Jacque, here are my comments after reviewing the Home Performance Specs. 

I wish I had more time. I did review Steve’s comments and I agree with him. These are my additional findings. Throughout this document, I felt uneasy with the lack of concrete descriptions or inspection guidelines. These specifications are vague and do not encompass all the measures and codes or applications that our current specifications do. In just looking at the index of these specifications, it is just two pages; the State adopted specifications have 5 pages. We must have a specification to support every measure and installation application in detail.  

Just one example and I could site several;  if a contractor were to fail  for not twining the ducts, there is no language to support the failure.  It is critical that our specifications support what we do and why. 
1. Pg. 4 Roof top insulation 1) what is wrong with sealing off the vent or leaving them alone and insulating the cavity? 
2. Pg. 5 Knee wall attic insulation…it is possible to buy a ½” polyiscoyanurate, its cheaper and easier to work with and it does provide a solid air barrier similar to that of a 2” board. Thickness is not relevant in this application.
3. Pg.5 #2…High-density fiberglass? it is my understanding that there is no such thing as high density fiberglass. 
4. Pg 5. #3…I would suggest the use of high-density cellulose in slopes. There are times that fiberglass is the only insulation that would be appropriate because of integrity of slope covering but cellulose is the preferred product.
5. Pg. 6 #3 Heat producing fixtures: on pg. 6 it’s not okay to insulate up against B-vent. On pg. 7 there is a direct contradiction to previous statement permitting insulating up to B-vent without shielding. This is confusing.
6. Pg. 7 #8 Kitchen range exhaust fan: requires a code approved metal roof jacket and there is no mention of that code/rule 
7. Pg. 9 1.2.2 and then on pg. 10 Blowing dense pack insulation:
It states that minimum density for fiberglass is 1.5 pounds per cubic foot BUT on page 14 that same density is considered loose fill.

  Wall insulation quality control:

8. Pg. 11 #1. There is no way to verify an accurate bag count unless the inspector is on the job the entire time that the work is being performed There is just too many unknown’s. Bag counts are just not reliable.

9.  Pg. 11 #2. What is the financial feasibility of each agency have an infrared scanner? And that would add yet one more test to the numerous tests already required at the time of inspection.
10. Pg. 12 #c. New ground moisture barrier: the sealing of the overlapping with an effective sealant is over kill. Some of the crawl spaces that we have insulated would not permit this application…low clearance, obstacles, etc. This isn’t feasible.
11. Pg. 13 #4. Exposed ducts: Where does one buy R-8? This is a standard R-value for flex duct, which we do not permit in our program. R-11 is the minimum R-value accepted on ducts in the crawl and R-19 in an attic.
House Pressure Specifications, pg. 26

12. Table 3.1: I think the draft should be considered in conjunction with the CAZ Depressurization Limits. For example: fan assisted draft furnace and open combustion water heater, commonly vented; and the CAZ tests out at –7. But draft in the H2O heater is –8 and furnace is –12, no corrective action should be necessary, but based on the table there would be some mitigation of house pressures required because it would exceed the -5 on Table 3:1 Obviously if the house was not under WORSE case, both the drafts would increase.  Minimum acceptable draft pressures are affected by outside temperatures as well. Appendix M in the current state specs clearly explains this. 

13. Pg. 30 Table 3.2 Airtightness and Ventilation Strategies …very confusing

14. Pg. 34 #4…. forced air systems and depressurization; -3 is too low and again there is no provision for draft. 

Additional Comments on Revised Windows Spec:

Class 30 will not work for low-income currently DOE is .40 and we currently use

.35 and most agencies use .33. The cost associated with .30 will not be cost

effective under our programs.
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