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 NFRC 200A — Procedure for Determining Fenestra-tion Attachment Product Solar Heat Gain Coefficient and Visible Transmittance at Normal Incidence
(Click here to access the balloted document online)
NFRC Ballot Comments/Motion Form – Summer 2010

Technical Committee, Attachments Subcommittee

	Company Name, Rep Initials

	American Architectural Manufacturers Association (AAMA), K. B.

	AC/NEG

	NEG (Part 1 of 2)

	Section and/ or Page #

	Section 2.2.1

	Comment/Alternate Language

	2.2.1 Identifies material openness through digital imaging.  There is not a defined procedure for digital imaging.  Why were the material air permeability, basis weight and thickness removed?  There needs to be rationale provided to remove these requirements.  It shouldn't be done to simply reduce the cost of testing.  See comments provided in 100A ballot in addition.  Testing should only be permitted to ASTM Standards and not to EN or ISO standards.  They are not comparable tests.


	

	Motion 1st
	Motion 2nd
	Result
	Vote

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	Motion Language………….

	

	


	Company Name, Rep Initials

	American Architectural Manufacturers Association (AAMA), K. B.

	AC/NEG

	NEG (Part 2 of 2)

	Section and/ or Page #

	Purpose

	Comment/Alternate Language

	Purpose 1.0 needs to indicate "whole" fenestration product.  Note 1 indicates total fenestration product.  This needs to be clarified to include the whole fenestration product with attachment."

	

	Motion 1st
	Motion 2nd
	Result
	Vote

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	Motion Language………….

	

	


	Company Name, Rep Initials

	AMSCO, J. J.

	AC/NEG

	NEG (Part 1 of 2)

	Section and/ or Page #

	N/A; General Comment

	Comment/Alternate Language

	Need to reference a standard for digital imaging.

	

	Motion 1st
	Motion 2nd
	Result
	Vote

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	Motion Language………….

	

	


	Company Name, Rep Initials

	AMSCO, J. J.

	AC/NEG

	NEG (Part 2 of 2)

	Section and/ or Page #

	Section 4.2.1 E and 4.2.2 E

	Comment/Alternate Language

	4.2.1 E and 4.2.2 E should remain fully open and fully closed.

	

	Motion 1st
	Motion 2nd
	Result
	Vote

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	Motion Language………….

	

	


	Company Name, Rep Initials

	Birch Point Consulting LLC, T.C.

	AC/NEG

	NEG

	Section and/ or Page #

	Sections 4.2.1. B, C;  4.2.2. B, C, F

	Comment/Alternate Language

	Dimensions in 4.2.1.B & C and 4.2.2.B & C & F  are too specific and may not match the attachment product design.  Include some sort of generic 'out' like "or as specified in the manufacturers installation instructions."

	

	Motion 1st
	Motion 2nd
	Result
	Vote

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	Motion Language………….

	

	


	Company Name, Rep Initials

	Insulating Glass Manufacturers Alliance, M. W.

	AC/NEG

	NEG (Part 1 of 9)

	Section and/ or Page #

	Section 2.2.1.3

	Comment/Alternate Language

	2.2.1, Cellular Type Interior Attachment, 2.2.1.3 – Edge Seals – This term refers to the edge seal of an insulating glass unit. Term should be modified to indicate it is specific to attachments and distinguish it from IGU edge seal. Attachment Edge Seal?

	

	Motion 1st
	Motion 2nd
	Result
	Vote

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	Motion Language………….

	

	


	Company Name, Rep Initials

	Insulating Glass Manufacturers Alliance, M. W.

	AC/NEG

	NEG (Part 2 of 9)

	Section and/ or Page #

	Sections 2.2.1.4 – 2.2.1.6

	Comment/Alternate Language

	Why were 2.2.1.4, 2.2.1.5 and 2.2.1.6 deleted? Were they deleted because they do not offer any meaningful data and/or information? If the reason for deletion is to reduce the cost of testing, this is not a valid reason for deletion.

	

	Motion 1st
	Motion 2nd
	Result
	Vote

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	Motion Language………….

	

	


	Company Name, Rep Initials

	Insulating Glass Manufacturers Alliance, M. W.

	AC/NEG

	NEG (Part 3 of 9)

	Section and/ or Page #

	Sections 2.2.1.7 – 2.2.1.9

	Comment/Alternate Language

	2.2.1.7, 2.2.1.8, 2.2.1.9 (strike out in document, revised numbering not provided) – ASTM test methods are different than the EN or ISO test. Test methods should only be to the ASTM standard. Allowing testing to the EN or ISO standard sets a precedent of acceptance. The North American standards to determine thermal performance of a fenestration product and the EN and ISO standards do not render the same results.

	

	Motion 1st
	Motion 2nd
	Result
	Vote

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	Motion Language………….

