[image: http://iccstaff.iccsafe.org/images/logos/logo-vert.jpg]
International Energy Conservation Code
Electric Power, Lighting, and Renewables (PLR) Subcommittee

Meeting Agenda

May 23, 2022
11:00 AM EST to 2:00 PM EST (3 hours)
Webex Link

[bookmark: _Hlk61517414]Committee Chair: Michael Jouaneh (mjouaneh@lutron.com); Committee Vice Chair: Jack Bailey (jbailey@oneluxstudio.com); Note Taker:  Michael Myer (Michael.myer@pnnl.gov) 

1. Call to order – Jouaneh [start 11:02 am]

2. Roll Call – Bailey (11 SC voting members needed for quorum) 

	
	First Name
	Last Name
	Category
	Company

	X
	Ali
	Alaswadi*
	Gov. Regulator
	DC

	X

	Jack
	Bailey*
	User
	One Lux Studio/Int'l Assoc. of Lighting Designers

	
	Bernard
	Bauer
	User
	Integrated Lighting Concepts

	X
	Payam
	Bozorgchami
	Gov. Regulator
	CA Energy Comm

	
	Joe 
	Cain
	Manufacturer
	Solar Industries Assoc

	X
	Nick
	Ferzacca
	User
	IMEG Corp.

	X
	Anthony 
	Floyd*
	Gov. Regulator
	City of Scottsdale

	
	Glenn
	Heinmiller
	User
	Lam Partners/Int'l Assoc. of Lighting Designers

	X
	Bryan
	Holland*
	Standards Promulgator 
	NEMA

	X
	Harold
	Jepsen
	Manufacturer
	Legrand

	X
	Michael
	Jouaneh*
	Manufacturer
	Lutron

	X
	Joyce
	Kelly
	User
	GLHN Architects & Engineers

	X
	Andrew
	Klein*
	Consumer
	BOMA

	
	Mark 
	Lien
	Standards Promulgator 
	IES

	X
	Jon
	McHugh
	Gov. Regulator
	McHugh Energy

	X
	Hope
	Medina*
	Gov. Regulator
	Cherry Hills Village

	
	Melissa
	Moseley*
	User
	HDR/American Society of Interior Designers

	X

	Susan
	Musngi*
	Consumer
	Camden

	
	Michael
	Myer
	Consultant
	PNNL

	X
	Steven
	Rosenstock*
	Utility
	Edison Electric Institute

	
	Wayne 
	Stoppelmoor
	Manufacturer
	Schneider Electric

	X
	Mitchell
	Tolbert
	Gov. Regulator
	City of Austin

	X
	Michael
	Turns
	Utility
	MA Program Administrator


*denotes member of EC4 consensus committee 
3. Introduction of any guests -- Bailey (name/representation type into chat) 
There are 19 members present, so we have quorum

4. Review/approve agenda – Jouaneh

Hope moved and Payam 2nd the motion, so agenda was approved


5. Meeting conduct -- Jouaneh
· Antitrust Reminder
· Identification of Representation / Conflict of Interest (CP#7 Section 5.1.10)
· Code of Ethics

6. Review key actions from last meeting and approve minutes – Jouaneh
One approved as submitted, and one approved as modified, and four were disapproved.

7. New business.  
· Proposal grouping update – Bailey [end by 11:10 am]
	Number
	Daylight responsive controls (2)

	CEPI-162-21
	Daylight responsive controls

	CEPI-164-21
	Daylighting controls

	
	[end by 1:00 pm]



