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Indoor airPLUS Version 2 Public Comment Response Tool

INSTRUCTIONS: Please use the appropriate space below to provide comments, feedback, or questions regarding the
proposed Indoor airPLUS Version 2 Certification System and draft specifications. Feedback on specific items, along with
recommended revisions are preferred. Supportive feedback on proposed changes is also welcome, but do not feel

EPA Indoor
obligated to comment on all the proposed requirements. Upon completion, please email this form to al rp]_f:jrs
Indoor_airPLUS@epa.gov with the subject of "Public Comment: Indoor airPLUS Version 2".

Organization Name: NEHERS
Respondent Last Name: Zeis
Respondent First Name: Cindy

Respondent Email Address:

czeis@psdconsulting.com

This proposal is being issued on behalf of the
Standards Committee of the Northeast Home
Energy Rating System Alliance, which
represents more than 260 Raters and 11
Providers from New Jersey to Maine.

Indoor airPLUS Certification System

Documents

Comment / Feedback

V2 Certification Protocol

V2 Certification System

5.6 Records from Verifying organizations to be kept for 5 years, HCO's required to keep records for
10 years. Record keeping for 5 years in line with typical Rating requirements and if the certification
on a home expires every five years, we see no reason to keep records beyond that time

V2 National Program Requirements

Indoor airPLUS Certification Process - Recommend the Verifier is required to keep records for a
minimum of 5 years in lieu of 10 (see comment above). 10 years should apply to the HCO. Footnote
#9 - Recommend the requirements exclude garages (where identified in the specifications).

V2 Quality Assurance Checklists

Not in favor of separate QA requirements for IAP which would be burdensome and a detriment to the Program. Would rather
see this as part of the Energy Star CH or MFNC QA Reqt's.. Separate QA reqt's will be an added cost from QA Providers and
disincentive for participation in the IAP Program. Providing all additional information to QAD's is burdensome for use of the
checklist. We cannot condone additional requirements like this with an unkown associated QA Cost for a Rating.
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When providing feedback on a specific Indoor airPLUS specifications item, please check the appropriate box to indicate whether your comment pertains
to the proposed requirement for the Certification tier (V2), the Gold tier, or both. Note that the verification checklist is intended to provide a brief
summary of each item, but the text of the full requirement should always be reviewed and considered by the builder and verifier to ensure compliance. A
space is provided immediately below to comment on the format or summaries included in the checklist, but please provide substantive feedback on the
full requirements using the numbered line items.

Checklist and Guidance Sections V2 | Gold | Both Comment / Feedback

. . . It appears there are no longer any "builder verified" opportunities. This could place an undo burden on
Indoor airPLUS New Construction Version 2 []| | the builder/verifier as additional site inspections for items that are typically not exposed for long such as
Verification Checklist roof flashing, etc. The checklists also duplicate efforts that are already required in the ENERGY STAR

Rater Field Report. Is it really necessary to require an additional 4 page verifier checklist for IAP?

_ . _ For the purpose checking Builders and/or Verifiers Status, EPA needs to
Guidance for Completing the Indoor airPLUS |:| [1] | provide a simpler easier to search database on the website. In addition
Verification Checklist obtaining copies of PA's through the EPA MESA acct should be made simpler.

Indoor airPLUS Specifications Item V2 | Gold | Both Comment / Feedback

1. Moisture Control

Water-Managed Site and Foundation

. . E1.1.3 Recommend adding direction for steep sloped environments:
1- 1 S|te Dramage |:| iii. Where structures are built on hill or steep sloped terrain, exterior drainage measures installed with foundation waterproofing present per 1.2

1.2 Foundation Drainage

1.3 Bulk Water Prevention []| | E1.1.3 Recommend adding direction for steep sloped environments: iii. See E1.1.3 above.

1.4 Capillary Break and Vapor Retarder

1.5 Damp-proofing and Waterproofing |:| Recommend allowing a builder verified option as most AHJs are performing this inspection. Adding a verifier-only inspection
Below-Grade Exterior Walls may create an undue burden and expense to the project.

