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Steering Committee (SC)
	Title
	SC Member
	Proxy
	Voting
	Attendance

	Chair
	Scot Horst*
	n/a
	Yes
	X

	Vice Chair
	Joel Ann Todd*
	n/a
	Yes
	X

	LEED-NC
	Muscoe Martin
	Craig Kneeland
	Yes
	X (CK)

	LEED-EB
	Stu Carron
	Sheila Sheridan
	Yes
	X (1/2)

	LEED-CI
	Holley Henderson*
	Denise Van Valkenburg
	Yes
	X

	LEED-CS
	Christine Magar
	Jerry Lea
	Yes
	X

	LEED-H
	Kristin Shewfelt
	Steven Winter
	Yes
	

	LEED-ND
	Doug Farr
	Kaid Benfield
	Yes
	

	SS TAG
	Bryna Dunn
	Susan Kaplan
	Yes
	X(SK)

	WE TAG
	Dave Sheridan*
	John Koeller
	Yes
	

	EA TAG
	Greg Kats
	Marcus Sheffer
	Yes
	X

	MR TAG
	Nadav Malin
	Mark Webster
	Yes
	X

	IEQ TAG
	Bob Thompson
	Steve Taylor
	Yes
	X

	TSAC
	Malcolm Lewis*
	Joel Ann Todd
	Yes
	

	Curriculum
	John Boecker*
	Jules Paulk
	Yes
	X

	Chapters
	Sara O’Mara
	Charlie Tomlinson
	Yes
	X (1/2)

	USGBC CEO
	Rick Fedrizzi *
	n/a
	No
	

	Board Liaison
	Lauren Yarmouth
	
	No
	X

	Canada Liaisons
	Alex Zimmerman
	Ian Theaker
	No
	

	USGBC Staff
	Deon Glaser

Tom Hicks


	Brendan Owens
Maury Zimring
Jen Henry
Jennifer Druliner
	No
	X

	* LEED Management Sub Committee




Quorum met at 2:05 pm EST.
1. Review of the Minutes from 4/16 – Approved by general consent.
2. Declaration of Conflicts – none declared. 
3. DISCUSSION: Charter Discussion #2 – LSC discussed the next steps in the development of the new committee charters. 
a. It was noted that USGBC policies and procedures need to be aligned with the charter drafts as both are revised

b. Concern was raised about where the slate of elected and appointed members would come from.  Concern was also raised about the Certification committee and its possible vulnerability because the committee members might have conflicts of interest because of the presence of reviewers.  LEED policies and procedures need to address this concern.  Additionally, there was discussion about the type of role the Certification committee might have as compared to the other committees.
c. It was raised that decision making authority language is not currently in the charters.  There was question as to whether this is necessary to include in the charters.  Committee discussed that a review process of the charters will happen 6 months from charter implementation to address any issues that arise, including lack of definition.  It was suggested that all three drafts need to be reviewed by an outside source and revised to be revisited on a later call.  
d. Committee raised the issue of USGBC members vs. nonmembers and how this should be addressed in the charters.  

e. Committee discussed the term “essential requirements” in the Technical committee charter and what it means in this context.  Suggestion was made that this committee may not need to have elected members because of the nature of the technical committee’s role.  Staff will review policies to provide guidance on this issue.
f. Committee discussed the need to align the Market committee with the new LEED structure.  Concern was raised about how the existing market will react to the new structure and the elimination of the existing structure.  It was noted that a building phase and market sector matrix could be a great combination for representing a wide variety of markets.  
4. UPDATE: Prescriptive Method for EAc1 - An update was provided on putting final touches on EAc1 simulations and then will be ready for committee discussion.  

5. UPDATE/ACTION: EAc1 Comments, Release for Ballot – Committee reviewed the responses to the public comments.
a. Committee agrees with the draft responses.  There was discussion about timeline for requiring this after ballot.  Concern was raised about implementing the 2 point mandate before the prescriptive path is complete, however there was discussion about implementing the mandate as soon as possible and including the prescriptive path when it is ready.  It was raised that the public comments and prescriptive path issues need to be separated for now to get the comments moving.  The prescriptive path will be finalized after the EAc1 proposal moves to ballot.
b. Committee discussed the need to provide clarity to the public about the prescriptive path and to communicate that the EA section weighting is currently being discussed to address climate change. 
c. MOTION: SC: To approve the public comment responses and move the EAc1 proposal to ballot.
d. SECOND:BT
e. VOTE: 12 ayes, 0 nays, 0 abstentions.
Meeting Adjourned.

Next call is scheduled for Monday, April 30th at 2 pm EDT.
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