 CEPI-164
· Bryan Holland (NEMA): Similar to occupancy sensors (turn off lighting when no one is in room), NEMA advocates that we should turn off or reduce the lighting when there is sufficient daylight available. Regardless of the amount of daylight and this is a transition to the wattage reduction. Also raised a concern about “gaming” based on design.
· Jack Bailey (One Lux): Against this proposal. A number of analyses have been shared internally, but not with the full SC related to cost effectiveness. In general, this requirement is not cost effective. Referenced other dimming requirements as well as other controls. This is going to probably be a network system (3 or 4) components to meet the code. Discussed the cost of energy being $23 or $24 if 75 W baseline. If our daylight controls saved 33%, then only $8 is saved per year. Assuming a 15-year analysis, this would mean the controls would have to be $106 total cost. As the wattage descends towards 1 W, the controls become even less cost effective because lower load is saved. Discussed redundancy in controls (e.g., manual-on controls, if there is ample daylight, then people choose to not turn on the light). Stated the most common spaces affected are small offices and conference rooms. Jack received 3 sets of cost data. The cost of adding lighting controls typically is over $300 which limits their cost effectiveness. There is a finite amount of money available for projects, this burdens the project while limiting the savings.
· Steve Rosenstock (EEI): In my mind, not too late to discuss cost effectiveness of share the data. Is it a cost increase? The proposal says “no cost increase.” Feels the cost data should be shared (while avoiding any anti-trust concerns). Was originally in favor of the change, but now is reconsidering the vote.
· Michael J: There are multiple economic analyses. Did not want to confuse the SC with multiple analyses. Ideally, we would have had a singular analysis that could be widely shared.
· Steve Rosenstock: A sensitivity analysis could have been shared.
· Joyce Kelly: Yes, Jack is correct with small offices, but this would be good in corridors which represents a lot real estate. Combination occupancy and daylight sensors make sense in corridors. 
· Jon McHugh: The problem is that manufacturers are prohibited from sharing prices. We should focus on the range of prices. In general, the states with the highest labor costs are also the states with the highest energy costs. These costs are substantially higher than the U.S. average. If you use RS Means, the labor costs are 160% of the national average. In NYC, it is 180% of the national average. Affects spaces where the perimeter wall area is 15 – 40 feet. In general, small offices are going to be smaller than this value. There are many places (like hallways) where this makes sense. Supportive of the proposal as written and expects a public review comment. However, the cost numbers have been all over the place. The energy savings in the primary zone are significant. I spoke with a software developer, the first head height of the window, and he suggests the savings are 65% and the secondary is 35% with an average of 50%. In a corridor, this is only going to be the primary zone.
· Jack Bailey (One Lux): Agree with Steve and attempted to share data but was limited in what data could be shared (even public). As far as Jack can tell, Jack was the only one that shared cost data. In terms of room types, private offices, small offices, and most spaces under 300 ft2 required to have a manual-on occupancy sensor. Lobby and exercises would be required to have primary and secondary daylight zones. Provided prices for different spaces, corridors if less than 30’ is under 75 W and over 60’ is over 150 W. It makes sense in the 30’ – 60’ wide. In accordance with 90.1, 90.1 removed the daylight requirement.
· Harold Jepsen (Legrand): Where do we set the baseline? Most buildings are using system designs? The baseline should be a system baseline. As a SC, where do we consider the baseline? Will not discuss pricing in this meeting.
· Michael J: If private offices are an issue, should they be an exemption?
· Jack: The problem is the manual-on / auto-off occupancy sensors which is required in spaces under 300 ft2. If you exempt all 300 ft2, it exempts too much.
· Jon McHugh: Thought there was an exemption for small offices. Related to the discussion of alignment with 90.1, though there was an exception for small offices. Would support an exception.
· Bryan Holland: There is not wattage exception or limit for occupancy sensors. There is no metric for occupancy sensors. It makes more sense to turn off the lighting when the space is empty. This logic should apply to spaces where there is ample daylight. For occupancy sensors, there is no threshold. Mentions that C402 allows for more fenestration if there is more daylighting in C405. But reality can limit the use C405. Don’t just use cost effectiveness, there should be other metrics than just cost.
· Steve Rosenstock (EEI): Shared the link for 90.1 addendum O. 90.1 exceptions: “Exception to 9.4.1.1(e): The following areas are exempted from Section 9.4.1.1(e):
1. Primary sidelighted areas where the top of any existing adjacent structure or natural
object is at least twice as high above the windows as its horizontal distance away
from the windows.
2. Sidelighted areas where the total glazing area is less than 20 ft2.
3. Retail spaces.
4. Primary sidelighted areas adjacent to vertical fenestration that have external pro-
jections and no vertical fenestration above the external projection, where the exter-
nal projection has a projection factor greater than 1.0 for north-oriented projections
or where the external projection has a projection factor greater than 1.5 for all other
orientations (see Figure 3.2-6).
FYI, retail spaces exception was removed in the addendum
· Harold: Most systems in the room are “digital in the room”. Allows for greater flexibility and the future. This is common in many offices. Detection at the high point is better than for geometry. Manual-on requirement, we have no requirement of “Manual-On” or “Automatic-on”. Harold is not aware of this as a requirement.
· Jack Bailey: I have not just seen anyone do auto-on 50% in a wallbox occupancy. It may not even be cost effective in practice. When Jack started his analysis, he thought 100 W or 120 W may be better, but he has not found the cost-effective point. Burden of proof should be on the proponents to show cost effectiveness, not the burden on those that don’t want it to show the cost issues.
· Nick Ferzacca: Regarding schools, 50 – 60 rooms would fall into this category and 50% are no offices like bathrooms, corridors, small group rooms, etc. This would be applied to spaces where the lighting would be turned off most of the time from occupancy sensors.
· Michael J: Are these spaces under the 150 W range?
· Nick Ferzacca: Yes, they would be under the 150 W.
· Jon McHugh: Are these small classrooms with an occupancy sensor?
· Nick Ferzacca: I cannot imagine there would a lot of wattage that would be turned off or dimmed. These are 30 W linear fixtures.
· Michael J: Is there a number less than 150 W?
· Jack Bailey: I am not saying that there is not a number less than 150 W, but that number may not be there today.
· Jon McHugh: Straw poll for a proposed modification?
· Motion for disapproval of CEPI-162
· 1st – Jack Bailey
· 2nd – Steve Rosenstock
· Discussion: 
· Steve, there are issues with the exception. 
· Bryan Holland, vote in opposition. Public comments are the place for exceptions. These have been available for 6+ months and no comments to date.
· Vote: 10 yes | 7 no | 1 abstain
· Reason statement: Proposed wattage limits are not demonstrated to be cost effective and concerns exist related to the current exceptions.