1.6 Basement and Crawlspace Conditioning

Water-Managed Wall Assemblies

Recommend allowing a builder verified option. Adding a verifier-only inspection may create an undue burden and
expense to the project, particularly for flashing that is often covered immediately or shortly after installation.

1.7 Drainage Plane and Flashing []

1.8 Exterior Window and Door Openings




Water-Managed Roof Assemblies
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1.9 Gutters, Downspouts, and Roof Water
Drainage

1.10 Roof to Wall Intersections and Roof
Penetrations

Recommend allowing a builder verified option. Adding a verifier-only inspection may create an undue burden
and expense to the project, particularly for flashing that is often covered immediately or shortly after installation.

1.11 Roof Valleys and Decking

Recommend allowing a builder verified option. Adding a verifier-only inspection may create an undue burden and expense to the project,
particularly for flashing that is often covered immediately or shortly after installation.

1.12 Ice Dam Prevention

Recommend allowing a builder verified option. Adding a verifier-only inspection may create an undue burden and expense to the project,
particularly for flashing that is often covered immediately or shortly after installation.

1.13 Interior Roof Deck Inspection

There may be (legal) liability added to the IAP verifier if a roof leak is found after construction is complete. If the inspection precedes heavy rain
activity, etc. leaks may not appear until a later date. Recommend: Either a builder verified option or removal of this line item.

Interior Moisture Management

1.14 Moisture-Resistant Backing Materials

1.15 Appliance Drainage

1.16 Water Supply Pipes

1.17 Water-Resistant Flooring

1.18 Class | Vapor Retarders

1.19 Materials with Signs of Water Damage
or Mold

For gut rehabs - if required to verify there is no mold present, we recommend requiring an inspection by a certified professional. IAP verify should collect appropriate reports showing
either no mold present at the time of inspection and/or any mold found has been properly mitigated. Requiring an IAP verifier to perform such inspections places an additional liability for
which they may be legally responsible for.

2. Radon

2.1 Radon Testing

3. Pest Barriers

3.1 Termite/Insect Prevention

3.1 - Visual inspections for termite infestation should be performed by a qualified (IPM certified) professional. Requiring an IAP verifier to perform
such inspections places an additional liability for which they may be legally responsible for.

3.2 Rodent/Bird Screens for Building
Openings

3.3 Multifamily Pest Management

3.4 Pest-Contaminated Materials

3.4 - Recommend requiring any visual inspections for pest infestation to be performed by the appropriate certified professional. IAP verifier should collect
documentation indicating there is no sign of pest activity and/or any infestation is found/suspected the report should indicate mitigation has been performed.

4. Heating, Cooling and Ventilation Systems

EPA Indoor
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Heating and Cooling Design Inspection

4.1 Heating and Cooling (HAC) Systems

4.2 Humidity Control

433 Building framing cavities, such as any framing space (i.e., between wall studs, floor joists, or ceiling joists), shall not be used as supply or return ducts or plenums.

H 1 Exception:
4.3 Heatin gan d COOI Ing ( HAC) Duct SySte ms |:| E4.3.3 Existing building framing cavities that were previously used as returns where an HAC filter can be installed at the air handler, provided the interior of those cavities are sealed with UL-181 compliant sealants and

inspected.

4.4 Location of Heating and Cooling (HAC)
Air-Handling Equipment and Ductwork

4.5 Pressure Balanced Bedrooms

Mechanical Ventilation

4.6 Dwelling-Unit Mechanical Ventilation

4.7 Dwelling-Unit Bathroom Exhaust

4.8 Dwelling-Unit Kitchen Exhaust

4.9 Common Space Ventilation Requirements

4.10 Other Ventilation Requirements

Filtration and Air Cleaning

4.11 Particle Filtration for Ducted Heating
and Cooling (HAC) Serving Dwelling Units and
Common Spaces

4.12 Particle Filtration for Non-Ducted HAC
Systems Serving Dwelling Units

Disagree with the approach of providing filtration at the ductless unit, stand alone filter units or transfer fans. A more reasonable approach
|:| would be to require filtration on ventilation equipment and require balanced ventilation systems that can accommodate filtration.

