COMMENT 9

TOPIC: Section 10.1.1 and Table 10.1.1 – use of default framing factors

COMMENT: Section 10.1.1 and Table 10.1.1 should be revised to require use of actual total length of framing materials just as done for I-joists, strapping/furring, and other materials to avoid potentially significant inaccuracies between actual framing amounts and assumed/default framing factors.  The default “framing factor” approach should be permitted only as an alternative in the absence of a plan take-off of actual framing lengths, visual observation of on-site framing, or complete bill of framing materials for the project.  And, where default framing factors are alternatively used (or remain as the standard approach), the following reporting statement should be added:

8.1.9 For reports that use default framing factors to assess framing quantities, the following wording shall accompany the results: “This assessment is based on the use of default framing factors and not measurement of the actual amount of framing materials.”

REASON: Field experience and surveys have shown that actual framing factors can vary substantially based on building configuration (roof and plan complexity), amount of fenestration, framing practices/skill, and other conditions. This standard is purposed as a means to measure embodied carbon and this relies on measuring or assessing material quantities with reasonable accuracy.  Framing factors are a dubious surrogate for actual measurement, but can be a convenient alternative where all framing cannot be observed and measured. 