· Motion for disapproval of CEPI-164
· 1st – Jack Bailey
· 2nd – Hope Medina
· Discussion: Jon McHugh, this motion moved ahead of a separate proposal by Jon to align with 90.1 and include an exception. Steve Rosenstock, I am voting against, to see if a modification by NEMA would be amenable to amendments. Bryan Holland, argues to vote against disapproval and to allow for a modification to align with 90.1.
· Vote: 5 yes | 12 no | 2 abstain
· Proposal: Add “3. Enclosed office spaces less than 250 ft2.”
· 1st – Jon
· 2nd – Bernie Baurer
· Discussion:
· Harold: Should we use the same term that matches the LPD table
· Jack: Opposed to this modification because the cost effectiveness is identical for any manual-on space that is also less than 300 ft2. If creating the exception, consider applying to all spaces. Costs are even worse with spaces with a timeswitch baseline. This will hurt energy efficiency in spaces that are already above 150 W (some small offices)
· Jon: Not many offices would be greater than 150 W. 
· Jack: There are no prescriptive requirement in power for offices or spaces. This is the wrong way to address the issue.
· Vote: 9 yes | 6 no | 3 abstain
· Proposal: Adopt modified CEPI-164
· 1st – Jon McHugh
· 2nd – Harold Jepsen
· Discussion: None
· Vote: 11 yes | 4 no | 4 abstain
· Reason statement: The revised proposal more closely matches the daylighting requirements in ANSI/ASHRAE/IES Standard 90.1 and leads to more energy savings in IECC.

