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Mobilizing Benchmarking Data to Create
New Outcomes




Overview BENCHMARKING

Seattle Policy Landscape

m Climate Action Plan
— Carbon Neutral by 2050

B Annual Energy Benchmarking
— Commercial & multifamily buildings 20,000 sf +
B Building Tune-ups

— Commercial buildings 50,000 sf+ every 5 years

www.seattle.gov/EnergyBenchmarking



Benchmarking Dataset BENCHMARKING

alls H

3,216 281 million
buildings square feet

. 3,216
Office .
buildings
Multifamily
* = oo 0.-9% - Worship Facility 281
: 1.5% - Distribution Center o
| 1.8% - Medical Office million square feet
. 2.0% - Senior Care Community
- 3.4% - Retail Store
Other - Classified 3.9% - K-12 School
- ] 4.1% - Hotel
[
Other - Unclassified : 99%
[

4.6% - Warehouse

Compliance Rate

Number of Square
Buildings Footage

www.seattle.gov/EnergyBenchmarking



Performance Ranges " & REPORTING

2014 Annual Energy Use Intensity

(Site EUI in kBtu/sr)

Medlan | Lowest Use Medium-Low Medium-High Highest Use FINLGIEEgiETgE Size
Type of Bullding {1st Quartile) [(2ndQuartiiel (3rd Quartile) (4th Quartile) WG MR GEHR (median)

Low -Rise Multifamily*|  29.6 =24 25-30 - 3aT =38 937 1978 29,816 4"

Mid-Rise Multifamily*|  33.2 =27 28-33 34-44 _. 245 467 1997 52,101 70*

High-Rise Multifamily®| 477 =40 41-48 - 49-59 =60 BT 1981 140,241 49*
Small- to Mid-size Office® 54.9 =38 39-55 ' 5672 =73 303 1962 37,500 70
Large Office®|  58.1 =49 50-58 : 5976 =77 145 1983 204,993 81

Warehouse| 257 =14 15-26 _ 2746 =47 187 1964 39,600 5T

Distribution Center|  28.6 =20 21-29 3243 =44 54 1967 46,355 54

Self-Storage Facility 17.0 <12 13-17 18-30 =31 23 1956 38,959 NA
Refrigerated Warehouse| — 47.2 =31 32-47 I 48-99 =100 n 1955 27,200 81
K-12 School*| 42,5 =36 37-43 ' 44-52 =53 127 1961 54,986 81

Retail Store|  B1.8 =42 43-62 3 63-92 =93 98 1966 41,881 68

Hotel/Motel|  80.0 =55 56-80 81-100 =101 70 1977 88,468 5T

Worship Facility|  35.4 =24 25-35 36-46 =47 68 1952 26,298 70

Medical Office 82.5 =66 £7-83 ' 8412 =113 4 1984 66,588 50

Senior Care Community|  67.8 =51 68 | 69-105 2106 40 1981 87,550 53
Hospital|  208.2 <169 170-208 | 209222 =223 10 1960 428,993 53

Supermarket| 2723 =206 207-272 273-304 =305 36 1997 42,104 38

Restaurant|  145.8 =97 9846 | 14192 | =193 13 1919 31,020 NA

www.seattle.gov/Documents/Departments/OSE/EBR-20 | 4-EUI-Chart.pdf



BENCHMARKING

Data Analysis
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Inform Owners: Encourage Action  BENCHMARKING

How does your building stack up? OFFICE

d Energy Management
(J Connect to Incentives

<42 60 =281

Energy use/sf

Seattle Office Building Energy Performance

LOWEST USE MEDIUM-LOW MEDIUM-HIGH HIGHEST USE
42 or less 43-60 61-80 81 or more
Your Building’s EUI:

kBtu/sf

www.seattle.gov/EnergyBenchmarking



Potential Savings

BENCHMARKING

S55 million

saved each year if all buildings with
high energy use improved to become
average energy users

= 25% total energy savings.

S90 million

saved each year if all buildings with
high energy use improved to become
low energy users

= 40% total energy savings.

