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INTRODUCTION FORM

By a member of the Board of Supervisors or the Mayor '

Time Stamp or
3 Meeting Date
I hereby submit the following item for introduction:
[1 1. For reference to Committee:
An ordinance, resolution, motion, or charter amendment
Request for next printed agenda without reference to Comrmttee
Request for hearing on a subject matter at Committee: ‘
. Request for letter beginning “Superv1sor _ ~ inquires...”

City Attoiney request

Call file from Committee _
Budget Analyst request (attach written motion).
Substitute Legisletion File Nos.

wpo.sp*sne.wsv

10. Board to Sit as' A Committee of the Whole
11. Questlon(s) submltted for Mayoral Appearance before the BOS on

DDFDDDDDDH

Please check the appropnate boxes. The proposed legislation should be forwarded to the -
following: _ '

[ Smarn Business Commission [ Youth Commission _

[ Ethics Commission ; _ [] Planning Commission

Ll Building Inspection Commission |
Note: For the Imperative Agenda (a resolution not on the printed agenda), use a different form.]

Sponsor(s): AMar

Subject: Resolution to accept and éxpend an Innovation Opportunity Grant for Emergency

Disclosure Policy Workshop 9\ j ‘3 C)/D

The text is listed below or attached:

Please see attached.

-
Signature of Sponsoring Supemsor
For Clerk’s Use Only
Common/Superv1sors Form - ‘\ Revised 05/19/11
552 '
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FILE NO. 120131 . ' ‘ | "RESOLUTION NO.

[Accept and Expend Grant - Energy Performance Benchmarking Forum - $25,300]

Resolution authorizing the Department of the.Environment to accept and expend a-

grant in the amount of $25 300 froin the Urban Sustalnablllty Dlrectors Network to

convene a two-day forum covering adoptlon and lmplementatlon of energy

' performance benchmarklng and dlsclosure polrcnes.

WHEREAS, After a competitive process the Urban Sustalnabllity DirectOrs Network

(USDN) has selected the Department of the Environment to receive fundlng to collaborate
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with-the-nonpro "rganizahon—lnstltﬂte for- l\/larkeH" ransforrnatlon —to-convenea forum-for

USDN members to share best practices in adoptlng and lmplementlng energy performance '

,benchmarking and disclosure policieS' and

WHEREAS, The Board of Supervisors for the City and County of San Francnsco has

| dlrected the Department of the EnVIronment to reduce carbon dioxide (COz)emlssmns W|th|n

the City and _County of San Francisco to 20% below 1990 levels by the year 2012; and

WHEREAS, Annually, the building sector accounts for more than half of all greenhouse

| gas emissions in San Francisco; and

WHEREAS, Bqulng energy performance labellng and disclosure policies are emerglng

tools intended to motivate lnvestment in energy efficiency by hlghllghtmg the value of energy

‘savmgs for bu1ldlng owners, tenants, and energy service prov1ders and

WHEREAS San Francisco recently adopted the Existing Commercial Bwldmgs Energy

Performance Ordlnance no. 17-11 (Environmental Code Chapter 20) calling for the use of

1| energy performance labeling and disclosure; and

Supervisor Mar . . '
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS Lo ‘ _ Page i
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WHEREAS, Energy perform'ance labeling and disclosure policy requires each