	Number
	Standalone Proposals (2)

	CEPI-133-21
	Lighting general scope

	
	[end by 1:50 pm]





CEPI-133
· Proposal: Approve as modified
· 1st – Harold Jepsen
· 2nd – Bryan Holland
· Vote 17 yes | 0 no | 1 abstain
· Reason statement: Provides clarity to scope of C405







8. Other business – Jouaneh [end by 1:59 pm]

· Teams site
· Withdrawals:  CEPI 005, 026, 143, 144, 151, 155, 157, 158, 159, 160, 165, 170, 190, 191, 201, 258, and 202 
· Proposals for PNNL cost effective analysis:  CEPI 162/164, 176
· Potential summer items

9. Future meeting:  11:00 am – 1:00 pm ET on Friday June 13, 2022 [back to 2-hours]

10. Adjourn [2:00 pm]

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION BE SURE TO VISIT THE ICC WEBSITE:  
ICC Energy webpage
Code Change Monograph
FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION, PLEASE CONTACT: 
Subcommittee Chair
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Chat May 23, 2022.txt
May 23, 2022	    10:58 AM	    from Andrew Klein to everyone:	Andrew Klein, representing BOMA


May 23, 2022	    11:02 AM	    from HopeMedina to everyone:	Happy Monday to one and all


May 23, 2022	    11:11 AM	    from Joe Cain to everyone:	Joe Cain is here, sorry for joining late.


May 23, 2022	    11:15 AM	    from Michael Myer to everyone:	I was a little late, but I can do notes in a few minutes


May 23, 2022	    11:15 AM	    from HopeMedina to everyone:	Thank you


May 23, 2022	    11:19 AM	    from Greg Johnson to everyone:	Greg Johnson National Multifamily Housing Council


May 23, 2022	    11:23 AM	    from Kristopher Stenger to everyone:	Here is the link to the modification to CEPI-133 now posted on the website https://www.iccsafe.org/wp-content/uploads/CEPI-133-mods.docx


May 23, 2022	    11:36 AM	    from Steve Rosenstock to everyone:	65% facing what direction, and with no exterior shading / obstructions?


May 23, 2022	    11:40 AM	    from Steve Rosenstock to everyone:	Here is a link to ASHRAE Addendum o: https://www.ashrae.org/file%20library/technical%20resources/standards%20and%20guidelines/standards%20addenda/90_1_2019_o_20210730.pdf


May 23, 2022	    11:41 AM	    from Bernard Bauer to everyone:	to all this is Bernie I am now on the emeeting 


May 23, 2022	    11:41 AM	    from Steve Rosenstock to everyone:	90.1 has different exceptions:  Exception to 9.4.1.1(e): The following areas are exempted from Section 9.4.1.1(e):

1. Primary sidelighted areas where the top of any existing adjacent structure or natural

object is at least twice as high above the windows as its horizontal distance away

from the windows.

2. Sidelighted areas where the total glazing area is less than 20 ft 2

.

3. Retail spaces.

4. Primary sidelighted areas adjacent to vertical fenestration that have external pro-

jections and no vertical fenestration above the external projection, where the exter-

nal projection has a projection factor greater than 1.0 for north-oriented projections

or where the external projection has a projection factor greater than 1.5 for all other

orientations (see Figure 3.2-6).


May 23, 2022	    11:43 AM	    from Steve Rosenstock to everyone:	FYI, the retail spaces exception was removed in this addendum.


May 23, 2022	    11:54 AM	    from Joyce Kelly to everyone:	Also a rqmt for California.


May 23, 2022	    12:10 PM	    from Michael Myer to everyone:	o    Reason statement: Proposed wattage limits are not demonstrated to be cost effective and concerns exist related to the current exceptions.


May 23, 2022	    12:12 PM	    from HopeMedina to everyone:	We do not have to be consistant with 90.1


May 23, 2022	    12:12 PM	    from Michael Myer to everyone:	o    Reason statement: Proposed wattage limits are not demonstrated to be cost effective and concerns exist related to the current exceptions not being consistent with ANSI/ASHRAE/IES Standard 90.1.


May 23, 2022	    12:13 PM	    from Ali Alaswadi DCRA to everyone:	@Hope agreed


May 23, 2022	    12:13 PM	    from Michael Myer to everyone:	o    Reason statement: Proposed wattage limits are not demonstrated to be cost effective and concerns exist related to the current exceptions.