Solving Seattle’s

ENERGY
PUZZLE

S Swiion

Saved each year if

all buildings with high

energy use improved RETAIL
ecom rage

£42 74 2107
Energy uselst

=




Market Research BENCHMARKING

m Ethnography

B Interviews

m Focus groups

m Surveys

www.seattle.gov/EnergyBenchmarking



Feedback Loops & REPORTING |
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Support Property Managers &/ REPORTING

CASE STUDY: RHONDA FEINMAN CUSTOM FRAMES

Annual Energy Cost Savings: $3,600

B Relatable similar scenarios

B Financial incentives

Cont 1o Fvonda Feinman

Inceniives Paid by Con Edison -
ESTIMATED ANNUAL SAVINGS.

Enorgy Cost Savirgs §2580
Payback Pavicd 5 manths
Endrigy GOssumelion S#ings 17,363 kWh 1 conkison

m Data visualization

m Give us personalized support

m Share peer success stories




Data Access BENCHMARKING

sencrfpaitics  BENCHMARKIN

DASHBOARD

How does your building stack up?

Compare your building’s energy performance to similar buildings in Seattle. To see if your building is a low, average, or
high energy user, select your building type and input its site EUland ENERGY STAR Score (if available). Your building
will appear as a dotted line on the performance charts below.

Enter your building's information below:
Your Building Type Your Building's EUl ENERGY STAR score (where applicable)
(Al) ~| o None

For a more refined comparison, select the vintage of your building (available for some building types only):

Date Constructed (optional)
(Al v |

www.seattle.gov/EnergyBenchmarking



Seattle Dashboard BENCHMARKING

& o 1'“\
Energy Use Intens:ty (EUI) Less Energy .'f‘ b\} More Energy
Energy Use Per Square Foot \ /

50
This chart shows the percent of Seattle buildings

a using more and less energy per square foot:
a % buildings using more energy/sf 47%
=
E 30 % buildings using less energy/sf 53%
p=
s}
° "!'meridmn s EUI=60
220
E
=
=z

. ‘ ‘ | ‘

g Il" III" s .» Il...l J
0 20 100 120 140 160 18 220

Energy Use per Square Foot (kBtu/sf)

WWwWWw.seattle.



Compare Building Scores BENCHMARKING

ENERGY STAR Scores More Energy | ‘J? | Less Energy
1 (worst) to 100 (best)

|

This chart shows the percent of Seattle buildings with i

better and worse ENERGY STAR scores: :

- 10 % buildings with a worse score 54% :
=

_1} % buildings with a better score 46% ]

2 1

s Your Building's Score 77 I

@ I

& 1

3 B

- 1

1

1

1

1u

hl]dl.l.l..IHMh

ENERGT STAH Ratlng

[ Excellent (91-100)
Good (75-90)

B Fair (50-74)

B Poor (1-50)

Dashboard developed by EMI Consulting in Seattle

www.seattle.gov/EnergyBenchmarking



Performance Profiles

BENCHMARKING

Prepared for office and
multifamily buildings by size:

e Large office 100K+ SF
* Mid size office 20-100K

 Low rise multifamily 1-4 stories
e Mid rise multifamily 5-9 stories
e High rise multifamily 10+ stories

SAMPLE SENT TO BUILDINGS
WITH EUIs HIGHER THAN 25™
PERCENTILE (FRONT)

SAMPLE OFFICE BUILDING
ENERGY PERFORMANCE PROFILE

£30 SEATTLE AVE SEATTLE, WA 88124 | Benchmarking ID: 12345 | EPA Bullding ID- 9999900 | Square Feet: 85,000

Thank you for benchmarking your mid-size office building’s energy use with the City of
Seaitle] This energy performance profile shows how your building is doing year to year and
how it compares to similar buildings in Seattle. Cur goal is to help you identify opportunities
fo reduce operating costs, aftract tenants and increase your building's energy performance.

YOU CURRENTLY SPEND

$1.11

ANNUALLY ON ENERGY™
or $105,800 per year.