- 2 commercial building of 10,000 square feet or'greater to publicly report its energy performance
3 annually and undertake a comprehensive energy audit at least once every five years and
4 WHEREAS, Energy performance labels for commerCial bundings are powen‘ul
5 motivators for energy efficiency improvement when disclosed to the market, and this
6 innovative,approach is' cost effective for both local g.overnment and building ovvners; and
7 : WHEREAS- ConVening.a forum for other US’DN member Cities-ensures that San
8 | Francisco continues to be a leader in creating programs and serVices with measurable
9 enVIronmental impacts; and _
10 WHEREAS The funding source does not allow for indirect costs and
11.~ , - WHEREAS, The grant does not require an Annual Salary Ordinance amendment; and
12. WHEREAS, The term of the grant is from November 15 2011, through December 31, |
13 2012; now, therefore, be it _ _ |
14 RESOLVED, That the Board of Supervisors hereby authorizes the Director of the
15 - Department of the Environment to accept and expend $25,300 from the USDN to convene a -
16 'tWo—d‘ay forum on adoption and implementation of energy performance benchmarking and
17 disclosure policies, and, be it _ ‘_ |
18 FURTHER RESOLVED, That the B’oa_rd of Supervisors hereby Waiveskinclusion of
19 || indirect costs in the grant budget.
21 || Recommended' | - Approved M’(/ /‘QLQ-,QF
22 d | | : ' Mayor
23 JS@W\&—L /\//;‘\ L
24,\ Department | Approved: — '. ,i
25 Controller
Supervisor Mar - , _ . _ ,
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‘TO:
| FROM: | Th‘ev Department of the Environment
DATE: - November9,2011 |
SUBJECT: Accept and Expend Resolutlon for Natlonal Grant
GRANT TITLE: Innovation Opportumty Grant for Energy Dlsclosure Policy

Workshop

' Attached please flnd the original and 4 coples of each of the followmg
X Proposed grant resolutlon ~original sngned by Department Mayor Controller

X Grant information form, lncludrng disability checkllst

_X_ Grant budget
X -Grant applioation
_X_Grant award letter from funding agenoy

__ Other (Explain):

Special Timeline Requirements:

. Departmental representative to receive a copy of the adopted resolution:
Name:.‘RacheI Buerkle o . Phone:4t5-355—3704
Interoffioe Mait Addreee: - |

Certified copy required Yes[] - o | No X

(Note: certified copies have the seal of the City/County affixed and are occasionally required by
funding agencies. In most cases ordinary copies without the seal are sufficient).

555
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Grant information Form
(Effective Jaruary 2000)

Purpose: Accompanies proposed Board of Supervisors resolutions authorizing a Depértmeni o accept and
expend grant funds. : . ' ' _ :

The fqllowin'g describes the grant referred to in the accompanying resolution:

1. GrantTitle: * USDN Innovation Obpor‘runitv_ Grant for Energy Disclosure -Poiiéy'Works-h'op

2. Departm’eht: Departmen‘t.of‘the E_hvirohmen’r

3. Cont;iact Pefson: Rachel Buerkle Telephone: 4155355—3704
4. Grant Approval Status (check one): |

[X1Approved by funding agency‘ -+ [ Notyet approved

5: Amoun_t of Grant Funding Approved or Applied for: $ 25,300

64, iviatéhing Funds Required: not required” - [P , -
~ While a match in not required, one is being provided in the form of venue rental, staff time-from Department of
Environment, and Local 21 professional development funds. ’ o

b. Source(s) of mgtching funds (if appl‘icable'); Department Funds

" 7a. Grant Source Agency: SR - Urban Sustainability Directors Network -
b. Grant Pass-Through Agency (if applicable): Global Philanthropy Parinership -

8. Proposed Grant Projéét Summary: |

The Department of the Environment was awarded a grant of $25,300 from the Urban Sustainability Directors
Network to convene a two-day forum covering adoption and implementation of energy performance o
benchmarking and disclosure.policies. Energy benchmarking and disclosure is an emergihg policy practice,
“-and San Francisco recently adopted the Existing Commercial Buildings Energy Performance Ordinance
- (Environmental Code Chaptér 20). This building energy performance labeling and disclosure policy requires
each commercial building of 10,000 square feet or greater to publicly report its energy performance annually,
_“and to get an energy audit every 5 years. Public disclosure of energy performance will motivate investment in -
-energy efficiency by highlighting — at little cost to cities - the value of energy savings for building owners, '
tenants, and energy service providers. > - :