4.13 Gas-Phase Air Cleaning Devices

4.14 Microbial Disinfection

5. Pollutant Control

|:| Disagree with allowing solid fuel wood stoves for IAP, a recommendation if allowing is to at least make the requirement that it's a ENERGY STAR
certified/rated unit.

5.1 Combustion Appliances

5.2 Carbon Monoxide Alarms
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5.3 Pollutant Control from Smoking and
Vaping

Although an education component for smoking/vaping is a good idea. A recommendation would be to encourage requiring a smoke-free building
option, particularly for multifamily buildings. This requirement could include signage stating the building is smoke-free.

5.4 Pollutant Control through Minimized
Infiltration

5.5 Attached Garages and Parking Structures

5.6 Combustible Fuels

6. Building Materials

EPA needs to prioritize and provide clear, easy to use product guides and labeling of materials. Version 1 "How To Find" guide was a user friendly document to provide to design teams and  builders, referencing
commercially available product certifications. Referencing only CDPH standards is not user friendly. or intuitive. Even though item N6d of the verification requirements state that in reference to the low-emitting guide, “This
quidance will be updated when these new specifications are finalized.” We suggest EPA continues to reference specific acceptable certification labels, and not just require research on individual products to ensure these

testing standards are This would create a significant challenge to the review and add cost which leads to further to We highly that EPA advocate for products

6.1 Composite Wood

6.2 Interior Paints, Finishes, and Coatings

6.3 Carpets and Cushions

6.4 Adhesives and Sealants

6.5 Hard Surface Flooring

6.6 Gypsum Board

6.7 Insulation

EPA needs to provide a "How To" guide or provide examples of how to verify all types of insulation including and especially Spray Polyurethane
Foam insulation. Examples should be provided via webinar or info session prior to release of V2 and allow for more commentary on this item.

6.8 Asbestos

O

6.7.1 - "Visual inspection for ACMs" - Verifiers who are not qualified asbestos inspectors could be open to liability if they checked "ACM not found". Recommendation: Gut rehabs should have an asbestos
inspection by a qualified inspector and any ACMs found should be tested and mitigated as required or submit documentation from a previously performed inspection and mitigation plan is submitted showing all
identified ACMs have been mitigated. Requiring an IAP verifier to perform such inspections places an additional liability for which they may be legally responsible for.

6.9 Lead-Based Paint

6.8.1 - This assessment should be conducted by a certified professional. Recommendation: Merge 6.8.1 & 6.8.2 to read "buildings built prior to 1978 assessed for lead-based paint by a certified professional
and mitigated as required.” This aligns with the EPA/HUD guidelines for units receiving public funding. Requiring an IAP verifier to perform such inspections places an additional liability for which they may be
legally responsible for.

Occupant Education

7.1 Owner and Occupant Information Kit

Abbreviations & Acronyms

References

Climate Zones of the Continental United
States

EPA Indoor

alrPLUs




	Untitled
	Untitled




Accessibility Report





		Filename: 

		V2 Public Comment Response Tool _ February_2023_FINAL Fillable_508 Compliant.pdf









		Report created by: 

		



		Organization: 

		







[Enter personal and organization information through the Preferences > Identity dialog.]



Summary



The checker found no problems in this document.





		Needs manual check: 0



		Passed manually: 2



		Failed manually: 0



		Skipped: 5



		Passed: 25



		Failed: 0







Detailed Report





		Document





		Rule Name		Status		Description



		Accessibility permission flag		Passed		Accessibility permission flag must be set



		Image-only PDF		Passed		Document is not image-only PDF



		Tagged PDF		Passed		Document is tagged PDF



		Logical Reading Order		Passed manually		Document structure provides a logical reading order



