Energy Performance Benchmarking
for the City of Seattle

IFMA Seattle Education Symposium

City of Seattle (
Department of Planning and Development qﬁ)
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Transportation choices & compact communities
Clean energy & efficient buildings

Clean fuels and fleets

Community mobilization

Buildings account for 26%
of our carbon footprint




#

Improve the energy efficiency of residential and

commercial buildings

— Improve energy efficiency in existing buildings by 20%
by 2020

— Improve energy efficiency in new buildings and major
retrofits consistent with intent of the 2030 Challenge

Create job opportunities in the green economy

Save Seattle residents and businesses money on
energy costs
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Disclosure

Historical Energy Use
Performance Rating
Performance Checklist

Financing
Low-interest Loans
Private Financing Pool
Public Financing Pool - LID
Public Financing Pool - Bond Sale
Energy Efficiency Mortgages

Incentives

Energy Efficiency Tax Credit
Energy Efficiency Feebate
Add-on to Property Taxes
On-bill Financing

Upgrades

Performance Requirement
Preschptive Requirement

SINGLE-FAMILY

Maximum Conservation Potential

Performance Rating
Performance Checklist

Easiest to Implement
Performance Checklist
Historical Energy Disclosure

Stakeholders’ Preference
Performance Rating

Maximum Conservation Potential
Energy Efficiency Mortgages

Easiest to Implement

Low-interest Loans (but expensive)
Bond Sale

Stakeholders’ Preference

All, especially Low-interest Loans
and Mortgages

Maximum Conservation Potential

Energy Efficiency Feebate
Easiest to Implement

Add-on to Property Taxes
Stakeholders’ Preference

On-bill Financing
Energy Efficiency Tax Credit

Maximum Conservation Potential

Perdormance Requirement
Prescriptive Requirement

Easiest to Implement

Prescriptive Requirement
Stakeholders’ Preference

[None - general (but not universal)
opposition]

MULTI-FAMILY

Maximum Conservation Potential
Performance Rating

Easiest to Implement
Historical Energy Disclosure

Stakeholders’ Preference
Performance Checklist

Maximum Conservation Potential
[All Similarly Beneficial]
Easiest to Implement

Low-interest Loans (but expensive)
Bond Sale

Stakeholders’ Preference

All

Maximum Conservation Potential
Energy Efficiency Feebate

Easiest to Implement
Add-on to Property Taxes
Stakeholders’ Preference
Energy Efficiency Tax Credi
Add-on to Property Taxes

Maximum Conservation Potential

Performance Requirement

Easiest to Implement

Performance Requirement

Stakeholders’ Preference

[None - general (but not universa)
opposition]

COMMERCIAL

Maximum Conservation Potential
Performance Rating

Easiest to Implement
Historical Energy Disclosure

Stakeholders’ Preference
Performance Rating

Maximum Conservation Potential

[All Similarly Beneficial]

Easiest to Implement

Low-interest Loans (but expensive)
Bond Sale

Stakeholders’ Preference

All, especially Private Financing

Maximum Conservation Potential
Energy Efficiency Feebate

Easiest to Implement
Add-on to Property Taxes
Stakeholders’ Preference

Energy Efficiency Tax Credit
Modified Efficiency Fee-bale

Maximum Conservation Potential
Performance Requirement

Easiest to Implement
Performance Reguirement

Stakeholders’ Preference

[None - general (buf not universal)
opposition]
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ORDINANCE V25272

1
2 AN ORDINANCE relating to energy conservation; requiring owners of nonresidential and multi-
family buildings to measure and disclose energy efficiency performance, and adding a
3 new Chapter 22.920 to Title 22 of the Seattle Municipal Code.
4 || WHEREAS, the City established a goal of achieving a 20% improvement in energy performance
5 of existing buildings by 2020, as compared to 2005 levels; and
6 || WHEREAS, the City has adopted nationally-leading energy codes in order to achieve high levels
of efficiency in new construction and major renovations; and
7 .
8 WHEREAS, in order to have a significant impact on community-wide energy use in the coming
decades, it is imperative that efficiency savings be achieved in buildings constructed prior
9 to the adoption of current energy codes; and
10 || WHEREAS, cost-effective energy efficiency improvements are proven to increase housing
< affordability and lower business operating costs; and
12 || WHEREAS, Seattle City Light has a proven record of implementing energy conservation as a
strategy to avoid the need for additional electric generating capacity; and
13
14 WHEREAS, a Green Building Task Force was established in July 2008 to identify and

recommend programs to implement cost-effective energy efficiency retrofits and
upgrades to Seattle homes and buildings; NOW, THEREFORE,