9. Gfan’_t Project Schedule, as allowed in approval documents, or as proposed: - .
Start-Date: November 15, 2011 - - End-Date; December 31, 2012

10. Number of new pbsiﬁons created and funded: N/A -
11. If new positions are created, explain the disposition- of employees once the grant ends? N/A

- 12a. Amount budgeted for contractual services: §1 7.800
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greniowadis Z‘Ssiﬁ"ﬁ&:{a it upon His insthlefor Vadet Trensionnalien facliictns e avenlw
“zports on the event. The | institute for Market Transformation is the oni iy organization providing policy

zvelopment and policy implemeniation support services , including relevant wor E\ahODS and repor s, for eﬂergy
’ benchmarkmg and dusclosure in the United Siates. .

tia.

. I so, will comracl services help to nurtherr the goals of the depar’tmems MBE/\NBE
requ:rements‘7 bl

!s thns ElkeEy to be a one-time or ongoing request for confracting out? One—nme
13a. Does the budgeu. include indirect costs? . [] Yes [X‘] No

b1, Efyes how much?
" b2. How was the amount calculated’? Maximum

c. !f no, ‘\}vhy are indirect costs not-inciuded? " . _ :
EX]1 Not allowed by granting agency - . {I To maximize use of grant funds on direct services
[ 1 Other (please explain): - AR :

14. Any other significant grant requirements or comments:

*Disability Access Checkiist™
415r This.Grant is intended for activities at (check all that apply):

Existing Site(s) [ 1 Existing Structure(s) L X] Exiétfngf Pfogira.m(sj or Service(s)

t ] Rehabilitated Site(s)- [ 1 Rehabilitated Structure(s) [1 New Program{s) or Ser\_,/'ice(s)‘ :
[ 1 New Site(s) - [1New Structure(s) ‘ o

- 16. The Departmental ADA Coordma’[or and/or the Mayor s Office on Dlsablllty have reviewed the proposal and
concluded that the project as proposed will be in compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act and all
other Federal, State and local access laws and regulations and will allow the full inclusion of persons with
disabilities, or will require unreasonable hardship exceptions, as described in the commenis section:

Comments:

| - | | Al e

; o : ARTANN R ¥ e N
Departmental or Mayor's Office of Disability Reviewer: \_AGd ELJ ¢ t@/
Date Revnewed a \ j

| Departr‘nentApproval U JQ)N‘\W {E L W

"Wlelanle Nutter Dllfzit;?;zDe\ﬁ%rtm‘ent of the Environment

pl

) -
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E}epqﬁment of the s:nwscmment%ny anﬁ Ccmnt;f of San Francisco (SFE) =~

V:/éccept ana Expe_fsd Grant Eunds;rom; :
Urban Sustamabllny Directors Neawork {USDN

|{Personnel
Green Bu-ilding Coordinate event with.
Coordinator . - Irepresentatives from _
Environmental participating cities, co-author |
_|Specialist 5640 " ltwo post-workshop reports,
T ' deliver presentations on policy ,
CohtractslGrants .
Institute for Market Promote and coordinzite .
Transformation workshop, arrange travel
' scholarships for participants, .
write post-workshop report,
coordinate follow-up webinar, o : - :
write post-webinar report. $  17.800 | - - $ 17.800
Venue Rental - ‘ - _ o S
. $. 5000]% 5,000-
SubTotal Contract/ Grant _ ‘ ) -
$ 23800] - . |$ 23800
Travel o
_ : 1§, -
Travel to Workshop
(2 SF Environment
staff) - K , '
: ' : ) $ 1,500 | % 2,000 |9% -3,500
. |SubTotal Travel o , L o
- $  1,500(8% 2,000 | $ 3,500 |
Grand Total § - 25300!1% ‘5000 % 30,300
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City of San Francisco : » ‘ Proposal to the USDMN

. Participating t‘Cii—ﬁe_é: san Fraricisco and, 13 other member cities
Grant Améunt Requested: $22,200
Purpose

