
Green Building Advisory Council 
Meeting Date: August 5, 2026 
Meeting Location: Online – WebEx 
Recording: https://dcnet.webex.com/dcnet/ldr.php?RCID=0eacd116b6e3d1bbc1e2f06713096413 
 
Attendees (all by Webex/phone) (42) 
GBAC Members Present: Jenn Hatch (DOEE), Anthony Lee (DHCD), Mike Brown (DOB), June Marshall 
(Private Sector), Andrea Foss (SWA), Mansi Talwar (GWU), Linda Toth (Arup), Vanessa Bertelli (Electrify 
DC), Stephen Gyor (OP)  
GBAC Members Absent: Jen Croft (DGS), Cliff Majersik (IMT) 
Other Attendees: Casey Studhalter (DOEE), Connor Rattey (DOEE), Kate Tanabe (DOEE), Rebekah 
Dunbar, Aimee Miller (DCC), Alex Haver, Ali Alaswadi (DOB), Andre, Anthony V. Bochicchio, Bob Sly, 
Brandon Lewis, Brian, Brian Anderson, Caitlin Schinkski, Christin Wainwright, Craig Brandt, Danielle 
Reinhold, Derek DiPiazza, Jessica Wachter, Kevin Lohr, Marta, Matthew Hunt, Matthew Pastore, 
Matthias, Michael Kuser, Michelle Steel, Nathan Jeffay, Nauvel, Viv Chaudhry,  Caitlin Schinski, Matthew 
Pastore, Ken Evans, Brian Fox (DOEE) 
 
Administrative updates – Jenn Hatch, DOEE 
o Jenn welcomed everyone to the August GBAC meeting and thanked them for attending during such 

a busy month. The only building seeking an exemption today is the Recorder of Deeds. 
o At the last GBAC meeting, they discussed standing exemptions for projects seeking relief from the 

thermal energy performance requirements, which require only a staff-level review, and since then 

two projects, Euclid Middle School and Drew Elementary School, have successfully navigated the 

exemption process. All requests are included in the tracking sheet published on the GBAC webpage. 

Greener Government Building Act: Request for Exemption 
 
Recorder of Deeds 
Background: 
o The Recorder of Deeds project initially sought exemptions from certain Appendix Z requirements, 

including Z2.1 Energy Use Intensity, Z2.2 Thermal Energy Performance, Z2.5 Building Commissioning, 
Z2.6 Airtightness Testing, Z3.1 On-site Combustion, Z3.2 Acceptable Sources of Renewable Energy, 
Z3.3 On-site Renewable Energy, and Z3.4 Off-site Renewable Energy, at the April 1, 2026, GBAC 
meeting.   

o At that initial meeting, GBAC recommended requesting additional information on these exemptions 
and advised the project team to reassess electrification options within the current scope. This 
includes revisiting the solar PV plans with a PV designer to optimize roof capacity, reconsidering a 
30% increase in ventilation for mechanical systems, exploring options to reduce equipment size or 
incorporate energy recovery, and clarifying discussions with PEPCO regarding electrical capacity for 
current or future electrification. Further suggestions included exploring off-site renewable energy 
procurement, clarifying approval statuses with CFA and HPRB, and reviewing updated historic 
preservation guidelines in coordination with DOEE. This is reflected in the memo brief to the DOEE 
Director and DOB.  

o The project resubmitted a request for exemption in July 2026, which was then reviewed during 
August 5, 2026, regularly scheduled meeting. 
 
 
 

https://dcnet.webex.com/dcnet/ldr.php?RCID=0eacd116b6e3d1bbc1e2f06713096413
https://app.box.com/s/2izgxiuzjm2hkbx4exe41vtud9f7bgp1
https://app.box.com/s/k828icibxq0n2p3vl0fxiiqpazyo6pxe
https://app.box.com/s/8nkzydgxt3vq45mlcf0n0q7ondiv4mjl


Exemption requests 
o The project team requested exemption from the following Appendix Z requirements: Z2.1 Energy 

Use Intensity, Z2.2 Thermal Energy Performance, Z2.6 Airtightness Testing, Z3.1 On-site Combustion 
and Z3.4 Off-site Renewable Energy.  
▪ Performance Metrics:  

