
 

July 24, 2013 

 

Dear Senator: 

On behalf of our millions of members, supporters, and activists, we write to urge you to support 

efforts to make the federal government’s use of energy more sustainable and energy efficient 

by supporting the Whitehouse amendment to S. 761, the Energy Savings and Industrial 

Competitiveness Act, and opposing the Hoeven amendment.  

The Hoeven amendment would repeal a key provision of the Energy Independence and Security 

Act (EISA) of 2007 – section 433 – which sets carbon pollution reduction targets for new federal 

buildings.  The Whitehouse amendment would amend, rather than repeal, section 433 to add 

clarity and address some concerns that have been raised, while retaining the overall purpose of 

the provision. 

We cannot address climate change without addressing carbon pollution from the building 

sector.  Overall, buildings contribute nearly half of U.S. CO2 emissions in 2010.1 Section 433 of 

EISA requires that new federal buildings, and buildings that undergo significant renovations, be 

designed to reduce their carbon footprint.  Starting in 2030, new federal buildings must be 

designed to reduce carbon pollution by 100%.   

The private sector is already beginning to realize the promise of carbon neutral or “net zero 

energy” buildings and is investing in buildings that use less energy, cost less to operate, and 

drive innovation. Major corporations- like WalGreens- are choosing to build net zero buildings 

as part of their overall sustainability plan to reduce energy use.2 In Colorado, the Wayne  N. 

Aspinall federal building is the first net zero energy building on the National Register of Historic 

Places.3 The Lewis center at Oberlin College in Ohio is a net zero energy building. Across the 

country residential, commercial, recreational, and university buildings are implementing net 

zero energy design. 4 

Senator Hoeven’s amendment would repeal Section 433 and extend some existing federal 

building efficiency standards. It would set back sustainable design, cost taxpayers more in the 

                                                           
1
 http://architecture2030.org/the_problem/buildings_problem_why 

2
 http://www.nytimes.com/2013/06/05/realestate/commercial/walgreen-builds-a-zero-net-energy-

store.html?pagewanted=all 
3
 http://www.gsa.gov/portal/mediaId/164539/fileName/Digital_Aspinall_508 

4
 http://zeb.buildinggreen.com/ 
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long run, and impede the federal government from realizing its energy saving potential. It is a 

poison-pill amendment that would make it impossible for many stakeholders to continue to 

support S. 761, and it is simply not compatible with the goals of S. 761- a bill that was 

purposefully built on consensus.   

We recognize that there are some concerns about how section 433 will be implemented.  We 

believe that these concerns should be addressed through the regulatory process.  Nonetheless, 

support the changes made by the Whitehouse amendment.  This amendment makes common-

sense improvements to Section 433 – while including all the energy efficiency improvements in 

the Hoeven amendment – and maintains the federal government’s leadership on energy 

efficient design.  

We believe that federal buildings serve as symbols of our priorities. Buildings have tremendous 

impacts on our natural environment, our economy, and worker productivity and health, and the 

buildings the Federal government builds should be among the best. Section 433 is sending a 

strong signal to the companies that design and build buildings, and develop and produce 

building technologies that the buildings of the future must be more efficient and less polluting.  

This is a win not only for the environment, but for taxpayers as well, as federal agencies see 

their energy costs go down. At a time when we are looking to reduce government spending and 

promote clean energy, it makes no sense to retreat on policies that are achieving positive 

results.  

We urge you to oppose the Hoeven amendment and support the Whitehouse amendment. 

 

Sincerely, 

American Institute of Architects  

Architecture 2030  

Center for Biological Diversity  

Clean Water Action  

Earth Day Network  

Earth Justice  

 

 

Environment America  

National Wildlife Federation  

Sierra Club  

Southern Environmental Law Center  

US Green Building Council 

 

 

 
 