The San Francisco Department of Environment ‘(SF Environment) will convene 4 two-day
energy benchmarking and disclosure policy forum with USDN members, covering both adopuo_l
and 1mplementat10n of energy performance benchmarking and disclosure p011c1es

The bulldlng sector accounts for almost half of all greenhouse gas emissions in the U S.
annually. Thus, making concerted efforts to reduce energy usage from buildings and the
associated gTeenhouse gas ernissions is paramount for any city seekmg to mitigate the effects of
Climate Change

Energy benclunarking and disclosure is an emerging policy practice in this arena and San
Francisco recently adopted the Existing. Conumercial Buildings Energy Performance Ordinance
(SF Environment Code Chapter 20) calling for the use of these tools. This building’ energy
performance labeling and disclosure policy requires each commercial building of 10,000 square

feet or greater to publicly report its energy performance annually using ENERGY STAR.
Portfolio Manager, and to also undertake a comprehensive energy audit at least once eve1y 5
‘years. The intent is fo ensure that each building owner has the tools to manage energy:
effectively: knowledge and accountability borne of comparing their building’s performance -
“compares to its peers and sharing that information with tenants, tracking trends in energy
consuimption, and audit results that offer a spec1ﬁc actlonable plan to cost—effectlvely Improve
energy performance :

San Francisco’s ordinance is most d]rectly analogous to the energy retro- commlssmnmg and
benchmarking laws adopted in New York City’s Greener Greater Buildings Plan. Other

- jurisdictions that have adopted-benchmarking and disclosure requirements nlclude Seattle WA,
Washmgton State, Washmgton DC, Austin TX, and Callforma

All seven Juusdn:tlons pol1c1es mandate the use of ENERGY STAR Portfolio Manager, a free

interactive energy management tool provided by the US Environmental Protection Agency and

* US Dept of Energy that allows commercial building owners and managers to track and assess’
energy and water consumption for a single building or across-an entire portfolio of buildings.
The use of'a common tool helps amplify the effect of these policies, since major real estate

. portfolios commonly extend across many cities or states. Each policy is also an experiment,
testing what specific data yields most effective dlsclosule to whom the data should be disclosed
‘(the jurisdiction, the counterparty in a business transaction, or the public); when data should be
disclosed (during a transaction or on an ongoing basis); where best to cmmnumcate the '

- requirements and results, and how to administer the new lequuements

Currently, leaders in at least ten USDN core and member cities are Jleestlg.':LtlllU snmlau pohc1es
and opportumtles for accelerating the adop’uon of these types of pohcles ate extensive:

» Building energy perfounance abeling and disclosure policies are emer, ging tools intended
to motivate investment in energy efficiency by highlighting — at little costto cities — the
value of energy savmgs for bu1ld111g owneis tenants, and ener: I8y service providers, Wlnch
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" City of San Francisco ' S Proposal to the USDN

helping cities and utilities target incentives and support services to districts or uses that -
will yield the biggest greenhouse gas mitigation per dollar invested, and to amplify

- efforts to recognize and celebrate excellence. Considering the-scale of risk to city

" economies and infrastructure from climate change, the public interest in effective
management of energy resources outweighs the value of secrecy for energy hogs.

"¢ This innovative approach is cost effective for both the local government and building
owners. The cost of implementing siich a policy lays primarily in communication and
stakeholder outreach, information technology, and enforcement. Existing energy
incentive funding from utilities as well as federal, state, and local governments is
leveraged, and the capacity to target additional increases to get the biggest bang for the
bucl increases as the city, owners, tenants, and energy service providers better '
understand which districts or specific buildings have the greatest potential for improved
performance. ‘ : ‘ '

e Energy performance disclosure policy also leverages — at little or no cost to cities - the
" potentially far greater incentive of enabling market actors to systematically factor energy .
costs into real estate valuation. Energy is typically the single largest controllable cost of
operating a building; a 10% decrease in energy use can yield a 1.5% increase in net

operating income. For medium-sized office property with average energy cost and usage,
this can translate into hundreds of thousands of dollars in increased value. '

s Simple and easy to compare-energy performance labels for commercial buildings
disclosed to the market are powerful motivators for energy efficiency improvement. In
December 2008, and again in November 2010, the US EPA ENERGY STAR Program
hosted, “Power of Information to Motivate Change” workshops where indusiry and
governiments exchanged case studies on the impact of the ENERGY STAR label and the |