Your buikding's EUI decreased
by 3.6 KBTU/SF from 2013
02014,

* The information in this report is self-repored
and & bjedl n verification. Costs and
potential savings are estmated at $0.017
perkEt ualngiheauelagemn(:df el
uroes- electric, gas, steam) for mid-size
2 buildings. Average EUI is based on
Seenlemedlan EUL

T+

Your building is using 14% more energy'sf

annually {8 KBTWSF than the average Seattie
mid-size office building. That is costing

$0.14/5F more annuslly.
TOP PERFORMING
34 MID-SIZE OFFIGE
BUILDINGS
68.3 64.7 IN SEATTLE

YOUR BUILDING AVERAGE SEATTLE
2013 2014 MID-SIZE OFFICE
BUILDING*

5772

SEATTLEEUI RANGE

4% 68

0- 4
m (LN TR MEDRIM JHIGH | HIGHEST USE

HOW YOUR BUILDING STACKS UP

e 321

nese, 180 wn $13,100

SIMILAR MID-SIZE OFFICE USE LESS ENERGY EACH YEAR BY REDUCING YOUR
BUILDINGS IN SEATTLE THAN YOUR BUILDING BUILDING'S EUI TO THE SEATTLE AVERAGE
TYPE: Mid-size Office Building Reduce your building’s ELI
SOUARE FEET: 20-100k by 12.4% fo get io the average. GET STARTED H
g SEATTLE Cuestions?
lENCHEﬂ'}\ERPf(GIP‘:G& www.seaitle. govienergybenchmarking enargybenchmarking @ seattle.gov
REPORTING 206.727.8484
DO 2O

Report prepared: 1110215

www.seattle.gov/EnergyBenchmarking



Performance Profiles BENCHMARKING

PUT THE MONEY YOU SAVE 1 0% 20%
IN ENERGY GOSTS BACK

INTO YOUR BUILDING. IMPROVEMENT IMPROVEMENT

Utility incentives and wrm oy e S10600  $21200

average to save up to $13,100 sach year. That's real ) _
money o put back into your building to improve your In annual energy savings In annual enargy savings
property, attract new tenants and continue reducing (EUI of 58) {EUI of 52)

workshops were i
promoted on the back.

YOUR BUILDING’S PATH TO IMPROVEMENT

Learn from experts and take advantage of low and no cost options that will help improve your building's score, save money and increase tenant satisfaction.

GET A FREE ENERGY UPGRADE TO ENERGY ATTEND A FREE PORTFOLIO
SAVINGS ASSESSMENT EFFICIENT LIGHTING MANAGER WORKSHOP
from an energy expert to identify anergy and controls in common areas, where you'll leamn how fo fine-tune your
‘saving opportunities and qualify your parking garages and tenant spaces account for accuracy, develop enengy
building for rebates on controls, HVAG for significant cost savings. Qualifying use reports and learn tips about better
and more. Rebates can cover up to 70% businesses can save up to 7% on energy use managemeant.
of the cost of upgrades. project costs through rebates.
Seattle City Light Seattle City Light Seattle Office of Sustainability &
www_seaftte. govlight'assessment www.seattle. gov/saveeneargy Environment
ITALL STARTS WITH A CALL! I
‘Our Energy Advisors are ready 1o help you find the best ways to gat started reducing your ") 206.684.3800
building’s energy costs. l

ENERGY S'lA_Bf I
SAMPLE SENT TO BUILDINGS g e 9

i - [ o |
WITH EUIS HIGHER THAN 25 Manager account with accurate building use dats for You may be slighble for EFFIGIENT
detailed look at your building’s performance! ENERGY STAR cartification!

PERCENTILE (BACK) Lo mere st

www.seattle.gov/EnergyBenchmarking




Performance Profiles BENCHMARKING

@ SAMPLE GREEN OFFICE
"% ENERGY PERFORMANCE PROFILE

123 N S0UTH, SEATTLE, WA 88108 | Benchmarking ID- 99699 | EPA Bulldng |D: 8699099 | Square Faet: 25,000

Highest performing
office buildings were | e e
sent version that

. e YOU CURRENTLY SPEND
specifically promoted $0.60 -
ENERGY STAR Pt
certification.

CONGRATULATIONS!

Your building uses 36% less enargy/sf annually (20.6 kETWSH than the
average Seattle mid-size ofiice building. Of the 321 buildings that are
similar to yours in Seattle, only 70 use less enargy than your building.

Ti+

BF72

SEATTLE EUI RANGE

Your building’s EUI
decreased by 5.3 KBTWSF
from 2013 to 2014.

