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STATE OF TENNESSEE 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT 

REQUEST FOR INFORMATION # 30901-65426 
AMENDMENT # 1 
FOR HIGH PERFORMANCE BUILDING 
REQUIREMENTS FOR OFFICE OF STATE 
ARCHITECT 

DATE: May 18, 2026 
 
RFI # 30901-65426 IS AMENDED AS FOLLOWS: 
 
 
1. This RFI Schedule of Events updates and confirms scheduled RFI dates.  Any event, time, or 

date containing revised or new text is highlighted. 
 

 
EVENT 

 
TIME 

(Central 
Time 
Zone) 

 
DATE 

(all dates are 
State business 

days) 

 
CONFIRMED 
OR UPDATED 

1.  RFI Issued  
 

April 28, 2026  

 
CONFIRMED 

2.  Notice of Intent to Respond 2:00 p.m. May 5, 2026 
 
CONFIRMED 
 

3.  Written Question and Comment Deadline 2:00 p.m. May 13, 2026 
 
CONFIRMED 

4.  State Response to Questions and 
Comments 

 May 18, 2026 
 
CONFIRMED 

5.  RFI Response Deadline 2:00 p.m. May 26, 2026 
 
CONFIRMED 

 
2. State responses to questions and comments in the table below amend and clarify this RFI. 
 

Any restatement of RFI text in the Question/Comment column shall NOT be construed as a change in 
the actual wording of the RFI document. 
 

QUESTION / COMMENT STATE RESPONSE 
1. Can the State clarify the anticipated final 

deliverables for the HPBr rewrite? Should 
respondents anticipate only a revised HPBr 
document, or also supporting tools such as 
checklists, templates, implementation guidance, 
training materials, or compliance workflows? 

 Yes, the State expects that the deliverables from 
this project will include all supporting tools 
needed to comply. 

2. Can the State provide additional guidance on 
the anticipated number and types of stakeholder 
groups to be engaged, including higher 
education, general government agencies, 
design professionals, construction partners, 

 All groups listed here are anticipated to be invited 
to the series of stakeholder meetings.  
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QUESTION / COMMENT STATE RESPONSE 
facilities/operations staff, and other user 
groups? 

3. Does the proposed twelve-month timeframe 
include State review, stakeholder review, 
approval/adoption processes, and final 
publication, or is it intended to cover consultant-
led drafting and engagement only? 

 Ideally the twelve- month time frame includes 
reviews by the State and stakeholders and 
approval/final publication. Please use this RFI as 
an opportunity to express your best estimate for 
what the schedule should be. Is 12 months 
enough time? Should it be extended or reduced? 

4. Will OSA identify a core decision-making or 
steering committee responsible for resolving 
conflicting stakeholder priorities during the 
rewrite process? 

 Yes. Although the stakeholder process is 
intended to be open to all representatives from 
industry and state agencies, a core steering 
committee will be established to make final 
decisions.  

5. For the AI-related section, is the State seeking 
conceptual industry insight only, or does it 
anticipate specific recommendations for tools, 
workflows, data governance, and 
implementation within the revised HPBr? 

 The state is looking for as much input and advice 
from industry as possible. This can be conceptual 
or based on real-world experience using Ai tools. 
This will likely be a significant element of 
discussion during the process.  

 

For the purpose of the RFI to inform the 
anticipated RFP, respondents should suggest 
any and all ideas that they believe will bring value 
to the intent of the HPBr with a look to the future 
for efficiency and fiscal responsibility. 

6. Will the contents of this RFI be shared with 
others outside the selection committee prior to 
the RFQ process? 

 No. See Section 4.2 of the RFI:  

The information gathered during this RFI is 
part of an ongoing procurement.  To prevent 
an unfair advantage among potential 
respondents, the RFI responses will not be 
available until after the completion of 
evaluation of any responses, proposals, or 
bids resulting from a Request for 
Qualifications, Request for Proposals, 
Invitation to Bid or other procurement 
method.  If the state chooses not to go further 
in the procurement process and responses 
are never evaluated, the responses to the 
procurement including the responses to the 
RFI, will be considered confidential by the 
State.   

7. Considering the estimated 12 mos process: 
How many stakeholder groups are anticipated to 
be met with? 

 See Question 2 and the response above. 

8. Is it anticipated that an RFP will be issued to all 
interested parties versus a select group that is 
determined from the RFI? 

 Yes.  
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QUESTION / COMMENT STATE RESPONSE 
9. What is the estimated number of project 

teams/projects that have implemented the 
current version of the HPBr? 

 Thousands since statute requires that all projects 
approved since the current version of the HPBr 
was implemented in 2015 meet the HPBr 
requirements. 

10. Are there some key challenges that the State is 
already seeing from implementing the HPBr’s 
that can be shared? 

 The current HPBr is fundamentally based on 
concepts and standards that are no longer 
forward-thinking or demanding of design and 
construction teams. The primary challenge is 
how to create a guideline that produces durable, 
efficient, and occupant-friendly state buildings 
while also bringing a valuable and meaningful 
process that designers and builders can use. The 
intent is to create a guideline/system that brings 
value to the entire project team and is not an 
unnecessary exercise. 

11. What are the primary objectives for improving 
building performance? (energy savings, carbon 
reduction, resilience, operating cost reduction)  

 The intent of this RFI and the anticipated RFP 
process is to identify those very things and to 
determine which one(s) bring true value to the 
state. Facility performance, resilience, durability. 
occupant health, and improved total cost of 
ownership may be viewed as the guiding 
principles of this rewrite initiative. 

12. Are there any specific targets (Energy Star 
score, net-zero, LEED/ WELL certification?  

 Not at this time. The overall stakeholder group 
may change that. At this point in the process, the 
state is not prepared to commit to or rule out any 
system that brings value (the definition of this 
value is to be determined by the stakeholder 
process). 

13. What is driving this initiative? (state mandate, 
regulations, tenant expectations)  

 Please see the response to question 10 

14. Are you expecting any measurable outcomes? 
(Energy reduction %, cost savings, carbon 
reduction)  

 The state anticipates that the new HPBr 
guidelines will describe required outcomes. 

15. Are there goals for building total electrification?   No. 

15. Are these standards going to be implemented 
for new and existing buildings?  

 The current program is triggered when a capital 
project is approved by the SBC and that will 
continue to be true.   

16. Is this a precursor to a state mandate similar to 
Maryland’s empower Maryland? 

 No. The new HPBr guidelines are intended to 
satisfy Tenn.Code Ann. § 4-15-104(b). 

 
 
 
3. RFI Amendment Effective Date.  The revisions set forth herein shall be effective upon release.  All 

other terms and conditions of this RFI not expressly amended herein shall remain in full force and 
effect. 