* Portfolio Manager tool on building energy management. A key finding Was that local

government staff value opportunities to share experiences, lessons learned, and solutions . .
to common challenges they face in adopting and implementing energy benchmarking and
disclosure policies. [The Power of Information to Motivate Change II: Workshop |
Summaries, Findings, and Next Steps, January 2011.] ‘ :

¢ Portfolio Manager is used to track the performance of more than 11.5 billion square feet —
1.2 billion in California alone. As of 2008, more than 6,200 facilities in the U.S. have
earned the ENERGY STAR label, representing savings of more than $1.7 billion in
uiility bills and avoided greenhouse gas emissions equivalent to taking more than 2
million cars off the road. ' '

e Energy performance disclosure helps cities and utilities target incentives and support

services to districts or uses that will yield the biggest greenhouse gas mitigation per dollar
~  invested, and to amplify efforts to recognize and celebrate excellence.

Even with the tremendous opportunities for energy savings and celebration, there are still several
barriers to implementing similar policies, such as: ’ : '

. Navigating state regulations on utility data, which may make it difficult for buildiﬁg
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owners to obtain tenant energy use data.

¢ US EPA must balance support for effective energy efﬁmency pohc v wnh requirement {0
' hold Portfolio Manager users’ reported ener gy usage data confidential.

-« Stakeholder buy-in that consxd,ermg the 1'1slcs to city economiies and infrastructure posed
by climate change, the public interest in greénhouse gas emissions reduction and-

‘effective management of ener. gy Iesources outweighs the preference to not disclose
energy usage data. : ,

o The value of disclosure hinges on the accuracy of underlying data; 1t is challengmg to

balance Vahdat1011 of sublmtted energy usage data with customer-centric administrative
process. '

Proposed Product

The forum will convene the seven Jjurisdictions where energy performance l)en'chmarldng and
disclosure policies-have been adopted, as well as ten jurisdictions whose leaders are considering
these innovative policy tools. The forum will be open to all USDN member cities, but we

—propose-prioritizing scholarships for travel costs-(if needed)-to-jurisdictions-with- an-adopted

energy performance benchmark policy, followed by USDN cities with a benchmarking policy in
active development

Key iinplementation partuers that will also be invited include: -

« US EPA ENERGY STAR staff, and US DOE: to inform design of potential future
_ national programs, as well as to understand cities needs and the opportunities to hone the
federal tools that these local policies leverage.
e The Institute for Market Transformation: Gather mfonnat:lon to motivate similar actions
in other cities, a channel that complements the Urban Sustainability Directors™ Network.

. Gathering the cities testing varying approaches to energy performance benchmarking and-
disclosure policy will not only support those in initial stages of the process, it will inform
additional jurisdictions considering benchmarking and disclosure policies. The forum will
provide space and time to share lessons learned, initiate and expand inter-city collaborations.

Reporting will be compiled from each ‘session during the forum, and this information will be
synthesized into a final report to be disseminated according to USDN protocol. In addition,

. findings and reports will be used to inform the US DoE and EPA as they move, forwald in

_ SLPpOl'tlllg othe1 1111111101paht1es in adopting buﬂdmg efﬁc1ency policies.

