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NFRC Ballot Comments through October 19, 2007

Ratings Committee – CMA Ratings Subcommittee 

	Company Name, Rep Initials
	AC/NEG
	Section and/or Page #
	Comment/Alternate Language
	Resolution

	GANA
	NEG
	Section 1.1
	Third Paragraph – Delete “and area weighted average.”  Previous subcommittee votes have made this an option not a mandatory part of the program.  Inclusion of all fenestration in a building will result in unnecessary burden and costs when a typically framing system and product many apply to the vast majority of the fenestration.
	Motion withdrawn

	AAMA
	NEG
	Section 1.2.4 C.
	In the event that there is no NFRC-licensed IA available to perform the services to be provided by an IA, any such service may shall be provided by NFRC or NFRC's subcontractor. In the event there are no NFRC-licensed IA's, the word term "IA," as used herein, shall mean NFRC or NFRC's subcontractor. Fees for services rendered by NFRC or NFRC’s subcontractor shall be reasonable and customary for the work being performed; a fee schedule shall be provided to the party requiring NFRC or NFRC’s subcontractor services in advance of performance of the services.
Rationale: this needs to be clarified and fees established before services are rendered. It can’t be a ‘blank check’!
	Persuasive

	AAMA
	NEG
	Section 1.3
	Specifying Authority the entity who specifies the fenestration products, systems and suppliers to be used on a project in order to meet the design and performance requirements. The Specifying Authority enters into a license agreement with NFRC. This entity may be but is not limited to an architect or engineer and confirms that the individual systems (glazing, spacer, and framing system) used to generate the whole product rating are those in the final assembly. The Specifying Authority is responsible for taking any corrective actions necessary if the final assembly does not conform to the whole product rating.
Rationale: this requirement is beyond the scope of NFRC’s authority, and is handled in the normal course of business.


	Persuasive

	GANA
	NEG
	 Section 1.3  Glossary and Terminology  
	Delete “area weighted average performance” 
	Negative withdrawn as long as language in PCP lists the AW method as optional

	 QTI
	NEG
	 Section 1.3  Glossary and Terminology  
	 In the definition of “Area Weighted Average” define the term “Performance Index.” 
	 Negative withdrawn

	Pella
	NEG
	Section 1.3  Glossary and Terminology  
	Area Weighted Average:  Fenestration performance that is calculated by multiplying the area of each fenestration product by its performance index, summing all the resultant multiplication products, and dividing that sum by the total fenestration product area.
	Persuasive and editorial.  Modify word “each” to “individual” and change “resultant multiplication products” to “the multiplication results.”

	QTI
	NEG
	Section 2.1
	Section 2.1 establishes a NFRC IU component library by the definition of glazing. This is not needed and redundant since the IGU’s are created during the ACE calculations.   NFRC approved glass is adequately identified in the IGDB by the # sign.
	Moved to remove Section 2.1

	Pella
	NEG
	Section 2.1.3
	Exception:  Laminates and glazing with applied film, which are created in OPTICS by a certified simulator using procedures documented in NFRC 303 and 304, shall be uploaded by the simulator into the component library. 


	Negative withdrawn in lieu of Section 2.1 removal.

	 IWFA
	NEG
	 Section 2.1.3
	Section 2.1.3 should apply only to “laminates and glazing with applied film” which are not already approved and exist in 2.1.1.
	 Negative withdrawn in lieu of Section 2.1 removal

	GANA
	NEG
	Section 2.2.3
	Comment:  It is our understanding that alternative language has been developed and submitted to the Spacer Task Group and will result in reballoting of the section for the next meeting.
	Negative withdrawn on basis of re-ballot

	IGMA
	NEG
	Section 2.2.3
	Comment:  New language for Path III has been submitted to the Spacer Task Group for review, this impacts NFRC 100,

Section 5.6.4.2, and will the CMA PCP.  Spacer language for Path III will require re-balloting for the next meeting.

	Negative withdrawn on basis of re-ballot

	 QTI
	 NEG
	 Section 2.2.3
	Section 2.2.3  change the word “Default” to” generic” where it appears in title 

Section 2.2.3  A.ii  change Materials data sheet to NFRC 101indentifiaction

Section 2.2.3  G. change generic to default
	 Moved that the term “default” or “generic” wording match whatever term is used in the technical documents.