	

	


	Company Name, Rep Initials

	Insulating Glass Manufacturers Alliance, M. W.

	AC/NEG

	NEG (Part 4 of 9)

	Section and/ or Page #

	Sections 2.2.2 – 2.2.9

	Comment/Alternate Language

	Same comments as above regarding EN and ISO standards.

	

	Motion 1st
	Motion 2nd
	Result
	Vote

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	Motion Language………….

	

	


	Company Name, Rep Initials

	Insulating Glass Manufacturers Alliance, M. W.

	AC/NEG

	NEG (Part 5 of 9)

	Section and/ or Page #

	Section 2.2.9

	Comment/Alternate Language

	Bullet “Material openness as determined by digital imaging” – Clarify both material openness and define digital imaging and how this process determines “material openness”

	

	Motion 1st
	Motion 2nd
	Result
	Vote

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	Motion Language………….

	

	


	Company Name, Rep Initials

	Insulating Glass Manufacturers Alliance, M. W.

	AC/NEG

	NEG (Part 6 of 9)

	Section and/ or Page #

	Section 4.1.1.

	Comment/Alternate Language

	Same comments as above regarding EN and ISO standards. If there is no comparative NA standard to ISO 15099, then one should be developed.

	

	Motion 1st
	Motion 2nd
	Result
	Vote

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	Motion Language………….

	

	


	Company Name, Rep Initials

	Insulating Glass Manufacturers Alliance, M. W.

	AC/NEG

	NEG (Part 7 of 9)

	Section and/ or Page #

	Section 4.2.1. E, 4.2.2. E

	Comment/Alternate Language

	“…manufacturers recommended position of maximum thermal performance.” – this is a departure from the standard NFRC procedure for other attachments which are simulated and tested in the fully open and fully closed position. This standardized procedure ensures that all attachment products are treated equitably. The procedure for simulation and testing must be prescriptive and objective, not subjective. This will ensure fair, comparative ratings.

	

	Motion 1st
	Motion 2nd
	Result
	Vote

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	Motion Language………….

	

	


	Company Name, Rep Initials

	Insulating Glass Manufacturers Alliance, M. W.

	AC/NEG

	NEG (Part 8 of 9)

	Section and/ or Page #

	References

	Comment/Alternate Language

	References (6) Remove reference to ISO 15099

	

	Motion 1st
	Motion 2nd
	Result
	Vote

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	Motion Language………….

	

	


	Company Name, Rep Initials

	Insulating Glass Manufacturers Alliance, M. W.

	AC/NEG

	NEG (Part 9 of 9)

	Section and/ or Page #

	References

	Comment/Alternate Language

	References (7) CIE 15:2004, 3rd Edition: Technical Report – are the procedures described in the CIE Standards on Colorimetry the same as for NA?

	

	Motion 1st
	Motion 2nd
	Result
	Vote

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	Motion Language………….

	

	


	Company Name, Rep Initials

	JELD-WEN, Inc., S. S.

	AC/NEG

	NEG (Part 1 of 2)

	Section and/ or Page #

	Purpose

	Comment/Alternate Language

	The Purpose should state attachment products that are co-planer to the whole fenestration products,...

Note 1: ...direct solar radiation through total fenestration products... Is this to say through whole product with the attachment?

	

	Motion 1st
	Motion 2nd
	Result
	Vote

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	Motion Language………….

	

	


	Company Name, Rep Initials

	JELD-WEN, Inc., S. S.

	AC/NEG

	NEG (Part 2 of 2)

	Section and/ or Page #

	N/A; General Comment

	Comment/Alternate Language

	Is there a referenced test procedure for the "Material openness as determined by digital imaging"? Again, comments are general in nature.

	

	Motion 1st
	Motion 2nd
	Result
	Vote

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	Motion Language………….

	


	Company Name, Rep Initials

	Pella Corporation, J. H.

	AC/NEG

	NEG (Part 1 of 2)

	Section and/ or Page #

	N/A; General Comment

	Comment/Alternate Language

	Same objection as was raised with the 100A ballot regarding rating products in "the manufacturer's recommended position of maximum thermal performance". The concept of rating attachment products in their fully opened and fully closed positions should be reinstated.

	

	Motion 1st
	Motion 2nd
	Result
	Vote

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	Motion Language………….

	

	


	Company Name, Rep Initials

	Pella Corporation, J. H.

	AC/NEG

	NEG (Part 2 of 2)

	Section and/ or Page #

	Section 4.7

	Comment/Alternate Language

	(…Also,)
It seems that Section 4.7 (Validation) is not necessary in 200A. Validation of the computer model is being addressed in 100A so it can be removed from 200A.

	

	Motion 1st
	Motion 2nd
	Result
	Vote

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	Motion Language………….

