SDC 900 Task Group Meeting
Thursday, June 8, 2023 | 10 AM Pacific
Meeting recording LINK

Attendees:
John Hensley (chair)
David Choo
Leo Jansen
Sharla Riead

RESNET Staff:
Laurel Elam
Scott Doyle
Christine Do

Attendees absent:
Chris McTaggart
Michael Arblaster

The meeting started at 10:02 AM Pacific. 

Sharla provided a summary of what the previous call had been about in regards to addressing the Addendum 72 comments. Scott also informed that the last meeting was to address low-hanging fruit and that the most substantive discussions were 

Comment #7 from Energy Efficient Homes Midwest
Sharla indicated that SDC 900 might also have input. Overall, Sharla summarized that basing changes on a pool of raters from a specific providership might incentivize high-performers to work with low-performing providers so that they would not be subject to QA. Leo emphasized an apples-to-apples approach, to compare a rater’s performance to their own performance. Having some sort of merit-based system would benefit the industry. Summarizing the Tiers proposed, Tier IV would give a rater a path “back”. 

Leo shared a visual calculation of field QA required. David said that the reduction of field QA leads to an increase in “desk QA” in California, and this suggestion is similar to what is already being done in California. The group discussed the concerns of the industry, and how well-received such a change will be. Some concerns would include: 
· (Scott) From a provider’s perspective, less QA occurs with high-performing raters, then there is less incentive to have stringent QA on their own raters
· (Scott) This is too complicated. 
· Laurel needs to explain this to the industry and getting it implemented. It will be difficult for staff to determine whether a provider is compliant. 
· For outside stakeholders, is this easy to explain RESNET’s quality assurance program? We need to consider how Steve Baden (RESNET’s Executive Director) can “pitch” this in a basic manner. 

The group circled back to David’s idea of less field QA, and more file QA to replace the field QA. David said it was 5:1 (5 file QA to be equivalent to 1 field QA). 

Leo also considered that perhaps this Addendum is not the time to make this transition, but that it is to be considered as more RESNET infrastructure occurs (app, checklist, data, etc.). However, until the standards require something to happen, changes do not occur. 

John did not think that the industry is ready for this substantive change yet, and that being overly complicated might reduce industry backing. He also discussed considerations with the ENERGY STAR program. Sharla agreed with both Leo and John, that there is still more work that needs to be done. She suggested to accept the comment in principle, and list what items need to be tracked in the Registry so that in time, this can be revisited and have this discussion again. 

The group agreed to pause discussion on this comment for now, and review another similar comment. 

Comment #13 from Building Efficiency Resources
The group discussed the general intention of Building Efficiency Resources’ comment. 

Scott suggested looking through these comments again and seeing which ones have aspects that would suggest any RESNET infrastructure/registry changes, so that the group could accept in principle. 

Scott also clarified how the comments should be approached (accept/accept in principle), and how this should be kept in consideration with the larger Chapter 1 / Chapter 9 standards language changes. 

Leo asked for clarification between accepting in principle all parts of a comment, versus some sections of a comment. According to John and Scott, there is flexibility. 

Closing

Between now and the next call, committee members can look through the proposed changes and find good things that can be accepted in principle. Christine will create a Google Doc so that folks can input their comments. This time slot is intended to be recurring weekly. 

Link to Google Doc for comments. 

Meeting ended at 11:00 AM Pacific. 