4156

0 40
| owesruse  NUTITTTTN weowm/imon | - csest ise

* The informaticn in this report is self-reporisd
and subjact to verification. Costs and
potentiel sevings are estmated at $0.017 par
kBtu using the everage mix of fuel sources

TOP PERFORMING
Q MID-SIZE OFFICE
¥¥ BuiLDINGS

IN SEATTLE

ﬁ‘ﬁ;_‘r"i;a“- m’gb?ifsrg?eﬁ:g‘;nb YOUR BUILDING AVERAGE SEATTLE
median ELI for ofice buidings 20-100K SF. 2013 2014 MID-SIZE OFFICE
BUILDING*
GET RECOGNITION THROUGH ENERGY STAR®
The ENERGY STAR scors shows your building’s YOUR Certestion Range

- enargy performance as a whole: its assets, its business SCORE 94

l cparations and the pacple who uss . ENERGY STAR- Congrtulations 0 _] 100

M cartified buildings generate more income and have . LEAST MOST
higher occupancy rates when compared to similar buildings. Mors You may be eligible EFFICIENT EFFICIENT

than 88% of Americans racognize the ENERGY STAR labal—making for ENERGY STAR
your building more attractive to tenants and buyers. certification!
Learn more at

SAMPLE SENT TO BUILDINGS
WITH EUIS IN 25™ PERCENTILE F R bty
(EXCLUDING OUTLIERS) E— B

www.seattle.gov/EnergyBenchmarking



Climate Action Plan Goals BENCHMARKING

2050 ENERGY AND CARBON GOALS

o

2008: 45.5 TRILLION BTU RESIDENTIAL

ENERGY USE
(TRILLION BT

“fe 45%

COMMERCIAL Reduction
EMERGY USE
(TRILLIOM ETU)

63%

Reduction

63%

Reduction

2050: 21.7 TRILLION BTU ﬂ)eo

GHG INTENSITY OF
BUILDING ENERGY USE

(EMISSIOMSBTL




Energy & GHG Targets BENCHMARKING

Seattle is establishing energy & GHG
targets by building type to track progress
toward meeting Climate Action Plan goals.

Benchmarking @

Targets

www.seattle.gov/EnergyBenchmarking



Policy Design BENCHMARKING

Tracking progress toward Energy & GHG targets by
building type will guide potential policy focus areas.

www.seattle.gov/EnergyBenchmarking



Impact Evaluation BENCHMARKING

Using benchmarking data to measure impact of
implemented policies and guide future policy focus
areas and approaches.

v
@ Targeted Policies

Implement

Benchmarking

e XX M

www.seattle.gov/EnergyBenchmarking



BENCHMARKING

Rebecca Baker
Benchmarking Program Manager
Rebecca.baker@seattle.gov
206-615-1171

@ ‘ SEATTLE OFFICE OF
Sustainability & Environment



mailto:Rebecca.baker@seattle.gov

Mobilizing Benchmarking Data
to Create New Outcomes:
The Chicago Experience

May 10, 2016
Anne Evens

ELEVATE ENERGY

Smarter energy use for all



We promote smarter energy use for all.

We give people the resources they need to make
informed energy choices.

We design and implement efficiency programs
that lower costs, and protect the environment.

We ensure the benefits of energy efficiency
reach those who need them most.

©2015 Elevate Energy



Chicago Ordinance

Buildings larger than 50,000 ft? are required to
Track whole-building energy use (annually)
Verify data accuracy (every three years)

Report to the City by June 1 (annually)

Reports are submitted through ENERGY STAR
Portfolio Manager a standard, free online tool

The ordinance is phased in over 3 years

Building Types Covered by the
Chicago Energy Benchmarking

Ordinance:

Public

S (~15%)

':.Residenti"é‘lﬁ' Commercial

(~25%) /

(~60%)

Building sector

Building size (ft?)

Benchmarking Timeline:

2014 2015 2016 2017
Non- > 250,000 * | *
Residential > 50,000 *
> 250,000 ) 4
Residential 550,000 *

©2015 Elevate Energy

* = Years in which verification is required (every 3 years, ongoing)



In 2015, a five fold increase in participation
reveals potential savings of $184 million

More than 1840 properties, spanning over 600 million
square feet, reported through Portfolio Manager

242 properties reported voluntarily
75 properties received a temporary exemption
84% reporting rate representing 92% of covered square footage

Overall, buildings reported energy performance scores
higher than national medial levels ‘

Median ENERGY STAR Score of 58 out of 100

Multi-year data indicated a slight decrease in
weather normalized site energy use