, Key Tasks Involved

San Francisco’s Green Building staff are in conversation with the cities currently beginning the
implementation phase of their Building Energy Benchmarking programs, as well as those -
investigating similar policies to gauge interest and need. In addition, the Green Building team
-and SF Environment Director have béen in conversation with the Instrmte for Market '
Transformation (IMT) which will fac1l1tate the convenmg
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City of San Francisco v , : Proposal to the USDN.

" The organizing team will hold pre-forum m ee;mgs at the US Green Building Council's
" GreenBuild in October 2011, in addition to having regular planning calls with the IMT and other
key stalceholders. Early on, the team will confirm the site for the foru m—-pmbably on the East .
Coast, since it is.anticipated that more participants will be from that area.
SF Environment will continue working with the IMT on scheduling and prelimﬁwy planning for
the forum. IMT wﬂi be Iesponsﬂale for acﬁ;aﬂy producing Lhe event; securing a SJte amangmc
~ food, mateuals etc.

a

ng ect mamagemem

The City of San Francisco will receive finds Lhrough SF Envngnmcnt the. Department pr. 1mar11y
involved in organizing the forum. San Francisco staff will make decisionis on the project,
however, will work closely with thosé member cities in formatting the forum.

Progress Measurement .

The team will track progress by surveying USDN member participants, as well as participants
from the US DoE and EPA throughout the planning phase. In addition it will perform an

extensive post-forum evaluation after the event, relying-on mput from pariicipants. The post- -
-forum evaluation will include information on the relative value of findings, recommendations
and reporting resulting from the forum, as well as the value to u1d1v1dua1 partlclpant

Project Bﬁdget
Task . Time . Cost In-kind -
Workshop Coordination : 30 hours . $3000
Venue Rental B v + $3,000
Participant Travel _ , - $11,200
(Hotel, Airfare, Per Diem) o ' :
- Produce Forum Sumumnary - 20 hours - $2000
Project Management . G0hours - - $6000
| Tetal . o . $22,200 $3000

Total Request: $22,200
Total Project $25,200

Timeline =

The timeline will be in keepm0 with the USDN Glantma requirements. Iaeally, the workshop
‘wilt be in early March 2012, with wor. l(shop summary published by May 2012.
o Potential To Benefit Many USDN Members

Al USDN members face environmental; infrastructure, and public safety risks from chmate
~ change. Energy performance disclosure and auditing policies to motivate investment in energy
efficiency, and to generate actionable data about which districts or buildings have the greatest
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City of San Francisco o . ‘Proposal to the USDI "

potential to use energy more eﬂcctweiy are applic able to all of our communities. To yield such
benefits, the cohort of innovative jurisdictions piloting this concept must document success and
lessons learned to identify the most effective approaches and the best ways to navigate complex
relationships with stakeholders as well as state and federal agencies, workforce capacity, and the
challenges of effective commumcatlon about a technical topic unfamiliar to many.

Plan for sustajﬁnﬁng the pmje;t ifitis inte_nded to conﬁnue/b,e maiﬁtaﬁned.
This prop@éal is for a single workshop. Results will be published through the USDN website.

Member cities will continue to connect via USDN processes such as monthly conference calls.
In addition, information may be used by the US DoE and EPA to inform their ﬁmlre Work in th1s

~ area.
‘Contact Information
. Johanna Partin ‘ ' S ' Melanie Nutter
Director of Climate Initiatives = = : Director "
‘Mayor’s Office : B SF Environment _
City and County of San Fr a11c1sco o City and County of San Francisco

4155546640 - T 4153553701
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'-EE@L»@scm Supplement to USDH Srant fo SF EU‘EWDQELHM@EM g
- Energy Peiformance Disclosure F‘-@EE&:y Forum

San Francisco 'DeporrfrnemL of Environment requests an additional $5100 from USDH, fo suppbn a follow-up
Weblnosr ond additional report 6 monihs after the conference, and 1o expand QVOIIObIlITy of fravel scholarships
for staff of ogencnes considering orimplementing benchmarking policies.