		Primary language		Passed		Text language is specified



		Title		Passed		Document title is showing in title bar



		Bookmarks		Passed		Bookmarks are present in large documents



		Color contrast		Passed manually		Document has appropriate color contrast



		Page Content





		Rule Name		Status		Description



		Tagged content		Skipped		All page content is tagged



		Tagged annotations		Skipped		All annotations are tagged



		Tab order		Passed		Tab order is consistent with structure order



		Character encoding		Passed		Reliable character encoding is provided



		Tagged multimedia		Passed		All multimedia objects are tagged



		Screen flicker		Passed		Page will not cause screen flicker



		Scripts		Passed		No inaccessible scripts



		Timed responses		Passed		Page does not require timed responses



		Navigation links		Passed		Navigation links are not repetitive



		Forms





		Rule Name		Status		Description



		Tagged form fields		Skipped		All form fields are tagged



		Field descriptions		Passed		All form fields have description



		Alternate Text





		Rule Name		Status		Description



		Figures alternate text		Passed		Figures require alternate text



		Nested alternate text		Passed		Alternate text that will never be read



		Associated with content		Passed		Alternate text must be associated with some content



		Hides annotation		Passed		Alternate text should not hide annotation



		Other elements alternate text		Passed		Other elements that require alternate text



		Tables





		Rule Name		Status		Description



		Rows		Passed		TR must be a child of Table, THead, TBody, or TFoot



		TH and TD		Passed		TH and TD must be children of TR



		Headers		Skipped		Tables should have headers



		Regularity		Passed		Tables must contain the same number of columns in each row and rows in each column



		Summary		Skipped		Tables must have a summary



		Lists





		Rule Name		Status		Description



		List items		Passed		LI must be a child of L



		Lbl and LBody		Passed		Lbl and LBody must be children of LI



		Headings





		Rule Name		Status		Description



		Appropriate nesting		Passed		Appropriate nesting










Back to Top

	Organization Name: NEHERS
	Respondent Last Name: Zeis
	Respondent First Name: Cindy
	Respondent Email Address: czeis@psdconsulting.com
	Comment  FeedbackV2 Certification Protocol: 
	Comment  FeedbackV2 Certification System: 5.6 Records from Verifying organizations to be kept for 5 years, HCO's required to keep records for 10 years.  Record keeping for 5 years in line with typical Rating requirements and if the certification on a home expires every five years, we see no reason to keep records beyond that time
	Comment  FeedbackV2 National Program Requirements: Indoor airPLUS Certification Process - Recommend the Verifier is required to keep records for a minimum of 5 years in lieu of 10 (see comment above). 10 years should apply to the HCO. Footnote #9 - Recommend the requirements exclude garages (where identified in the specifications).
	Comment  FeedbackV2 Quality Assurance Checklists: Not in favor of separate QA requirements for IAP which would be burdensome and a detriment to the Program.  Would rather see this as part of the Energy Star CH or MFNC QA Reqt's.. Separate QA reqt's will be an added cost from QA Providers and disincentive for participation in the IAP Program. Providing all additional information to QAD's is burdensome for use of the checklist. We cannot condone additional requirements like this with an unkown associated QA Cost for a Rating. 
	1: 
	1 V2: Off
	1 Gold: Off
	1 Both: Yes
	2 V2: Off
	3 V2: Off
	4 V2: Off
	5 V2: Off
	6 V2: Off
	2 Gold: Off
	3 Gold: Off
	4 Gold: Off
	5 Gold: Off
	6 Gold: Off
	2 Both: Off
	3 Both: Yes
	4 Both: Off
	5 Both: Yes
	6 Both: Off
	7 V2: Off
	7 Gold: Off
	7 Both: Yes
	8 V2: Off
	8 Gold: Off
	8 Both: Off
	9 V2: Off
	9 Gold: Off
	9 Both: Off
	10 V2: Off
	10 Gold: Off
	10 Both: Yes
	12 V2: Off
	12 Gold: Off
	12 Both: Yes
	13 V2: Off
	13 Gold: Off
	13 Both: Yes
	11 V2: Off
	11 Gold: Off
	11 Both: Yes
	14 V2: Off
	14 Gold: Off
	14 Both: Off
	15 V2: Off
	15 Gold: Off
	15 Both: Off
	16 V2: Off
	16 Gold: Off
	16 Both: Off
	17 V2: Off
	17 Gold: Off
	17 Both: Off
	18 V2: Off
	18 Gold: Off
	18 Both: Off
	19 V2: Off
	19 Gold: Off
	19 Both: Yes

