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Sources of info: ACEEE Topic
Brief and Data Base of State
Efficiency Screening Practices

» Cost-Effectiveness Tests: Overview of
State Approaches to Account for
Health and Environmental Benefits of
Energy Efficiency (ACEEE, 2018)
(https://www.aceee.org/sites/default/fil
es/he-ce-tests-121318.pdf)

« Database of State Efficiency
Screening Practices (DSESP, 2019)
(https://nationalefficiencyscreening.or
g/state-database-dsesp/)
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ACEEE
American Counci for an Energy-Efficiant Economy

Cost-Effectiveness Tests: Overview of State Approaches to Account for Health
and Environmental Benefits of Energy Efficiency
December 2018

Energy Efficiency's Health and Env ental Benefits
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SOCIETAL HEALTH BENEFITS
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Database of State Efficiency Screening
Practices (DSESP)

A Resource of the NESP
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https://www.aceee.org/sites/default/files/he-ce-tests-121318.pdf
https://nationalefficiencyscreening.org/state-database-dsesp/

16 STATES INCLUDE ENVIRONMENTAL NEIS

Cost-effectiveness test use either proxies or monetized quantitative values

« Examples:

— Decreased utility
environmental
compliance costs

— Increased water
savings

— Reduced heavy
metals in lakes,
rivers and other
water sources
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11 STATES INCLUDE HEALTH NEIS

Cost-effectiveness tests use either proxies or monetized quantitative values

« Examples:

— Improved outdoor air
guality due to
reduced particulate
matter

— Improved indoor air
quality due to
weatherization
(reduced asthma
symptoms)

— Improved thermal
comfort due to
weatherization
(reduced thermal
stress)
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Next steps:

In April, Guidehouse will circulate
additional information for review by the

Working Group.

A follow-up discussion will be held at
the May Working Group meeting and a
June Working Group meeting will be
devoted to this topic, if needed.
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