
 
 
 
 
 
February 18, 2010 
US Environmental Protection Agency 
ATTN: Bryan Berringer 
1200 Pennsylvania Avenue NW 
Washington, DC 20460 
 
RE: Enhanced Program Plan for Energy Star Products 
 
Dear Mr. Berringer, 
 
I am writing you today on behalf of the Air Conditioning, Heating and Refrigeration Institute 
(AHRI) to address the Enhanced Program Plan for Energy Star Products.  AHRI represents over 
300 manufacturers who collectively employ more than 130,000 workers in the US.  These 
workers account for over 90% of the space heating, cooling, water heating and commercial 
refrigeration products sold in the country.  Our industry has a long history of participation in the 
Energy Star program and believes strongly that it has played a crucial role in highlighting the 
importance of energy efficiency in the eyes of the public.  For these reasons AHRI and its 
members support the objective of the Enhancement Plan to build on past success and further 
strengthen the Energy Star brand. 
 
The history of the Energy Star program has been marked by significant and successful 
government and industry collaboration.  AHRI looks forward to assisting the Department of 
Energy and the Environmental Protection Agency in their respective roles as they seek to 
improve the program.  To that end, we would like to bring to your attention certain key areas 
where the Enhancement Plan impacts the AHRI members in the hopes that the views of the 
HVACR industry are considered by the DOE and EPA as they work together to make Energy Star 
even better. 
 
4.  Frequent updates to Energy Star Criteria 

4.1  Relevant Provisions in the MoU-Payback Periods:  AHRI believes that the payback 
period should be considered, as the Enhancement Plan states, “on a case by case 
basis”.  While the recommended 3-5 year payback period may be appropriate for many 
matured technologies, it is not applicable for certain emerging ones.  As an example, 
conventional storage water heaters can pay back in 3 to 5 years, while highly efficient 
state-of-the-art solar water heaters will payback over a much longer period.  In fact, 
during the last revision of the Energy Star program for water heaters, DOE used 
different payback periods to justify different water heater technologies.  We believe 
that a one size fits all approach for the payback period can impede the introduction of 
new technologies that have the potential to save a significant amount of energy.  

  
4.1  Relevant Provisions in the MoU-Setting of Specifications for Energy Star: When 
identifying the top 25% most efficient models AHRI believes DOE and EPA should do so 
by analyzing shipment data and not by searching a directory of available product 



listings and picking the top performers.  The AHRI directory contains many listings of 
products which are the same but bear more than one brand name.  This fact, along 
with the temporary presence of certain discontinued products, makes the directory an 
inaccurate tool by which to measure commercial availability of products.  We believe 
using concrete shipment data would make the specification setting process aligned 
with the specification revision process, outlined in 4.4, which calls for revision by 
“analyzing product shipment data”.  We feel these two interrelated processes should 
be based on the same information. 

 
6.  Enhanced product verification, testing, and enforcement 

6.4  Activities, milestones, and process for implementing enhancements-Qualification 
Prior to Labeling:  AHRI believes that third party testing through an accredited 
laboratory is a critical component of maintaining the strength and integrity of the 
Energy Star brand.  However, this important element should not become an impediment 
to manufacturers who seek to use the Energy Star label.  Were the DOE and EPA to 
require receipt of performance verification data from a laboratory before a 
manufacturer could apply the Energy Star label that is precisely what it would become.  
Manufacturers cannot control the time it takes for a laboratory to verify product 
performance, submit that information to EPA/DOE and then inform the manufacturer 
that this has occurred.  Manufacturers who proactively engage in third party verification 
should not be penalized for doing so; thus AHRI would not support a requirement that 
test data be shared with EPA/DOE before an Energy Star label can be used. 

  
Comprehensive Verification Testing:  AHRI and its members strongly support third party 
verification of product performance.  As stated in Table 4, EPA/DOE plan on requiring 
HVAC equipment to be third party certified.  We would  request that in so doing 
EPA/DOE consider existing programs with a long history of success, such as that run by 
AHRI, before creating new requirements.  During the stakeholder meeting addressing 
the MoU held on November 6th, 2009, EPA and DOE stated that they did not intend to 
“re-create the wheel” when it comes to 3rd party certification.  AHRI believes that our 
certification program meets the necessary standards outlined in the Enhancement Plan 
and recommends that EPA and DOE continue to rely on it. 

  
AHRI hopes that these comments can constructively contribute to the ongoing efforts by the 
EPA and DOE to further enhance the Energy Star program and brand.  The HVAC industry looks 
forward to continued collaboration with the EPA and DOE as this process moves forward and 
believes that together we can continue to make great strides in promoting energy efficiency in 
this country. 
 
Sincerely, 

 
Karim Amrane 
Vice President, Regulatory and Research 
Tel: (703) 524-8800 ext.307 
Email: kamrane@ahrinet.org  
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