May 23, 2022	    12:15 PM	    from Melissa Moseley to everyone:	Melissa Moseley is on the call now


May 23, 2022	    12:17 PM	    from Jon McHugh to everyone:	Office spaces less than 250 sf


May 23, 2022	    12:20 PM	    from Jon McHugh to everyone:	Enclosed office spaces less than 250 sf


May 23, 2022	    12:22 PM	    from Steve Rosenstock to everyone:	250 sf * 0.7 W / sf = 175 Watts


May 23, 2022	    12:28 PM	    from Jon McHugh to everyone:	The revised proposal cclosely matches the requiremetns in ASHRAE 90.1


May 23, 2022	    12:29 PM	    from Michael Myer to everyone:	o    Reason statement: The revised proposal more closely matches the daylighting requirements in ANSI/ASHRAE/IES Standard 90.1.


May 23, 2022	    12:29 PM	    from Michael Myer to everyone:	o    Reason statement: The revised proposal more closely matches the daylighting requirements in ANSI/ASHRAE/IES Standard 90.1 and leads to more energy savings in IECC.


May 23, 2022	    12:30 PM	    from Michael Myer to everyone:	thank you!


May 23, 2022	    12:41 PM	    from Harold Jepsen to everyone:	Provides clarity to the scope of section C405.


May 23, 2022	    12:42 PM	    from Michael Myer to everyone:	I need the vote and motion in the chat for 133. I came back 2 min late


May 23, 2022	    12:42 PM	    from Steve Rosenstock to everyone:	Vote was 17-0-1.  Harold Jepsen moved and Bryan Holland 2nd.


May 23, 2022	    12:43 PM	    from Steve Rosenstock to everyone:	Moved as modified that was shown on the screen 


May 23, 2022	    12:51 PM	    from HopeMedina to everyone:	It's not a code


May 23, 2022	    12:52 PM	    from Anthony Floyd (privately):	But it's a alternative compliance path


May 23, 2022	    12:56 PM	    from Michael Myer to everyone:	@hope - sorry, confused by "not a code", isn't the last "c" in IECC "Code"? 


May 23, 2022	    12:56 PM	    from HopeMedina to everyone:	90.1 is not a code its a standard


May 23, 2022	    12:56 PM	    from Michael Myer to everyone:	@hope - thank you, I was thinking the wrong direction


May 23, 2022	    12:57 PM	    from Steve Rosenstock to everyone:	Where 90.1 is adopted by a state or city, it turns into a code...


May 23, 2022	    12:57 PM	    from HopeMedina to everyone:	No worries glad you asked.  I know what i was thinking and saying and others can't read my mind. :)


May 23, 2022	    12:57 PM	    from Wayne Stoppelmoor to everyone:	90.1 becomes a code when it is adopted by a jurisdiction.


May 23, 2022	    1:03 PM	    from nick ferzacca to everyone:	I need to break off


May 23, 2022	    1:05 PM	    from HopeMedina to everyone:	ICC tried to do that in the virtual code hearings and it was a nightmare


May 23, 2022	    1:06 PM	    from Melissa Moseley to everyone:	BRILLIANT! links in the agenda....


May 23, 2022	    1:06 PM	    from HopeMedina to everyone:	agreed


May 23, 2022	    1:17 PM	    from HopeMedina to everyone:	Great job Jack and Michael!!!!!!!!!!!


May 23, 2022	    1:18 PM	    from Steve Rosenstock to everyone:	+1 Hope


May 23, 2022	    1:23 PM	    from HopeMedina to everyone:	My IT doesn't know I am.


May 23, 2022	    1:34 PM	    from HopeMedina to everyone:	@ Payam You have to give people time to figure out what and where comments need to be made.  THere are a lot of Chapters who will be reviewing what was a pproved and what was disapproved.


May 23, 2022	    1:35 PM	    from Bryan Holland-NEMA to everyone:	I feel we need 4 standing task groups: Residential Correlating, EV-Ready, Renewable/Storage, and Additional Credits. These TGs should begin meeting before the PC deadline and then agian after the PCs have been published.


May 23, 2022	    1:36 PM	    from HopeMedina to everyone:	Maybe a joint Commercial and REsidential meeting?


