
   

Welcome 

Introduce ourselves 
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We’ll be structuring the webinar according to the comments that we received on the 
Draft 2, Version 3.0 Furnace requirements. We’ve grouped the comments by topic – 
hopefully you will see your topic addressed; if not, we will have time at the end. There is 
some overlap of topics, so bear with us! 

We had scheduled until 3 pm for this call, but hopefully will be able to wrap up by 2:30 
pm. Part of the reason I think we migght be able to do so is that EPA has decided not to p 
move forward to a draft final until we have a chance to see the Technical Support 
Documents that DOE releases as part of it’s upcoming combined NOPR for furnaces and 
CAC/ASHP. We will more fully address the many comments we received on cost 
effectiveness once we have seen these materials. 
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                              Note that we did not anticipate the large jump in penetration of the oil furnace market. 
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                            We got a number of comments this time on the ASHRAE 193 air leakage test. 
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I would  like Rosalyn Cochrane from Natural Resources Canada, who is on this call, to take 
a minute to explain Canadian concerns and some proposed solutions. 
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For our part in the US, we plan to coordinate with DOE when their test procedure
 
becomes available.
 

Our current plan is to allow a year after the finalization of the test procedure for data to
 
become available, and then consider the data as part of a regular review of the furnace
 
specification.
 

I realize this is a faster pace of revisions than we used to do for HVAC equipment.
 

As part of updating the ENERGY STAR program we have committed to at least checking
 As part of updating the ENERGY STAR program, we have committed to at least checking
 
every product category at least every three years.
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We got many comments on regional requirements, mostly having to do with 
enforcement, and the burden that would impose for all members of the value chain. 

Based on that, we thought carefully about what enforcement means for a voluntary 
program such as ours. 

Once we were clear on that, this looked like a less difficult issue that we expected. 

Let’s go through this in detail. 
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These are preliminary mockups of what labels might look like. 

For a furnace which meets requirements for the US South, all units and all literature 
would be labeled with something like the one shown here that specifies the states in 
which it is qualified. There would be no need to have units labeled differently depending 
on where they were sold. 

The obligation of contractors and distributors to their customers would be to be informedThe obligation of contractors and distributors to their customers would be to be informed 
about what region a particular customer was in, such that they could give them accurate 
information. 

This is similar to, but easier than, the current need to give customers accurate 
information about qualification for utility rebates, for instance. Is that something that 
contractors and distributors currently try to stay on top of? 
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These numbers for the national market are definitely a little low, but I get the impression 
that not all models are actually sold in the North, so the % of the regional market is likely 
to be higher. I have no quantification of this, however, and CEE’s point about availability is 
well taken. Therefore, we are actively seeking solutions to this. 

Numbers for 3% e: 

90 17%90 17% 

92 15% 

95 10% 

2009 Market penetration 50% for gas furnaces, in contrast with 38% of models. So clearly 
there is something goingg on here. g g  
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As I mentioned, we will not be addressing these issues fully at this time, because we plan 
to delay the furnace revision process a few weeks to allow better coordination with DOE. 
When the TSD comes out, we would be very interested in your initial impressions as to 
it’s accuracy. 
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As always, you are welcome to speak to any of us at any time about your concerns. Praise 
is also welcome! 
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