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NFRC 2005 Spring Membership Meeting

March 13-17, 2005 - Waikoloa, Hawaii
Minutes

Annual Energy Performance Subcommittee

Tuesday, March 15, 2005
Under Technical Block:  7:30 am –1:30pm

Co Chair: Tom Culp, Birch Point Consulting LLC
Co Chair: Jim Larsen – Cardinal Glass Industries, Inc.

1. Call to order

a. Circulate attendance sheet

b. Welcome to All Attendees ….Cell phones & pagers to Silent Mode

c. Review Subcommittee voting requirements: one vote per member company

d. Antitrust reminder

e. NFRC Meeting Guidelines

2. Jessica Ferris (staff) appointed recording secretary
3. Minutes Approved from October 11, 2004 Portland meeting by general consent. 

4. Agenda reviewed and approved
5. Unfinished Business:
a. Review scope of AEP Subcommittee
Issues: Task by the BOD to update the RESFEN assumption.  DOE requested NFRC to provide input on RESFEN assumption.  AEP committee will continue work on updating the RESFEN assumption.

Comments from the floor:
· Currently people are doing whole building analysis for energy qualification.  Whole product one number.
· Worked too long, 15 years, but could not come up with a solution.
· There was disagreement to the comment that the rating cannot be developed. Also made commitment to DOE to provide NFRC recommendation.
· Every developed country has energy rating for window.  Should be able to develop it if there is a commitment.
· Lack of enthusiasm for developing is not good for NFRC.  Need acceptable method for heating and cooling rating. ER has made it through the code with only heating addressed.  Cooling has not been addressed.
· Trade off for heating and cooling is not NFRC purview. 
· AEP is single most important for rating for NFRC.

Motion that this subcommittee recommend to the technical committee that this subcommittee (AEP) be disband. (Ken Nittler, Bill Gorman). Motion failed 10-32-9
Further discussion: 

· People not able understand the individual rating.

· What does customer need, and we are more bogged down in technical issues.  

· We are not meeting the responsibility to the customer. Customer needs it.
· Need to be leaders.  Other countries have been able to develop AEP rating.

· Limited resources.  Stick to rating numbers.  Stay out of ranking products, not NFRC’s role.

· Customers are comparing the products differently.  

· Public interest need to continue to work on AEP. NFRC responsibility.

· Current rating system does not provide simple rating that can be understood by the consumer.
· RESFEN 5 has a tool that shows the impact of assumption. 
Action item:  Direction requested from the Board to provide direction to the task group. 

b. Update on RESFEN input assumptions: (delayed due to interest of time, posted on the NFRC website.)
i. Review draft consumer survey regarding homeowner use of thermostat and shades.
ii. RFP summary page “Determination of Internal Shading Usage and Temperature –Setpoints in Residential Homes” (to be discussed at Research Subcommittee).
iii. Reports on new data regarding other RESFEN input assumptions
6. New Business

a. none
7. Adjourn
**********************************************************************

SCOPE

NFRC has agreed to assist the U.S. Department of Energy in its efforts to determine whether to develop a “trade-off” path for the ENERGY STAR windows program. The focus of the January 8, 2004 meeting in Fort Worth and the subsequent conference call meetings of the Subcommittee has been to develop proposed changes to the inputs used in RESFEN for a typical new construction home and for a typical existing home. The Board has directed the Annual Energy Performance Subcommittee to address these issues and to submit any changes approved by the Subcommittee to the Technical Committee at the March Annual Meeting. Similarly, the Technical Committee has been asked to address the Subcommittee proposals and to forward any approved changes to the Board at the March Annual Meeting. Changes approved by the Board will be submitted to the U.S. Department of Energy for its consideration.  
NOTE: Relevant documents are on the AEP subcommittee website at http://www.nfrc.org/scaepc.aspx, and we will be using the NFRC discussion board for comments prior to the Hawaii meeting.