May 23, 2022	    1:41 PM	    from HopeMedina to everyone:	Once a month


May 23, 2022	    1:52 PM	    from Jon McHugh to everyone:	Forth Monday in June is during ASHRAE coiference


May 23, 2022	    1:56 PM	    from Joe Cain to everyone:	Gotta go ... RESI PLR meeting starting.
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E4C: Commercial Code Consensus Committee

Electric Power, Lighting, and Renewables (PLR) Subcommittee 

Meeting #12

May 23, 2022

[start 11:02 am]
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Agenda

Call to order [11:02 am]

Roll call / establish quorum (vice chair--11 SC voting members needed for quorum)

Introduction of any guests (name/representation type into chat)

Review/approve agenda (motion for approval of agenda)

Meeting conduct

Antitrust Reminder

Identification of Representation / Conflict of Interest (CP#7 Section 5.1.10)

Code of Ethics

Review key actions from last meeting and approve minutes 

New business

Proposal grouping update [end by 11:10 am]

Discuss proposal(s):  

Daylight Responsive Controls (2):  CEPI-162, 164 [end by 1:00 pm]

Standalone Proposals (2):  CEPI-133 [end by 1:50 pm]

Other business [end by 1:59 pm]

Future meeting:  TBD

Adjourn [2:00 pm]
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Meeting Conduct

Antitrust Reminder

No discussions or communications among ICC participants regarding any of the following:

Prices or pricing strategy, including current or projected prices; price levels; pricing procedures or formulas; price changes or differentials; markups; discounts; allowances; terms and conditions of sale; profits; margins; or product cost data.

Production levels, production capacity, or product inventories;

Current or potential bids for provision of particular products or services;

Plans pertaining to the development, production, distribution, marketing, or introduction dates of particular products, including proposed marketing territories and potential customers;

Terms on which any ICC Participant will or will not deal with particular competitors, suppliers, distributors, or customers;

Allocation of customers, markets or territories.

Non-public information regarding market shares.
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Antitrust Compliance

Guiding Principles

Avoid activities that harm competition

Avoid improper sharing of information

Avoid spill over collusion

With Respect to Pricing:

Focus on publicly available pricing

Speak in terms of generality

Use averages

Avoid naming specific manufacturers











Meeting Conduct (cont.)

Identification of Representation / Conflict of Interest (CP#7 Section 5.1.10)

“A committee member shall withdraw from and take no part in those matters with which the committee member has an undisclosed financial, business, or property interest.”

It is okay to represent a certain interest, consult, or do work in a certain area – that’s why you are here, to represent different viewpoints and share your expertise.  It just must be disclosed.

If a proposal overlaps work you do with an employee or clients, disclose it, even if you are not directly representing them on that proposal.  Transparency is the key.



ICC Code of Ethics

All participants shall “act in an ethical manner, comply with the ethical rules and regulations related to his or her profession, and avoid conflicts of interest” and “demonstrate integrity, honesty, and fairness while participating in ICC activities.”
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Review key actions from last meeting and approve minutes


6

		Count		Proposal		Topic		Approved AS		Approved AM		Disapproved		Withdrawn		Tabled		Vote (Y-N-A)		Reason

		1		CEPI-7		Consensus Energy Storage		 		X		 		 		 		9-5-2		This proposal will reduce the future cost of installing ESS by requiring ESS-ready criteria. 

		2		CEPI-192		Transformer Efficiencies 		X		 		 		 		 		13-0-3		This will update the language for transformers to align with ASHRAE 90.1 and includes a footnote to clarify efficiency requirements for other transformers. 

		3		CEPI-233		Energy Storage		 		 		X		 		 		14-0-1		 The action of the combined CEPI-007/233

		4		CEPI-230		Alterations		 		 		X		 		 		8-2-4		Does not bring many lighting altered spaces up to base code efficiency requirements 

		5		CEPI-231		Alterations		 		 		X		 		 		11-1-3		There are issues with the clarity of the provisions in terms of interpretation and enforcement. 

		6		CEPI-146		EV Charging		 		 		X		 		 		13-0-2		Based on the actions already taken on the consensus proposal CECPI-1-21. 

