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Bd Executive Summary B4

» “For Task Force members that supported the policy
direction in general, the survey included more specific
guestions gauging their support for each policy’s modeled
scenarios. Each policy scenario included different levels of
implementation stringency (e.g., lower and higher

ambition). This resulted in varying levels of support for
modeled policy scenarios.”
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P First & Second Survey Results R

» Hyperlinked Results

»“The following policy concepts were discussed and
explored by the Task Force, but as a result of lower
interest from the surveys when compared to other
policy options, ultimately did not advance to the
modelling stage of the process...”
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3 Explore Survey Methodology R

» Explanatory Footnote

» “Additionally, the first survey required Task Force
members to select a fixed number of responses,
which was undesirable for members who wanted to
provide fewer or more responses.”

Pages5 & 6




3% Clarifying the Questions Asked 3%

»“The final survey was designed to measure Task Force
members’ preferences regarding policy directions. In addition to
sharing their alignment with policy directions in general...all
members were asked which of the scorecard indicators provided
by SSG were the most important when making decisions about
resilient buildings policy directions.”

» A footnote was also added to provide a reminder about the

scorecard indicators that were provided as survey response
options.
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BY Integrated Scenarios BR

» “In addition to the individual policy score cards, SSG
provided an analysis of the impact of adopting multiple
policies. These ‘integrated scenarios’ showed how the
policies could relate to each other to increase different
policy objectives such as: greenhouse gas emissions,
avoided energy consumption, resiliency, household energy
costs, average annual capital costs, net cost/savings,
employment, and avoided climate damage.”
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Building Type and Size
34 Clarifications 3l

» More context added to the policy outcomes tables
to clarify which building types and sizes are included.

»Tables 1,5, 7,9

Pages 10, 17, 20, 23
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B4 Revised number B

» Updated survey outcome

Page 20




3: Not Integrated B

» Purpose Narrative

» Placement of ETO Comments
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