	Checklist V2: Off
	Checklist Gold: Off
	Checklist Both: Yes
	1 V2: Off
	1 Gold: Off
	1 Both: Off
	Guidance V211: Off
	Guidance Gold11: Off
	Guidance Both11: Yes
	2: 
	1 V2: Off
	1 Gold: Off
	1 Both: Off

	3: 
	1 V2: Off
	1 Gold: Off
	1 Both: Yes
	2 V2: Off
	2 Gold: Off
	2 Both: Off
	3 V2: Off
	3 Gold: Off
	3 Both: Off
	4 V2: Off
	4 Gold: Off
	4 Both: Yes

	4: 
	1 V2: Off
	1 Gold: Off
	1 Both: Off
	2 V2: Off
	2 Gold: Off
	2 Both: Off
	3 V2: Yes
	3 Gold: Off
	3 Both: Off
	4 V2: Off
	4 Gold: Off
	4 Both: Off
	5 V2: Off
	5 Gold: Off
	5 Both: Off
	6 V2: Off
	6 Gold: Off
	6 Both: Off
	7 V2: Off
	7 Gold: Off
	7 Both: Off
	8 V2: Off
	8 Gold: Off
	8 Both: Off
	9 V2: Off
	9 Gold: Off
	9 Both: Off
	10 V2: Off
	10 Gold: Off
	10 Both: Off
	11 V2: Off
	11 Gold: Off
	11 Both: Off
	12 V2: Off
	12 Gold: Off
	12 Both: Yes
	13 V2: Off
	13 Gold: Off
	13 Both: Off
	14 V2: Off
	14 Gold: Off
	14 Both: Off

	5: 
	2 V2: Off
	2 Gold: Off
	2 Both: Off
	3 V2: Off
	3 Gold: Off
	3 Both: Yes
	4 V2: Off
	4 Gold: Off
	4 Both: Off
	5 V2: Off
	5 Gold: Off
	5 Both: Off
	1 V2: Off
	1 Gold: Off
	1 Both: Yes
	6 V2: Off
	6 Gold: Off
	6 Both: Off

	6: 
	1 V2: Off
	1Both: Off
	1 Gold: Off
	2 V2: Off
	2 Gold: Off
	2 Both: Off
	3 V2: Off
	3 Gold: Off
	3 Both: Off
	4 V2: Off
	4 Gold: Off
	4 Both: Off
	5 V2: Off
	5 Gold: Off
	5 Both: Off
	9 V2: Off
	9 Gold: Off
	9 Both: Yes
	6 V2: Off
	6 Gold: Off
	6 Both: Off
	7 V2: Off
	7 Gold: Off
	7 Both: Yes
	8 V2: Off
	8 Gold: Off
	8 Both: Yes