		7		CEPI-202		Lamp Efficacy		 		 		 		X		 		N/A		N/A

		Totals		 		 		1		1		4		1		0		 		 











Review key actions from last meeting and approve minutes


Minutes from last meeting and today’s meeting will be distributed today May 23, 2022, and posted on Teams.  
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New business:  Proposal grouping update

2021-Public-Input-Complete-Monograph_-Revised-12-14-2021_reduced-file-sizeII.pdf (iccsafe.org)

3 proposals remain to be done by end of May.   (Full committee wants to finish their work in June)

The preliminary grouping and ordering of proposals follows.  THIS IS SUBJECT TO CHANGE, and if you see any issues with how these have been organized, please contact the chair and vice-chair.

We will be reviewing progress against the overall schedule, and if necessary will add time limits for discussion and/or add additional meetings.

You must refer to the agenda for each meeting to know what proposals will be heard in that meeting.
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How we will handle provisions that modify the same value

Ideally the PLR will only approve one proposal for each value. But in the event where PLR approves two proposals that have different value(s) on the same item (e.g., LPD for a space), the value(s) in the last action will prevail.



PLR will vote proposals in order.  

If PLR approves two different sets of values for the same item, the value in the last one we voted on will override the previous one.  
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New business (cont.):  Discuss proposals [11:10 am to 1:55 pm]

Discuss proposal(s):
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Other business [end by 1:59 pm]

Teams group link.

Withdrawals:  CEPI 005, 026, 143, 144, 151, 155, 157, 158, 159, 160, 165, 170, 190, 191, 201, 202, 258 

Proposals for PNNL cost effective analysis:  CEPI 162/164, 176

Cancelling extra meeting on May 27, 2022 11 am to 2 pm ET. 

Feedback or suggestions on how to improve PLR meetings (see next slide)

Potential summer items (show of hands, on meetings during the gap)

New PLR proposals

PLR public comments

PLR feedback on proposed public comments

Other?
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Feedback or suggestions on how to improve PLR meetings 


Agenda, note significant mods.

All those in support speak then all those in opposition speak, for short proposals only. 

Alternate between proponents and opposed, point by point.

Start discussion with “I support” or “I am opposed”, or “I am undecided”.

Discourage alignment with 90.1 as sole justification; focus on IECC and not delve into other energy codes.

Use of thumbs up or down on me too’s.  

Attachments in CDP Access should be put into PLR Teams folder.

Allow proponent to have last word.

Links on the agenda to latest mods and all the proposals.

Hash out proposals ahead of time, try and formalize the consensus proposal process.

Designate a proxy spokesperson if proponent can make the PLR meeting with their proposals are heard. 

Keep shot clock for guidance.

Teams at least has an archive of all our files, may not be working for all as far as access.  Too many hurdles for access.

Keep sending emails as well as Teams. 
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Potential new PLR proposals / discussion topics over the summer

Automatic receptacle control—improvements/expansion

NEMA / NEEA data centers + UPS efficiencies

Auto-DR cost effectiveness

Range hoods

Hotel guest rooms and possibly related to additional efficiency credit

Exit stairs proposal for IBC/IFC

Exit stairs LPD / exception

Parking daylight transition zone allowance / exception

Correlate with resi PLR 

Create TG on EV, Resi Correlation, Renewables, etc. 
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Other potential new PLR proposals / discussion topics over the summer

?????

?????
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Other discussion items? 
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Future meeting

Next meeting: June 13, 2022, 11 am to 1 pm ET

Adjourn [complete by 2 pm]
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Number

Standalone Proposals (2)

CEPI-007/233-21

Consensus energy storage

CEPI-192-21 Transformer efficiencies.
Tend by 11:40 am]

Number Alterations (2)

CEPI-230-21 Alterations language and exceptions

CEPI-231-21 Alterations language and exceptions

[end by 12:10 pm]
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Daylight responsive controls (2)

CEPI-162-21 Daylight responsive controls
CEPI-164-21 Daylighting controls

[end by 1:00 pm]
Number Standalone Proposals (2)
CEPI-202-21 Lamp efficacy
CEPI-133-21 Lighting general scope

[end by 1:50 pm]













