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thermally broken spacer) and R-4 glass
(double glazed, Low E, argon &
Superspacer™), They both have an ER of
-1

The differences in frame construction
also show up in an ER comparison. An-
other window, a fibreglass casement, with
R-3.3 glass (Double glazed, hard coat
Low E, argon & Superspacer) has an ER
of 1. The best window on the list is an R-
6.2 fixed window, also made from fibre-
glass, has an ER of 17!

So although it's tempting to get infatu-
ated with the centre glass R-value, it is
much more informative to compare the
ER value.

Stephen Thwaites P. Eng.

Thermotech Windows Ltd.

Ottawa, Ont.

Sir,

I am writing to applaud your efforts
(Technical Research Committee report
SOLPLAN REVIEW, August-Septem-
ber 1992), to encourage builders to get
involved in helping to shape the proposed
new energy code. _

One ofmy rolesin the Canadian Codes
Centre istoacta Technical Advisorto the
Standing Committee on Energy Conser-
vation in Buildings, the subcommittee of
the Canadian Commission on Building
and Fire Codes responsible for the devel-
opment andmaintenance ofthe Canadian
Code for Energy Efficiency in New
Houses. I can assure you that the Stand-
ing Committee welcomes the construc-

Sir,

I enjoyed your recent item on the
Builder's Ten Commandments
(SOLPLAN REVIEW Aug-Sept 1992).
It seemed hard on Sub-trades, especially
those who choose to work for homeown-
ers (which obviously can be easier or
more difficult depending on the circum-
stances), so they might more likely be
seen as the Ten Commandments of the
Sub-trades. For the sake of balance (I
have worked as both, for homeowners
and contractors), herewith my Ten Com-
mandments of the General Contractor.

1. We are not simple builders, we are
construction project managers

fwe don't know a 2x4 from a vacuum
relief valve, but we certainly can spit
out a pretty looking flow chart)

2. SubContractors should be best left to
their own devices

{we can’t imprave their performance or
quality because we really don't know
what they do)

3. No one uses material of your choice
anymore,

(Wedon't because it's not the cheapest)
4. You can’t buy material of your
choice any more.

(We are the low bidder and we are not
buying it) :

5. I our sub trades screw up, we don’t
pay them

(but you might have ro)

6. R-2000 houses are dangerous and
ventilation, smentilation, what’s wrong
with windows?

{we are not interested in building sci-
ence and you want the cheapest job,
don’t you?)

7. Our sub trades stand by their work
(call them, not us)

8. This house will be quality throughout
(it will meet the minimum requirements
of the building code).

9. All our sub trades use seasoned
certified professionals

(well, some may be 20 and have a driv-
ers licence)

10. Yes, we are the low bidder and will
be using the cheapest trades, but you are
protected by our excellent specs and
power of payment

(our own quality control is the over-
worked building inspector)

‘David Riley
Circa Homes Ltd.
White Rock, B.C. ...

tive input of builders and we agree with

youthatthe provincial and national TRC"s
provide a logical conduit for that input.
. Wedo find somewhat unfortunate that
your reporting of some of the issues that
the Standing Committee is addressing is
not totally accurate (e.g. it is NOT pro-
posed to require airtightness testing of all
houses) and is stated in fairly incendiary
language. However, we won’t complain
too loudly if that approach is successful in
drawing builders’ attention to the fact
that an energy code is being developed
which may be adopted by many prov-
inces and that they need to getinvolved if
they wish to ensure that the final result is
a code the building industry can live with.

I do want to assure your readers, how-
ever, that the draft of the Code you have
seen and on which your report is presum-
ably based is very preliminary and will
undergo several revisions before being
released for public review next summer.
In view of the input already being re-
ceived from CHBA and from builder
members of both the Standing Commit-
tee on Energy Conservation in Buildings
and the Standing Committee on Housing
and Small Buildings (the committee re-
sponsible for Part 9 of the NBC), it is
unlikely that some of the ‘‘worst case
scenarios’’ described in your report will
appear in the final version. Nevertheless,
additional input is always welcome and
we appreciate your efforts to generate it.

I hope that we can count on your - -

further assistance in letting the industry
know when the energy code and changes
to the National Building Code are avail-
able for public review next year.
John C Haysom, P.Eng
Unit Head, Buildings and Services
Canadian Codes Centre .
Ottawa, Ont.