• Source EUIp : 82.7 kBtu/sf/yr  

• Source EUIb : 109.7 kBtu/sf/yr  

• Zero Energy Performance Index (zEPI): 38 

• Annual heating demand (TEDI): 15.3 kBtu/sf/iCFA/yr  

• Annual cooling demand (CEDI): 13.2 kBtu/ft2 /iCFA/yr 
 
GBAC questions and discussion 
o The GBAC questioned the suggested impacts to the project delivery date and asked whether 

proceeding with option 1B would require returning to 1st-stage CFA approval or whether it would 
simply be an addition to that first stage and not delay moving to the second stage. The GBAC also 
questioned the budget constraints, confirming that the project team is seeking appropriations from 
Congress, whether the budget was submitted for FY27 ($21 million), and whether it was approved. 

o When the Recorder of Deeds previously inquired about an exemption, the GBAC  
questioned the project team about the LEED credit for increased ventilation, requesting that the 
team evaluate whether the increased ventilation (driven by pursuing the LEED Enhanced Indoor Air 
Quality credit) is necessary or whether mitigated ventilation could help downsize the mechanical 
equipment. The GBAC asked for justification of how it affects the building's energy performance. 
They also requested confirmation of the current EUI figures in the energy model and how they 
compare them to the EUI if the project simply met code minimum ventilation requirements, noting 
that the LEED credit is only worth one point on the scorecard but likely has negative impacts on 
energy consumption overall. 

o The GBAC asked whether it was possible to run a model that assumes a 30% decrease in ventilation 
back to code minimums, particularly in areas that don’t frequent human occupants, and whether it 
was possible to electrify the building without the boilers and redundancies, without changing the 
service and without upgrading the systems. 

o The GBAC asked the design team whether, as discussed at the last GBAC meeting on this project, the 
team had revisited the on-site solar designs and whether the on-site PV had been confirmed by the 
structural engineers to ensure that both the live and dead load calculations, and the PV angles, had 
been assessed.  The GBAC questioned the use of 320 W panels when typical models deliver much 
more, and whether the higher than usual installation angle had been verified.   

o The GBAC questioned the life cycle cost of electrification compared to the upfront cost, and whether 
that had been considered as a means for overcoming additional first costs. 

o The GBAC sought clarity on the need for N + 1 redundancy, which is unexpected for a project of this 
type and has significant implications for several considerations, and on whether the design team has 
worked with DC Courts and understands the requirements for US Courts. 

o The GBAC asked whether the project team considered partial electrification options to reach 75% 
electrification, if 100% is deemed infeasible. 

o The GBAC sought feedback on whether a PEPCO upgrade would be needed for the heat pump 
system alone, without the additional electric boiler. 

o The GBAC questioned the permitting processes and what DOB would need. 
o The GBAC asked whether the heat pump is $3.3 million or $3 million, whether the hybrid system 

would be a couple of million dollars, whether there was a request for the study, how long it would 



take to do that, what the rough costs would be, and whether there would be construction delays. 
The total cost of the project is $36 million, including the design.   

 
Public questions and discussion 
o A member of the public commended the project team's efforts and the thoughtful presentation they 

prepared. They mentioned that they acknowledge that the project team has maximized their efforts 
without incurring high costs, however, they noted that if the project reduced ventilation, this would 
decrease reheating needs and cost. If ventilation were reduced further, the zEPI score would 
approach 30.   

o The building is well-suited for partial electrification of its heating system. A single 30-ton heat pump 
could supply approximately 50-60% of the heating energy without requiring any service upgrades 
from PEPCO. 

 
Motions 
o A motion (Mike, June) to recommend approval of a partial exemption from the energy use intensity, 

thermal energy performance, airtightness testing (follow proposed path), on-site combustion, and 

off-site renewable energy requirements of the GGBA (follow proposed path) failed (3-5).  

o A motion to assess the feasibility of a hybrid system within the project’s existing constraints and to 
identify any trade-offs or losses that would arise under the hybrid scenario (Mansi, Anthony) passed 
(5-3). 

 
Roundtable Discussions – All 
o None 

The meeting adjourned at 4:30.  
The next regularly scheduled meeting will be on October 7, 2026.  