	7: 
	1 V2: Off
	1 Gold: Off
	1 Both: Off

	Comment / Feedback: It appears there are no longer any "builder verified" opportunities. This could place an undo burden on the builder/verifier as additional site inspections for items that are typically not exposed for long such as roof flashing, etc. The checklists also duplicate efforts that are already required in the ENERGY STAR Rater Field Report. Is it really necessary to require an additional 4 page verifier checklist for IAP? 
	2 V2: Off
	2 Gold: Off
	2 Both: Off
	3 V2: Off
	3 Gold: Off
	3 Both: Off
	4 V2: Off
	4 Gold: Off
	4 Both: Off
	5 V2: Off
	5 Gold: Off
	5 Both: Off
	6 V2: Off
	6 Gold: Off
	6 Both: Yes
	7 V2: Off
	7 Gold: Off
	7 Both: Off
	7 AA: Off
	7 AA G: Off
	7 AA B: Off
	7 V2 R: Off
	7 V2 G: Off
	7 B R: Off
	7 C V2: Off
	7 C Gold: Off
	7 C B: Off
	Comment / Feedback Guidance: For the purpose checking Builders and/or Verifiers Status, EPA needs to provide a simpler easier to search database on the website. In addition obtaining copies of PA's through the EPA MESA acct should be made simpler.
	Comment / Feedback Guidance2: 
	Comment / Feedback Guidance3: E1.1.3  Recommend adding direction for steep sloped environments: iii.    See E1.1.3 above.
	Comment / Feedback Guidance4: 
	Comment / Feedback Guidance9: 
	Comment / Feedback Guidance10: Recommend allowing a builder verified option. Adding a verifier-only inspection may create an undue burden and expense to the project, particularly for flashing that is often covered immediately or shortly after installation. 
	Comment / Feedback Guidance11: Recommend allowing a builder verified option. Adding a verifier-only inspection may create an undue burden and expense to the project, particularly for flashing that is often covered immediately or shortly after installation. 
	Comment / Feedback Guidance12: Recommend allowing a builder verified option. Adding a verifier-only inspection may create an undue burden and expense to the project, particularly for flashing that is often covered immediately or shortly after installation. 
	Comment / Feedback Guidance13: There may be (legal) liability added to the IAP verifier if a roof leak is found after construction is complete. If the inspection precedes heavy rain activity, etc. leaks may not appear until a later date. Recommend: Either a builder verified option or removal of this line item.
	Comment / Feedback Guidance14: 
	Comment / Feedback Guidance15: 
	Comment / Feedback Guidance16: 
	Comment / Feedback Guidance17: 
	Comment / Feedback Guidance18: 
	Comment / Feedback Guidance19: For gut rehabs - if required to verify there is no mold present, we recommend requiring an inspection by a certified professional. IAP verify should collect appropriate reports showing either no mold present at the time of inspection and/or any mold found has been properly mitigated. Requiring an IAP verifier to perform such inspections places an additional liability for which they may be legally responsible for. 
	Comment / Feedback Guidance20: 
	Comment / Feedback Guidance21: 
	Comment / Feedback Guidance22: 
	Comment / Feedback Guidance23: 3.1 - Visual inspections for termite infestation should be performed by a qualified (IPM certified) professional. Requiring an IAP verifier to perform such inspections places an additional liability for which they may be legally responsible for. 
	Comment / Feedback Guidance24: 
	Comment / Feedback Guidance25: 
	Comment / Feedback Guidance26: 3.4 - Recommend requiring any visual inspections for pest infestation to be performed by the appropriate certified professional. IAP verifier should collect documentation indicating there is no sign of pest activity and/or any  infestation is found/suspected the report should indicate mitigation has been performed. 
	Comment / Feedback Guidance27: 
	Comment / Feedback Guidance29: 
	Comment / Feedback Guidance30: 
	Comment / Feedback Guidance31: 4.3.3 Building framing cavities, such as any framing space (i.e., between wall studs, floor joists, or ceiling joists), shall not be used as supply or return ducts or plenums.
Exception: 
E4.3.3 Existing building framing cavities that were previously used as returns where an HAC filter can be installed at the air handler, provided the interior of those cavities are sealed with UL-181 compliant sealants and inspected.
Advisory: 
A4.3.3 A right-sized, fully ducted return is recommended to help ensure adequate return air through the filter to the air-handling equipment, rather than a transfer grille or louvered door to the space containing the air-handling equipment.

