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U.S. Energy-Related Carbon Dioxide Emissions by End
Use Sector, 2008

Transportation
33%

Commercial 19%

Source: U.S. DOE Energy Information Administration 2009
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Why is the United States interested in rating and
disclosing building energy performance?

US Law to Make Calorie Counts
Hard to Ignore

US Gorenmet [ —
Retfgartor ot X12 Coporation
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EPA Fuel Economy Estimates

Estimated Yearly Operating Cost
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Why is the United States interested in rating and
disclosing building energy performance?

First-step policy to address existing buildings
U.S. existing commercial building stock: 80 billion to 110 billion SF
Governments can analyze rating data
Inexpensive for governments to implement
Market mechanism: less intrusive than other policy options
Consumers, not government, will spur energy retrofits

I Appeals to Republican lawmakers

Creates jobs in the private sector

Rewards owners of efficient buildings competitive advantages
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What are the broad differences between U.S. and
European rating?

United States has no federal policy equivalent to EPBD
Action on state and local levels
U.S. Dept. of Energy developing residential and commercial ratings + labels

Commercial and residential rating highly segmented
Residential policy lags commercial

Operational ratings preferred
Public disclosure alternative to time-of-transaction disclosure

Rating based on U.S. EPA ENERGY STAR software, not audits
Numerical rating, no labels
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ENERGY STAR

Statistical scale
Ad t o N1 @dnparedta peern g
buildings nationwide

Free, online and nontechnical

Normalizes energy consumption for
climate, occupancy density, plug loads
and other factors

Built-in recognition for top achievers

No tailored recommendations for
improvement

Limited verification
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