2009 Summer Membership Meeting Notes – Interior/Exterior Attachments Task Group

July 20, 2009
The Interior/Exterior Attachments Task Group met on Monday July 20, 2009 as part of the “Attachments Block”

Vice-Chair Dave Deblock called the meeting to order.  Task Group interest sheet was circulated, the antitrust reminder was shared, and NFRC meeting guidelines were reviewed.  Carlos McEntire was appointed as secretary.  Agenda was reviewed and approved.

Unfinished Business:

a. The group was reminded of the 6 points of direction from the NFRC Board on Attachments that were first shared at the 2009 Spring Membership meeting.  The six points can be found in the Attachment Subcommittee minutes from the Tucson meeting.

b. NFRC 200 SHGC Work Group Update - membership was officially informed of the change over to Sanjiv Malkan as chair of this WG

c. New Task Groups - PCP TG – Tom Morrissey solicited for participants and indicated that work would be moving forward simultaneously as the technical documents were completed (100 and 200) - Labeling – same as PCP comments

d. Cellular Shade Work Group – Sanjiv Malkan solicited for participation and discussed how samples would be used by LBNL to populate the BSDF data set for optical properties measurements.

e. Product Grouping Update -  Sanjiv Malkan reported that the Products Grouping list is now finalized and was included in the NFRC 100 for Attachments ballot.

f. Base Case Windows Work Group Update – Willie DuPont responded to discussion about the absence of the thermal data for Skylights in the NFRC 100 for Attachments ballot document table and schematics. Willie agreed that he would have that populated within the next couple of months

· There was discussion about the IECC default windows from Jim Larsen and the need for an operable window – further discussion revealed that the operable state was not the issue, the U factor of the NFRC 100 for Attachments base case single glazed aluminum framed non residential window was significantly higher than the IECC default window. U-factor by size of the window is an issue; size (not materials) is the issue.

· Possible resolution was to make the frame for the NFRC 100 base case window wider or out of a more conductive configuration.

· Jim L stated that a solid metal could be used, but Willie duPont and several test lab representatives stated that it must be practical for a lab to construct or use in testing.

· The importance of the constructability of the base case window design was stressed and acknowledged by the membership.

· Jeff Baker commented that he would want to see one rating for Fenestration attachment products.  Robert Simons stated that due to the variety of fenestration attachment products covered by our Product Grouping table, one single rating might not be in the best interest of the public.  An option is to provide a range of values that roughly represent what the consumers might have in their home.  This was the reasoning behind the base case reference windows.  This range of values was in keeping with recent DOE guidance from Mark L. regarding giving the consumer something other than “worst case scenarios” to base their decision-making.

g.  NFRC 100 for Attachments Work Group Update – Rob Simons led a review of Ballot Negatives:

· Discussion on Base window (operable vs. inoperable) was discussed again – response that the windows need to be constructible and testable.

· Nils P explained that the proposed single glazed aluminum base case windows were actually worse performing than the default IECC table values.

· The terms operable and inoperable relative to fenestration attachment products were discussed

· It was decided to present the following changes – operable would become articulating; inoperable would become non-articulating.  We would also need to add the term fixed fenestration attachment product to fully qualify all possible products.  (Note:  During the ballot voting for the NFRC 600 TG glossary changes the definitions for operable and inoperable were changed).

· Overall the membership seemed pleased with the progress and direction of the NFRC 100 for Attachments work.

· After a break to address other Task Groups in the “Attachments Block” Dave D reconvened this group and continued the review of NFRC 100 Attachments ballot negatives.  Members of the work group had contacted the people who had submitted the negatives prior to the membership meeting to better understand the nature of their issues, and discuss possible remedies to the Negatives.  Those discussed included:

· TBD’s of Permeability

· Possible use of a single glazed base case 

· 3 Conditions Listed (Has only 2). Typo

· The Objection to Double Pane Criteria will be stricken at sub-committee tomorrow

· Skylight Data Incomplete

· 4.1.1 Should Read “Requirement” instead of “Guidelines”

· Definition of Fully Deployed and Open

· Outstanding TBD’s to be resolved

· Suggestion to only rate “Worst Case” scenario

· West Labs comments very high level, thus not helpful…needs more info

· Use of operable windows in testing

· Addition of Articulating and Non-Articulating to glossary

· Removal of specific branded product names and replace with more generic product types

· Soft Material = Shade

· Hard Materials = Blind

Discussion closed, Motion made to close meeting, 9:28 – Meeting Adjourned.

Submitted by Mike Cienian based on inputs from Dave Deblock and Rob Simons.