	

	


	Company Name, Rep Initials

	Sunergy Consulting, W. C. D.

	AC/NEG

	NEG

	Section and/ or Page #

	Section 4.7

	Comment/Alternate Language

	Good Job!

Section 4.7 should include the same "Table 4.1 Equivalence" as in NFRC 100A, Section 4.2.4.

	

	Motion 1st
	Motion 2nd
	Result
	Vote

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	Motion Language………….

	

	


	Company Name, Rep Initials

	The Torrington Lumber Company, Inc., G. F.

	AC/NEG

	NEG

	Section and/ or Page #

	N/A

	Comment/Alternate Language

	<no comment or alternative language provided>

	

	Motion 1st
	Motion 2nd
	Result
	Vote

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	Motion Language………….

	

	


	Company Name, Rep Initials

	WESTLab, J. B.

	AC/NEG

	NEG (Part 1 of 2)

	Section and/ or Page #

	Sections 2.2.1

	Comment/Alternate Language

	There have been many changes made to the document that are not consistent with NFRC's procedures.  Two examples are:  2.2.1 Material openness as determined by digital imaging. (this needs to be a reference test procedure), and…

	

	Motion 1st
	Motion 2nd
	Result
	Vote

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	Motion Language………….

	

	


	Company Name, Rep Initials

	WESTLab, J. B.

	AC/NEG

	NEG (Part 2 of 2)

	Section and/ or Page #

	Sections 4.7, and General Comment

	Comment/Alternate Language

	[There have been many changes made to the document that are not consistent with NFRC's procedures.  Two examples are: …  and…]


Validation testing

This document is not ready to be approved and needs to be sent back to the subcommittee for further review and to complete the document.

	

	Motion 1st
	Motion 2nd
	Result
	Vote

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	Motion Language………….

	

	


	Company Name, Rep Initials

	Glen Raven, J. G.

	AC/NEG

	APC

	Section and/ or Page #

	Section 2.2

	Comment/Alternate Language

	Several times in Section 2.2 there is the phrase "Material Openness as determined by Digital Imaging" - which does not cite standards like some other lines. ASHRAE 74 doesn’t use digital imaging. So please either add standards or truncate the sentence to just "Material Openness."

	

	Motion 1st
	Motion 2nd
	Result
	Vote

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	Motion Language………….

	

	


	Company Name, Rep Initials

	Hunter Douglas, M. C.

	AC/NEG

	APC

	Section and/ or Page #

	N/A; General Comment

	Comment/Alternate Language

	The Attachment Task Group recommends adoption of this standard.

	

	Motion 1st
	Motion 2nd
	Result
	Vote

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	Motion Language………….

	

	


	Company Name, Rep Initials

	Newell Window Furnishings, T. W.

	AC/NEG

	APC

	Section and/ or Page #

	N/A; General Comment

	Comment/Alternate Language

	Procedure benchmarks fenestration and addresses all of the concerns raised in the last meeting. Also consistent with Board direction.

	

	Motion 1st
	Motion 2nd
	Result
	Vote

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	Motion Language………….

	

	


	Company Name, Rep Initials

	ODL, Inc., D. D.

	AC/NEG

	APC

	Section and/ or Page #

	Purpose

	Comment/Alternate Language

	"Purpose" Any future attachment product not used as this method defines will be considered for addition to NFRC 100 section 5.7

	

	Motion 1st
	Motion 2nd
	Result
	Vote

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	Motion Language………….

	

	


	Company Name, Rep Initials

	Sun Pine Consulting, R. M.

	AC/NEG

	APC

	Section and/ or Page #

	Definitions

	Comment/Alternate Language

	Editorial comment: The term "co-planar" is not really correct as used herein. The attachment products are more "parallel" to the glazing layers. However, "co-planar" is a useful shorthand, so I recommend that the shorthand term be defined and the definition should include that it is the multiple elements of the attachment that are arranged in a planar pattern which is parallel to the glazing layers, even though the elements or components (such as vertical or horizontal slats) may be angled relative to the glazing layers. Also, I'm not sure what "material openness as deter-mined by digital imaging" is. What is the digital imaging method that is used to measure openness? I fear that for woven fabric without clearly defined holes between frayed yarns, this value will be somewhat ambiguous. For such products, the openness factor is often determined by a flux transmittance measurement.

	

	Motion 1st
	Motion 2nd
	Result
	Vote

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	Motion Language………….

	

	


	Company Name, Rep Initials

	Window Covering Manufacturers Association (WCMA), T. M.

	AC/NEG

	APC

	Section and/ or Page #

	N/A; General Comment

	Comment/Alternate Language

	The Attachment Group recommends adoption of this standard

	

	Motion 1st
	Motion 2nd
	Result
	Vote

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	Motion Language………….
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