Improving buildings’ energy intensity to average or
above-average levels (by sector) could yield:
13%—24% reduction in site energy use
$100-184 million in energy cost savings

795,000-1,400,000 tons of avoided greenhouse gas emissions
(equivalent to removing 167,000—-306,000 cars from the road)

More than 2,000 jobs from investments to achieve these savings

©2015 Elevate Energy



Chicago Energy Benchmarking Role

Elevate leads the efforts to:
Identify buildings that are covered by the ordinance
Notify individuals associated with each covered building
Create written resources to help building representatives
Respond to question via phone, email and webform
Monitor compliance with the ordinance and follow up with questions

Analyze the energy data

Elevate supports efforts of the Mayor’s Office, C40, City Energy
Project, USGBC-Illinois and other partners to:

Provide weekly trainings

Connect building representatives that need additional help with service
providers

Enlist others to help raise awareness of the ordinance

Disseminate results
©2015 Elevate Energy



Engaging non-energy efficiency stakeholders

Outreach During Compliance Period
20 Industry or trade associations
2 Labor unions
75 Neighborhood Business Development Centers
Pro-bono “Data Jams” for Chicago Housing Authority

©2015 Elevate Energy



Engaging stakeholders beyond compliance

Economic

Housing Officials Development Offices

Public Health

Researchers

©2015 Elevate Energy



Driving to Action: The Opportunity

Figure 19: Range of Site EUI by Building Sector

B 50t - 75 Percentile

h hi 1
e B 25 - 50" Percentile

700 —— . .
N Building Owner Engagement
E G600
E 500
E 400 - Your Building's Energy Profile
E 300
200 . -
el A, —
]
& & Eﬁﬂa@ & & & e —————  EMERGY STARScore
= i ] e
c,}‘:’ {-‘K} Qg, H
v k
Source: City of Chicago 2015 Benchmarking Report ---
Data informed customer
service

©2015 Elevate Energy



Stay in Touch

Anne Evens
Anne.Evens@elevateenergy.org
ElevateEnergy.org

u @elevate_energy
[i Facebook/elevateenergy

m LinkedIn

©2015 Elevate Energy


mailto:Anne.Evens@elevateenergy.org
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MOBILIZING
BENCHMARKING
DATA TO CREATE

Montgomery County Department of General Services

Chief — Office of Energy and Sustainability




o %im



NOTE.
BLUE,.  Southwark and Vauxhall Company
RED..  Lambeth Company.
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Energy Performance Benchmarking
and Disclosure

Requires building owners to measure building energy
performance by a common method (e.g. ENERGY STAR)

Disclose data publically on a scheduled basis or as part
of a transaction

Public data can be available through government
portals and open data initiatives

Powerful dataset on building performance across a
community



Energy Performance Benchmarking

Creates transparency in the building sector
Enables awareness of energy consumption
Promotes market competition and consumer choice

Drives investment by highlighting energy savings
opportunities

Creates jobs in energy services sector, building trades

Enables smarter government and utility programming



Seattle

Portland

‘ Cambridge

Boston

e

-
New York City
Berkeley, Philadelphia
CA Montgemery Co, MD

San Washington, DC
Francisco Arlington, VA
HI '
@® commercial policy adopted
i y IMT ® Commercial & multifamily policy adopted
Building Rating INSTITUTE
BHARING TRANSPARENCY FOR A MORE EFFICIENT FUTURE I l TRANSFORMATION . Public buildings benchmarked

© Copyright 2015 Institute for Market Transformation. Updated 06/2015 @ Ssingle-family transparency adopted



Montgomery County Benchmarking
Law

County and certain non-residential buildings 50,000 square feet
and greater

* County government buildings benchmarked first, leading by example
= County and private commercial (no multi-family/residential buildings)

Benchmark in ENERGY STAR Portfolio Manager

* Building characteristics and energy data only; no water data

Verification required

* Montgomery County and Chicago are the only jurisdictions to require this
Report to the County for public disclosure

Work groups to develop/improve requirements and regulations
including 70 stakeholders (utility, building owners, energy service
companies, non-profits and associations)?




Early Montgomery County Law
Successes

MONTEOMery Lounty MHonors
Our Early Bird Benchmarkers!

