
From: Hunt, Marshall
To: Anderson, Mary; Eilert, Patrick L
Subject: FW: Draft of ACEEE furnace NODA comments - ASE sign-on and suggested edits
Date: Sunday, October 11, 2015 3:00:05 PM
Importance: High

Marshall B. Hunt
Professional Mechanical Engineer
Codes & Standards
Pacific Gas & Electric Company
415-260-7624
mbh9@pge.com

-----Original Message-----
From: Roy, Robin [mailto:rroy@nrdc.org]
Sent: Saturday, October 10, 2015 5:14 PM
To: Jeff Harris; 'Steve Nadel'
Cc: 'Joanna Mauer'; Noll, Elizabeth; 'Harvey Sachs'; 'Andrew deLaski'; 'Marianne DiMascio'; Longstreth, Ben; 'Lis,
David'; 'Mel Hall-Crawford'; Hunt, Marshall; 'Mark Cooper'; 'Kristen Driskell'; 'Saxton, Patrick@Energy'; 'Ballo
Timothy'; 'Charlie Harak'
Subject: Re: Draft of ACEEE furnace NODA comments - ASE sign-on and suggested edits
Importance: High

Alert: This message originated outside of PG&E. Use caution when opening attachments, clicking links or
responding to requests for information.
*************************************

Hi all,
Here are NRDC’s draft comments. All thoughts most welcome.
Steve, Jeff, I’ll send my comments on your draft later this weekend.

Best,
Robin

From: Jeff Harris <jeffharris22@outlook.com<mailto:jeffharris22@outlook.com>>
Date: Saturday, 10October2015 at 1:04 PM
To: Steve Nadel <snadel@aceee.org<mailto:snadel@aceee.org>>
Cc: Robin Roy <rroy@nrdc.org<mailto:rroy@nrdc.org>>, 'Joanna Mauer'
<jmauer@standardsasap.org<mailto:jmauer@standardsasap.org>>, Elizabeth Noll
<enoll@nrdc.org<mailto:enoll@nrdc.org>>, Harvey Sachs <hsachs@aceee.org<mailto:hsachs@aceee.org>>,
Andrew DeLaski <adelaski@standardsasap.org<mailto:adelaski@standardsasap.org>>, Marianne DiMascio
<mdimascio@standardsasap.org<mailto:mdimascio@standardsasap.org>>, Ben Longstreth
<blongstreth@nrdc.org<mailto:blongstreth@nrdc.org>>, "'Lis, David'"
<djlis@NEEP.org<mailto:djlis@NEEP.org>>, Mel Hall-Crawford
<MelHC@consumerfed.org<mailto:MelHC@consumerfed.org>>, Marshall Hunt
<MBH9@pge.com<mailto:MBH9@pge.com>>, Mark Cooper
<MarkCooper@aol.com<mailto:MarkCooper@aol.com>>, Kristen Driskell
<Kristen.Driskell@energy.ca.gov<mailto:Kristen.Driskell@energy.ca.gov>>, "Saxton, Patrick@Energy"
<Patrick.Saxton@energy.ca.gov<mailto:Patrick.Saxton@energy.ca.gov>>, Ballo Timothy
<tballo@earthjustice.org<mailto:tballo@earthjustice.org>>, Charlie Harak
<charak@nclc.org<mailto:charak@nclc.org>>
Subject: RE: Draft of ACEEE furnace NODA comments - ASE sign-on and suggested edits
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Steve, Andrew, all –

Thanks so much for asking, Steve, and for your excellent efforts and Andrew’s valued input.  As always!  I was just
getting ready to send you these notes with a some suggested edits (redline attached).  Sorry for the delay.

YES, the Alliance would like to sign on to the letter.

However, I have a few suggestions about content:

1) Add some wording at the beginning noting ways in which the 2-product category approach is superior to the
single nationwide standard originally proposed – see attached.

2) Suggest that we either stick with the 50,000 Btuh cut-off for now, or offer some compromise wording that accepts
either 50 or 55 kBtuh – mostly to preserve a bit more bargaining space in case of any consensus negotiation that
might ensue, AND to give DOE some room for compromising at 55 kBtuh since industry will certainly ask for a
much higher cut-off.

3) Strongly suggest that we leave out, for now, the paragraph that says we might accept a phased-in standard. 
Though I get the point about putting this on the record to make it easier for DOE to go this way if they want, but I
do NOT see why we should do this now rather than in comments on the SNOPR – or as part of a consensus
negotiation.  If this is the path we agree to I’d in turn want to insist on 50 kBtuh/95 AFUE for the second stage,
without too much delay (in large part to avoid keeping the window open longer than necessary for installing 80
AFUE furnaces in more new homes – see below).

We would also like to suggest:

4) Adding a section (highlighted in yellow) on the issue of how the lower of the proposed 2 tiers might affect
building code stringency for new homes.

If you or other prospective co-signers (cc'd, in the interest of time) are NOT OKAY with including this last section,
please let me know so the Alliance can add this one comment in a separate letter to DOE, in addition to our sign-on
to this joint letter.

Thanks, all - Jeff

Jeffrey Harris

Jeffharris22@outlook.com<mailto:Jeffharris22@outlook.com>

(202) 834-3297

mailto:Jeffharris22@outlook.com


-----Original Message-----
From: Steve Nadel [mailto:SNadel@aceee.org]
Sent: Friday, October 9, 2015 1:17 PM
To: Jeffrey Harris <JeffHarris22@outlook.com<mailto:JeffHarris22@outlook.com>>
Subject: FW: Draft of ACEEE furnace NODA comments

Jeff,

Getting ready to finalize these comments as they are due next week.  Do you have any comments and/or think you
want to sign on?

S.

-----Original Message-----

From: Steve Nadel

Sent: Friday, October 2, 2015 6:45 PM

To: 'Roy, Robin'; Joanna Mauer; Noll, Elizabeth; Harvey Sachs; Jeffrey Harris; Andrew deLaski; Marianne
DiMascio; Longstreth, Ben; Lis, David; Mel Hall-Crawford; Marshall Hunt; Mark Cooper; Kristen Driskell; Saxton,
Patrick@Energy; Ballo Timothy; 'Charlie Harak'

Subject: Draft of ACEEE furnace NODA comments

Folks,

Attached find a draft of ACEEE's comments.  Thanks to Andrew for helping to tighten these up in a number of
places.  I circulate these: (1) for comments; (2) to see if anyone wants to sign on; and (3) in case you're doing your
own comments, some of these thoughts might be helpful.  I'd appreciate any comments people have by next Thurs.
Oct. 8th as I've set aside some time to revise on the 9th.  Comments are due Oct. 14.

S.
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