT) In effect

Denmark In effect

European Union In effect

France In effect

New Zealand Under consideration

Ontario Planned for DATE TBD

Quebec Pilots planned for 2011

Shandong China In effect

UK In effect



U.S. Labeling Initiatives

Jurisdiction Status

Austin, TX In effect

California Past proposal

Federal Government Active proposal

Maine In effect

Massachusetts Past proposal

Montgomery County, MD In effect

Nevada Planned for 2011

New Jersey Past proposals

New York City Unknown

New York State In effect

Oregon In Development

Santa Fe, New Mexico In effect

Vermont Defeated

Washington Unknown



KEY ISSUE
Type of Rating

Audit 
Results

ASSET
RATING 

(modeled performance)

(rating scale)

OPERATIONAL 
RATING

(actual performance)

(rating scale)

Most promising, most complex.

Energy 
Usage 

Intensity

Require limited tools/infrastructure.
Provide least valuable information.

Energy 
Feature 
Checklist

Normalized 
Energy 
Usage

Annual
Energy 
Bills

Complexity / Robustness

(Btu/yr)($/yr) (Btu/ft2) (list)

(var. metrics)



U.S. DOEP Proposed Data Hierarchy for 
“Integrated Rating Tools” 



Labeling Characteristics for 
Building Intervention Points
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Proposed California Label



The Fairey Model



RESNET Rating Report Requirements
• 1 to 5+ Stars
• HERS Index
• Estimated annual purchased energy consumption & cost for:

• Space heating
• Space cooling
• Domestic hot water
• All other energy use
• Total

• Property Address
• Rater Name
• Date of Rating
• Tool used and version #
• Disclosure Statement & Provider’s address & phone #



Proposed Label Features & Attributes
• Do we have it almost right already?

• Keep what we already have
• Peg meaningful benchmarks on HERS scale
• Change stars to letters (A-F)

• Letters from simplified audit tools
• HERS score from full rating

• What about carbon use?
• Generate an absolute carbon scale
• Carbon as the future currency
• Consumers will get that lower is better

• Come up with a pretty national uniform customer-
facing label

• Allow for local additions to national minimum



Questions?

Richard Faesy
Vermont Energy Investment Corp.

255 S. Champlain Street
Burlington, Vermont 05401

rfaesy@veic.org
802-453-5100 x19

mailto:rfaesy@veic.org
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