[N

Benchmarking of Public Buildings »

RONSON 4
e

" = =y
Benchmarking Ambassador network i‘ ? o W
Recognition of Early Bird Benchmarkers ek

(Hughes Networks, JBG, Montgomery
College and more)

Local Partnerships with AOBA, Chamber
of Commerce, USGBC and others

Open office hours and other touchpoints
with building community

Outreach/promotional opportunities for
early adopters




Partnerships and Collaboration

= Benchmarking requirements drive national and regional
collaboration amongst organizations with common goals.

~ Local Workgroup

Institute for Market Transformation
ENERGY STAR

Department of Energy

LBNL

DC Department of Energy and Environment

Sierra Club

Montgomery County Chamber of Commerce



Montgomery County Financing and EE
Programs

Benchmarking is essential to other energy programs:

= PACE: Property-Assessed Clean Energy financing

= Up to 100% financing, 20 year periods, competitive rates

= County’s Green Bank
= Work Group process started in October 2015

= Utility Energy Efficiency Incentives

= Retrocommissioning and Ongoing Performance incentives

= County Incentive Programs

= Recognition programs, profiles, case studies




2020 Leadership Agenda for
Commercial Buildings

Agenda of replicable programs to enable robust state and
local government energy programs

= Strengthen demand for energy efficiency

= Unlock data related to buildings and energy

= Expand public-private partnerships and intergovernmental
collaboration

= Improve access to capital for energy efficiency
improvements

* |Improve the energy efficiency of publicly owned facilities

* Adopt and implement strong building energy codes

2020 LEADERSHIP AGENDA

For Existing Commercial And Multifamily Buildings




THE CITY OF PHILADELPHIA

MAYQOR'S OFFICE OF
SUSTAINABILITY

il

Charts

Q =

Map

=

Data  Info

Search Category Usage

Q Address or Building 1D All types = Building Type w EUI (xBtu/ft e

NOURTHERN
L

WARUT 57 e
7

RITTENHOUSE
_SQUARE

FSOCIETY HILU
e 8
I

|

Yy GraysFerry ~
Crescent Trail

Park

| SOUTHWEST, =SS ]
CENTERCMY.  —1—] Sl

- 4 2 p | B | S
= S L7 QUEENVILLAGE |- h\a
~BELLAVISTA e SE S — I RS
2 = o™ Eley j ik

EUI {KBTWIFT)

163 ..... 2523

BUILDING TYPE
® COLLEGE/ UNIVERSITY
© DATA CENTER

® HOSPITAL

® HOTEL

® INDUSTRIAL

® LABORATORY

® MEDICAL OFFICE E
® MULTIFAMILY

© MUNICIPAL

® OFFICE

® OTHER

® PARKING

® RETAIL

® SCHOOL {K-12]

® SUPERMARKET

& UNKNOWN

© WAREHOUSE

® WORSHIP

1

© CartoDB, CartoDB

Source: City of Philadelphia Office of Sustainability



DATA CATALYST FOR INNOVATION

= Energy data provides
direct value to consumers

A P N = Combined with other
A PR MR data sets may reveal new
NN 3 ' trends and policy options

e sy SRe ) = Increasing value to non-

traditional audiences



Leveraging Energy Data for Non
Traditional Audiences

SEEA Commercial Building Working Group is examining
how energy benchmarking and other energy data can
be used for non-traditional audiences including:

= Health professionals

= Economic developers ‘ SEE Action
= Performance managers aE »

= Resiliency and emergency management professionals
= Planners

= Entrepreneurs



2020 LEADERSHIP AGENDA

For Existing Commercial And Multifamily Buildings

SEE Action Resources
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Customer Information and B ehawior Working Group

December 2012

The State and Local Energy Eficiency Adion
Metwork i a state and lecal effort Gciitate d by the
federal gowemment that helps stetes, uilies, and
sther local takeholders take ener y effciencyta
scale and achisie all comt-afieaive aneray
efficizncy by 2020,

Leam more at www seeaction.enery g




CONTACT US:

Eric R. Coffman

Chief — Office of Energy and Sustainability
Montgomery County Department of General Services
240-777-5595
Eric.Coffman@montgomerycountymd.gov
http://www.montgomerycountymd.gov/dgs-oes

Michelle Vigen

Senior Energy Planner

Montgomery County Department of Environmental
Protection

240-777-7749
Michelle.vigen@montgomerycountymd.gov
http://www.montgomerycountymd.gov/dep
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