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U.S. benchmarking and disclosure policies: state and local
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Addressing an energy “blind spot” in the market

US Law to Make Calorie Counts 
Hard to Ignore



Market premiums of Energy Star-labeled buildings

See www.imt.org/rating‐value for more information

http://www.imt.org/rating-value


U.S. policies – New York City

Requires:

• Energy Star Benchmarking

and Disclosure

• Water Benchmarking

• Audits and RCx

Greener, Greater Buildings Plan 
enacted in 2009

Most advanced package of energy 
efficiency laws for existing buildings 
in the nation

• Tenant sub metering

• Lighting upgrades

• Code compliance for renovations



U.S. policies – New York City

75% of NYC’s carbon emissions come from energy used in 
buildings

The Greener, Greater Buildings Plan is expected to trim NYC 
carbon emissions by nearly 5%

2.5 Billion SF:

Potential volume of 
annually 
benchmarked 
property in NYC under 
Greener, Greater 
Buildings Plan

2.6 Million SF:

Size of the Empire 
State Building

400 Million SF:

Volume of 
benchmarked 
property in entire 
NYC region in 2009

Citywide CO2 Emissions graph courtesy City of New York. Benchmarking data from EPA Energy Star  Spring 2010 Snapshot  Report and PlaNYC report



U.S. policies – Washington, DC

DC Energy Act passed in 2008

First to require posting of 
benchmarking scores on public web site

DDOE almost ready to post benchmark 
scores for public buildings

First to require Energy Star Target 
Finder scores for new construction

Operating Costs for DC Office Buildings

Utilities, 
32%

Road/grounds

Security

Admin Cleaning

Repair/
Maintenance

Industrial
Residential

Commercial, 
78%

Transportation

Electricity Consumption in DC



IMT Benchmarking Policy Roundtable

Policy Roundtable
on Implementing Benchmarking and Disclosure Policy 

Nov. 8, 2010 | Washington, DC

Austin Energy California Energy Commission District of Columbia Department of the
Environment Massachusetts Dept. of Energy Resources New York City Mayor’s Office of Long-
Term Planning & Sustainability Portland Bureau of Planning and Sustainability San Francisco
Dept. of the Environment Seattle Dept. of Planning & Development Washington State Dept.
of General Administration



IMT Benchmarking Policy Roundtable

Collecting energy consumption data
What is the role of utilities vs. the role of tenants, owners and managers?

What are the advantages to each?

Benchmarking in a mixed‐use world
How are jurisdictions “defining” buildings?

Are whole building ratings the most useful for consumers?

To what degree can we benchmark per space use? Is that desirable?

Quality assurance
How are jurisdictions ensuring benchmarking data quality is robust?

Impact analyses
How do we quantify energy savings and job creation?

Can we build on current “market value” studies?



BuildingRating.org

Introducing

BuildingRating.org
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Thank you!
Questions?

www.imt.org/rating
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