7 N - | Sioff . :
Bud@ ' - ' | Hours . .| Otherliem | Total
Workshop Coordmahon A ‘ 30 : ' $3,000
_Venue _ ' - $3,000 | InKind .
Parficipant Trow.el { Ho’re‘l, Airfare, Per Diem) . $11,200 : $11,200
Publication of Worksh‘op summary : : 60 , . $6,OOOV
Project Management/Overhead : : . ' : '
| Total - - - | $20,200 |
: , , Staif o
—Supplemental Budget - Hours Other llem | Total .
Paricipant Travel ‘ ' ' - $3,500 . $3,500
Follow Up Webinar and Report ' 16 | ey $1,600 |
Total Supplement- 5 o $5,100
Aménded Total Project Budget E ) ' . $25,.300_
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Crosar Pr e ANTHROP v PARTNE

1916 N, I\/Iokawk Street, #7 o Chicago, IL 60614 e tel: 1 312.213.3753

fax: 1 312.352.2626 ¢ www global-philanthropy.org

0

Ms. Melanie Nutter
Director of the San F rancxsco Department of the Fl‘mrcnment .
_San Francisco, CA 5

August31, 2011
Dear Melanie,

Global Ph}lanth ropy Partners!up is pleased to pzoceed with a USDN innovation Opportumty

- Fund grant for $25,300 to enable early adopters of commercial bulldmg energy disclosure to

" share lessons learned, explare ways to address barriers, and initiate and expand inter-city
colleborations. The goal of the grant is to enable San Francisco and 13 other cities, includi ng New
York City, Seattle, Austin, Washmu‘tca”l, D.C, Eugene, Cambrldge, and Minneapolis to accelerate

v

———the< adepﬁen -ofthese typesof policies:
The grant ‘undmg must support:

@ Convenmg the seven junsdzctlons that have ado pted energy performance benchmarkin g .
and disclosure policies, as well as the 10 who are considering it, and other
implémentation partners (US EPA Energy STAR, DOE, Institute for Market
Transformation) for a twe-day energy benchmarkmg and disclosure policy forum,
covering both adoption and implementation of energy performance benchmarkmg and

" disclosure policies.

s Hiring Institute for Market Transformation (IMT] to pr oduce and facilitate the convening -
event and generate a meeting report on how to facilitate action in'more cities.

e Providing for the forum a comprehensive policy scan ef Building Energy Labeling
programs existing, and emerging issues in this new programimatic area for cities.

« Exploring at the event pros and cons ¢f varying approaches to ulergy per formance

-~ benchmarking and disclosure policy, lessons learned, and »

e Also exploring af the event interest in inter-city collaborations and/or an on-going user

. group to share challenges and experiences with Building Energy Lanelmg :

s Capturing lessons in a final repert to be disseminated to all USDN members. ,
Informing US DOE and EPA on how the‘i can support mor\. mumcspa ities in edoptma
building energy efficiency policies.

- Qﬁf‘:- inga follow-up webmar aﬂd additional repen 6 mﬁrths after L‘ie policy forum.
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Eugene, C

s The partic E:we in Sh.’;‘*?};!’if the p eir needs and the
institute foy ¥ » understands )

= Thegrant L}“ac s descr Iabove w il be defzvﬂrcd wsf"i_{sneo W
ideally be by March 2012 ’ '

s The City of San Francisco will provide pmject management and coordination.

s Theproject mapager will provide a final reporton e;mendz*ures of the funds cow I;area’ o

the budget.

Please sign this letter mdi cating that you acrree wnh the terms. Once Giohal Phﬂavthropy
Partnership receives your signed ﬁttﬂr we W!H disburse the grant funds. -

Sincerely,

Acceptance af Grant Terms

The City e)f S.:«u_ Francisce accepis the grant conditions.
. Name:
- Title:
Signature: : .
‘How the Check Should Be Issued:

Tax iD Number:
Project Manager:
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