	Comment / Feedback Guidance32: 
	Comment / Feedback Guidance33: 
	Comment / Feedback Guidance34: 
	Comment / Feedback Guidance35: 
	Comment / Feedback Guidance36: 
	Comment / Feedback Guidance39: 
	Comment / Feedback Guidance40: Disagree with the approach of providing filtration at the ductless unit, stand alone filter units or transfer fans.  A more reasonable approach would be to require filtration on ventilation equipment and require balanced ventilation systems that can accommodate filtration.
	Comment / Feedback Guidance41: 
	Comment / Feedback Guidance47: 
	Comment / Feedback Guidance1: E1.1.3  Recommend adding direction for steep sloped environments:
iii.    Where structures are built on hill or steep sloped terrain, exterior drainage measures installed with foundation waterproofing present per 1.2
	Comment / Feedback Guidance101: 
	Comment / Feedback Guidance5: Recommend allowing a builder verified option as most AHJs are performing this inspection. Adding a verifier-only inspection may create an undue burden and expense to the project. 
	Comment / Feedback Guidance6: 
	Comment / Feedback Guidance37: 
	Comment / Feedback Guidance370: 
	Comment / Feedback Guidance420: Disagree with allowing solid fuel wood stoves for IAP, a recommendation if allowing is to at least make the requirement that it's a ENERGY STAR certified/rated unit. 
	Comment / Feedback Guidance606: 
	Comment / Feedback Guidance61: Recommend allowing a builder verified option. Adding a verifier-only inspection may create an undue burden and expense to the project, particularly for flashing that is often covered immediately or shortly after installation. 
	Comment / Feedback Guidance42: 
	Comment / Feedback Guidance421: 
	Comment / Feedback Guidance422: 
	Comment / Feedback Guidance46: Although an education component for smoking/vaping is a good idea. A recommendation would be to encourage requiring a smoke-free building option, particularly for multifamily buildings. This requirement could include signage stating the building is smoke-free. 
	Comment / Feedback Guidance461: 
	Comment / Feedback Guidance462: 
	Comment / Feedback Guidance463: EPA needs to prioritize and provide clear, easy to use product guides and labeling of materials. Version 1 "How To Find"  guide was a user friendly document to provide to design teams and  builders, referencing commercially available product certifications. Referencing only CDPH standards is not user friendly. or intuitive.  Even though item N6d of the verification requirements state that in reference to the low-emitting guide, “This guidance will be updated when these new specifications are finalized.” We suggest EPA continues to reference specific acceptable certification labels, and not just  require research on individual products to ensure these testing standards are referenced. This would create a significant challenge to the review and add uneccessary cost which leads to further impediment to participation. We highly recommend that EPA advocate  for products and manufacturers  to carry an IPA v2 approved label, in the same way EPA uses Energy Star and Water Sense Labeling, the USGBC and the Home Innovation Research Labs have product labels.  At least allow products to be compliant if they have compliance labels from USGBC or NGBS programs.
	Comment / Feedback Guidance464: 
	Comment / Feedback Guidance465: 
	Comment / Feedback Guidance4656: 
	Comment / Feedback Guidance466: 
	Comment / Feedback Guidance467: 
	Comment / Feedback Guidance568: 
	Comment / Feedback Guidance469: EPA needs to provide a "How To" guide or provide examples of how to verify all types of insulation including and especially Spray Polyurethane Foam insulation. Examples should be provided via webinar or info session prior to release of V2 and allow for more commentary on this item. 
	Comment / Feedback Guidance460: 6.7.1 - "Visual inspection for ACMs" - Verifiers who are not qualified asbestos inspectors could be open to liability if they checked "ACM not found". Recommendation: Gut rehabs should have an asbestos inspection by a qualified inspector and any ACMs found should be tested and mitigated as required or submit documentation from a previously performed inspection and mitigation plan is submitted showing all identified ACMs have been mitigated. Requiring an IAP verifier to perform such inspections places an additional liability for which they may be legally responsible for. 
	Comment / Feedback Guidance4611: 6.8.1 - This assessment should be conducted by a certified professional. Recommendation: Merge 6.8.1 & 6.8.2 to read "buildings built prior to 1978 assessed for lead-based paint by a certified professional and mitigated as required." This aligns with the EPA/HUD guidelines for units receiving public funding. Requiring an IAP verifier to perform such inspections places an additional liability for which they may be legally responsible for. 
	Comment / Feedback Guidance4612: 
	Comment / Feedback Guidance4613: 
	Comment / Feedback Guidance4614: 
	Comment / Feedback Guidance4615: 
	Comment / Feedback Guidance64156: 


