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Overview

e Labeling history and use
 Some examples
« Elements of a label



WWWw.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

OPERATIONAL
Require limited tools/infrastructure. RATING
Provide least valuable information. (actual performance)

A (rating scale)

ASSET Audit
RATING Results

(modeled performance)

(rating scale)




U.S. DOEP Proposed Data Hierarchy for
“Integrated Rating Tools”
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Labeling Characteristics for
Building Intervention Points

Intervention
Points
Label

Characteristics
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Reocome dations

The measures beolow are cost effectve. The performance ratings after improvement isted bolow are
cumylative, that is they assume he mprovements have boen installed in e order that they appear in the
table.

Lower cost measures (up 10 £500) ool B L
o your Lrargy Y et
1 Cavity wal sufation 137 o® 080
2 Low energy ignong for a Taed outiets _@s o6 D81
SubTowl | 212
Highar cost messures (over £500) <.
3 Upgrade heatng controis T"m D& LT
4 Regiace boler win Band A condensng boder <1sr oer 067
Total s
Potential energy efficiency rating D67

the highest possible standands for Tis home
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Estimated
annual energy
use {gas and
electric)

Average
energy
performance
of existing
housing

Estimated monthly

energy bill

U.5. Department of Energy

EnergySmart Home Scale™

Estimated anneal enargy ubage: Extimated sversge
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123 Main Street, Gainesyile, FL 12601
Rated by Mame Performance, Inc.
Rating conducted Jume B, 2008
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Average energy
performance of a

home built to code
(2004 IECC)

[X8Builder

Threshold for

a home to meet
the Builders
Challenge

[X¥Builder
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Verified
performance
estimate for
home. A 64
rating on the
E-Scale saves
about 36% in
ENErgy use

on utility bills.



Proposed California Label



The Fairey Model

200 140 120 100 80 60 0

Typical Typical Builders Net Zero
existing new Challenge Energy
home home (70 or lower) Home



RESNET Rating Report Requirements

e 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
e 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

802-453-5100 x19


mailto:rfaesy@veic.org
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