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National Scheme Mandatory disclosure options 
 
Option 1 - independent assessment with full thermal simulation 
Option 2 - independent assessment with simplified thermal simulation 
Option 3 - online self-assessment 
 
Option 4 - checklist assessment 
 
Non-regulatory options 
 
Voluntary opt-out options 
 
Option 5 – voluntary uptake via public 
awareness and information campaign 
 
Option 6 – variant of mandatory disclosure option with opt-out 
provision 



SELLING A HOUSE IN the ACT under the ACTHers EER scheme 





 Source: RBMD Regulatory Impact Statement – Allen Group 2011 



NON-MANDATED OPTIONS FOR DISCLOSURE  



1. FULL THERMAL ASSESSMENT 
  
  Site-specific  

 Most accurate  

 Based on NatHERS thermal 
performance  

 Requires homeowner to 
engage with assessor which 
enables the transfer of 
information  

 Recommendations tailored to 
homeowners specific needs  

 
 

 Requires full house plans and/or 
significant assumptions that increases 
the costs and may reduce effectiveness 
of recommendations  

 May create additional confusion 
for homeowners and the marketplace 
about NatHERS and the difference 
between NatHERS and RBMD  



2. SIMPLIFIED THERMAL ASSESSMENT 
  
  Focuses on the ‘built-in’ capacity of a house to 

achieve sustainability outcomes, rather than the 
‘bolted-on’ features such as water tanks etc. 

 More cost effective than option 1 

 Good transition option to facilitate long-term 
adoption of option 1  

 Requires homeowner to engage with assessor 

which enables the transfer of information  
 Recommendations tailored to homeowners 
specific needs  

 
 

 

Less accurate (than 
option 1)  

 

Requires a number of 
assumptions that reduces 
the site-specific accuracy, 
and which can cause 
confusion  

 



3. ONLINE SELF ASSESSMENT 
  
  

• Easy to create and 
track data  

• Contains a 
minimum judgment 
of thermal 
performance  

 
 

 

• Does not require an assessor which can lead to 
errors and requires the assessment to be overly 
simplistic and/or rely on large assumptions  

• Does not provide homeowners with new and 
tailored knowledge about their property  

• Almost impossible to provide quality assurance  

• Will tend to focus consumers on ‘bolted-on’ 
features such as water tanks, rather than those 
aspects which are ‘built-in’ and reduce consumption  



4. SELF ASSESSMENT CHECKLIST 
  
 

Identifies the houses which 

have easy to understand 

sustainability features (ie 

water tanks, solar hot water, 

PVs)  
 
 

 Does not provide a comparable rating  

 Does not consider ‘built-in’ features of thermal 

performance that reduce consumption  

 Does not require an assessor which can lead to errors 

and requires the assessment to be overly simplistic 

and/or rely on large assumptions  

 Does not provide homeowners with new and tailored 

knowledge about  property  

Impossible to provide quality assurance  



Queensland Sustainability Declaration – now defunct  



On-line self assessment tool @ www.nabers.com.au 



Further Information and RBMD RIS study 
links 
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