	IGMA
	NEG
	Section 2.3
	Comment:  It is not possible to approve this without approval of the Frame Grouping ballot.

	Persuasive and substantive

	GANA
	NEG
	Section 4.1.3
	Comment:  We do not agree with the deletion of the text “…identical products and systems may be certified for additional application and projects by additional users.”  This language was approved by subcommittee vote during the last meeting.  There is no reason for identical systems/applications to be repeatedly subjected to the costs of NFRC certification.


	Negative withdrawn

	IGMA
	NEG
	Section 4.2.B.vi & vii
	Comment:  Assumes that Label Certificate has been approved. These two items were the subject of much debate in the task group meetings, these two issues cannot be approved until the direction of the Label Certificate is approved.


	Addressed by previous action

	GANA
	NEG
	Section 4.2.B.vi
	See  comments regarding  “area weighted average performance.”
	Addressed by previous action

	AAMA
	NEG
	Section 5.2 B
	After issuance of the label and/or project certificate, each certificate shall have a 1 in 20 chance of being selected for a Documentation Trail Audit.  Selection for Documentation Trail Audits shall be determined by the software tool when the certificate is issued. Audits shall not exceed 2 per year for each Specifying Authority.
Rationale: this requirement needs an upper limit!


	Persuasive and editorial to add “Audits shall not exceed 2 per year for each specifying authority, if the audits conducted uncovered no substantive issues.”

	 QTI
	 NEG
	 Section 5.3.A
	Change “bourne by the ACE” to “bourne by the Specifying Authority”
	 Persuasive and substantive.

	 QTI
	NEG
	 Reference list
	 Add NFRC 103 to documents list
	 Persuasive and editorial

	AAMA
	NEG
	Section Flow Chart for “Frame Component Approval”
	Delete step in process stating “Testing for Validation of Frames”
Rationale: Physical testing is not required for valid results; in fact, NFRC’s program is based on computer simulations and NOT on physical testing.

	Persuasive

	 WESTLab
	NEG
	 In General
	Technical calculations do not belong in this document.  Please disapprove this ballot and send the calculations you want done to the appropriate subcommittee under the Technical committee and follow the NFRC procedures.

As I stated the last time this document was balloted it cannot be approved when it is full of holes.  Please ballot this document when it is complete and stop wasting the membership’s time.


	Negative withdrawn due to Chair’s agreement to ballot only sections and not the entire document with uncompleted sections.

	
	
	
	
	

	 GANA
	NEG
	In General
	As stated in previous ballot responses, we strongly believe the CMA complexity and fee structural will be major factors in the acceptance of the program in the commercial construction market.  The fee structure presented by the Board of Directors will place undue burden upon the system manufacturers, add unnecessary cost  to building construction and discourage the use of custom window and curtain wall systems.

We must again note that in response to the first, second, third, and fourth draft ballots and on numerous occasions in meetings and discussions with the NFRC Board of Directors we have asked about efforts to reach out registered design professionals, building owners, developers, building managers, general contractors, and glazing contractor to assess the needs and practices of the commercial construction industry.  While letters to the American Institute of Architects (AIA), BOMA International, and the Construction Specification Institute (CSI) have apparently gone unanswered, NFRC still claims to be reaching out to this segment of the industry.  We strongly believe NFFRC must consider the market needs before the introduction of the CMA program and properly focus the effort  to the segments of the commercial construction industry that are currently not using energy efficient products. 
	 General comment – no action taken.

	 Pella
	NEG
	In General
	Progress continues to be made, although the document is not yet ready for final approval. 
It appears that MANY of the revisions I proposed in the Denver ballot have not been incorporated into this draft. In particular, numerous section references do not appear correct. I don’t recall those proposed revisions being ruled non-persuasive.  General edits from Denver Ballot\Negatives\Pella_NFRC-CMA-PCP-2007_NG_Denver.doc
	 Negative withdrawn as action taken by NFRC staff  to resolve

	Birch-Point Consulting
	NEG
	In General
	I approve, other than we need to finalize section 2.3 (frame submission) and section 3.2 (ACE obligations related to LAP).
	Negative withdrawn

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 


Legend:


AC – Approve with Comment


NEG –Negative response with Comments