ChiB Mo, 2080-0347

H STATEMENT OF ENERGY PERFORMANCE
Sample Facility

Building 10: 123438
For 12-month Pericd Ending: Cciober 21, 2ons"

VIZELEALE] Date SEP becomes ineligible: February 23, 2008 Date SEF Generatad: Noverber 10, 2003
Facility Being Labeled Facility Cwner Primary Contact for this Facility
Sample Facility Zample Owner Jane Smith
1234 Main Strest 4587 Peach Ave. 7880 Columbis Way
Springfield, V&, 10000 Springfield. VA 10000 Springfield, V& 10000

555-555-5555 555-555-5506

jsmithi@jsmith.com

Year Built: 1898

Site EII!I'Q']' Use Summary Gross Building Area (ft®): 20,000
EI j I 1 Energy Performance Rating 2 {1-100): &0
MNatural Gas {kEHu} '
Facrla‘l]- Space Use Summary
Total Energy (kBtu) . Type Area [ft) Dceupants Operating Hours | Number of PCs
Garage 5,000 2 40 o
P Office (General] | 15,000 40 40 40
E“ H ! I 1 Site Energy Use Summary
Site {Hﬂl].lfﬂ?-'j"l" 8.3 Electricity (kBtu) 123,456
Matural Gas (kBhi) 123,458
Source | -7} 18.5 Total Energy (kBtu) 345912
Energy In%}nsity 4
PR Site (KBt CE!
Emissions [based on site enery use) o o

CO (1000Mbstyr) 263

Emissions (pasadan 5ke enengy uss)

GOy [ 1000bsMyr) 283 Professienal Engineer Stamp

I ceriily that ih= Information contained widin this

slatement 15 accurate and in acoondance 'aith the
PE Guidelines.

N PO Professional Enginesr
Indoor Environment Criteria License Mumber- 0000001

(1 1 1 77 Ind ir pollutants tralled? A
Based on actual “whole — building prassbed sarigmision Sl State; VA
Thermal conditions met? Yes .ilgh?: BFE
ineyard Lane

e n e rgy pe rfo r m an Ce d ata Adequate Humination provided?  Yes Springfieid. VA 10000

555-555-T788

Huotes:

1. Appacation Tor e ENERGY STAR Must De SubMItac 10 ERA WEnIn & montns of te Fenod ENging date. AWard of the ENERGY
STAR I nat #nal untl approval |6 recelvad fram EPA.

2. The EPA Enengy Ferformancs Ratng Is based on fotal source energy. A rafing of 75 Is the minimum fo be eligibie for the

Normalizes for factors that affect oo S e e s

. . |, Sievaton based on Facliey 2p cose. .
ene rgy use | nte ns Ity . 5 EL‘&‘&%%”@TS%EE%E?E?%’?; %“&ﬁ?ﬁﬂ“ﬂmm tandard 551802 for L

shermial comart, and IESNA Lighang Handooak far fghting quaty, Agany
C I I m atelwe ath e r Tracking Mumber; SEF20060101000001234

A The povemment estimabes the averape Hme nesaded io il cut this form |5 & hours Onciudes the lime for entering enargy data, PE facifly irspacton
IZe and nclarizing the SEF] and weicomes suppestions for reducng this kevwsd of effort. Send comments (referancing OWE confrd number) to the Dieector.
Codlaciion Sirategles Division, U.S., EPA(J222T] 1200 Pennsyivaria S«e., MV, Washingion, O.C. 20480,

OCCu panCy EPA Foemn: 5300-16
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Building a better Seattle.

Questions? Jayson Antonoff

City of Seattle
Department of Planning and Development

Energy / Climate Change Policy Advisor

jayson.antonoff@seattle.gov
206.386.9791

www.seattle.gov/dpd/Planning/CityGreenBuilding




