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Public Engagement.  A comment period on a Public Review Draft of the proposed ordinance was held from February 6 to April 30, 2021. Equity outreach included affordable housing and labor presentations and discussions, as well as development of an energy code information sheet and its translation to nine languages. Staff conducted extensive outreach to stakeholders through a variety of large and small virtual workshops and convenings, including:
· Fall City Community Association; 
· Four Creeks Unincorporated Area Council;
· Greater Maple Valley Unincorporated Area Council;
· North Highline Unincorporated Area Council; 
· Vashon-Maury Island Community Council; and
· West Hill Community Association.

Notable, additional public outreach (also reviewed in the Regulatory Note issued with transmittal) include presentations to the following: 
· General stakeholders in a Building and Energy Codes Workshop;
· Regional Code Collaboration (RCC);
· Master Builders Association of King and Snohomish Counties (MBA) and Seattle King County Realtors;
· Affordable Housing stakeholders (Lunch and Learns with the Housing Development Consortium);
· Seattle Building Trades;
· Puget Sound Energy (PSE) staff; and
·  K4C outreach committee (a subset of King-County Cities Climate Collaboration (K4C) elected officials interested in supporting climate change initiatives, including green building).

Public Comments.  Out of the 60 written comments received on the ordinance Public Review Draft, 56 were in favor and four were against portions of the ordinance (including PSE, MBA, one resident, and one out-of-state business). All comments were primarily focused on the energy code.

Organizations commenting in favor of the energy code provisions included: 350Seattle, Climate Solutions, Sierra Club, Washington Environmental Coalition, Natural Resources Defense Council, Community Roots Housing, Emerald Cities, Mazaska Talks, NW Energy Coalition, Rocky Mountain Institute, Washington Physicians for Social Responsibility, and Seattle City Light.  Additionally, 21 comments requested we go further in some ordinance provisions, including recommendations to:
· Disallow natural gas hot water circulation systems for commercial buildings in addition to multifamily buildings.
· The proposed ordinance was changed to include this provision.
· The draft ordinance intent was to avoid hot water heating cost impacts to small businesses; so, the language only applied to multifamily. However, small businesses do not typically need a recirculation system for hot water; extending this requirement to commercial buildings will mostly impact larger commercial buildings that consume more resources, so code changes will aid in achieving additional GHG reductions over time.
· Extend proposed codes requiring electrical outlets within one foot of gas appliances in multifamily buildings to apply to commercial buildings.
· The proposed ordinance was not changed to include this provision. 
· While multifamily buildings have a uniform use and are more uniform in size and design, commercial buildings have greater variety in uses and design, and hence greater variety in their electrical needs. Given the lack of data on potential impacts, and the small greenhouse gas (GHG) reduction benefit this extension would likely realize, this provision was not added. 

Comments not in favor of the energy code provisions included feedback from the MBA and PSE. MBA expressed concern with adopting the International Residential Code solar-ready appendix (which applies to new one- and two-family homes and townhomes), saying it will add costs to already-increasing home prices. Due to the nominal physical effects to buildings and minimal cost impact (estimated to be $150-$500 per house), the proposed ordinance retains the solar-ready provisions.

PSE expressed concerns with the natural gas provisions, including that the codes will:
· Increase peak loads by switching to electric space and water heating.
· Disallow hybrid heating systems (that use both natural gas and electric).
· Disallow gas blends using renewable natural gas (RNG) and hydrogen.
· Increase future costs by increasing electric infrastructure needs.
· Cause electric heating systems to have limited technologies with undeveloped supply chains, which will affect building production and cost.

The proposed ordinance retains the natural gas provisions because:
· Buildings will be developed one by one, giving utilities time to secure necessary resources. Utilities are required to develop resource plans that take projected load increases into account. Specifically, impacts to PSE's peak loads are unlikely because the code affects few buildings in PSE's service area.
· Hybrid systems still allow net increases in natural gas use and associated GHG emissions, which is inconsistent with the County's GHG reduction goals.
· RNG is best used to offset existing natural gas, rather than new natural gas systems.
· Similar to peak-loads above, electric infrastructure impacts are projected to be minimal because the code affects few buildings in PSE's service area.
· Technology options exist and are growing. The first buildings under this code will likely be built at least a year after passage, providing additional time for growing product distribution and expansion.
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