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Garden House Window Validation Research RFP
NFRC Ballot Comments through July 11, 2008
Research and Technology Committee-Research Subcommittee
	Company Name, Rep Initials
	AC/NEG
	Section and/or Page #
	Comment/Alternate Language
	Resolution

	Pella
	AC
	
	Pella supports this proposed research but questions the estimated cost of $70-90k. Considering the small volume of these products in the market-place, we recommend that NFRC agree to fund this project to a maximum of $20k. Any additional funds will need to be obtained from other sources.

Also, this document could use some significant grammatical editing. I know that AZS Consulting has individuals on staff who are very qualified to do so and I would encourage them to do so before issuing the final RFP.
	

	Westlab
	AC
	
	I will vote against any proposal that does not include outside funding (real dollars not product donations).
	

	 AAMA
	NEG
	 
	 While the RFP has merit, it is not clear from this proposal, and I am not familiar with NFRC procedures to the extent that I understand if this RFP will be offered to bid by more than a single firm.  If other firms have the opportunity to submit a proposal, then I approve this ballot.
	 

	ALI
	NEG
	
	Insufficient interest from existing licensees to justify time and expense for work to simulate a partial percentage of certified products. There are over 610 manufacturers currently licensed – only three have NFRC Certified greenhouse windows. 
	

	Anderson
	NEG
	
	Garden Windows (90 degree box bay)  are a small subset  of a broader category of projecting windows, which includes 30 and 45  degree angle bay and bow windows, which are more prevalent.  Suggest broadening scope to include these more prevalent projecting window types and other framing materials


	

	Birchpoint
	NEG
	
	I reluctantly do not approve this RFP.  I do agree that this would be valuable research – but only for a small subset of products, and my concern is the financial priority as compared to other current needs in NFRC.  

I was part of the PMTG for the previous research project for highly projecting products, where on their own initiative, Carli proposed a valuable and novel approach for a 2D simulation method for garden windows.  It seems the only concern is that it was only tested for 1 product, so we are not sure if it is universally applicable.  I suggest this RFP be rewritten with 2 distinct phases.  The first phase would be a short stage simply to check whether this 2D method validates for a few more products.  This would require less time and funding, which would preferably be provided entirely by the garden window manufacturers.  If the method proves out, the project would be ended, and the appropriate language would be written up for the technical documents.  The 2nd phase with more in-depth research would only occur if the method in the 1st phase does not prove out, and I would still include a major go/no-go decision point on whether to proceed with the 2nd phase based on available resources.
	

	 Cardinal
	NEG
	 
	 In terms of total envelope heat transfer, garden windows seem like a really small segment.  Is this a priority need for NFRC? 

Would this research apply to other projected windows (bay/bow)?

Can we generate enough rating revenue to cover the expenditure?

What about other industry players that would benefit – are there cofunding opportunities available so NFRC doesn’t have to absorb the entire financial drain?


	 

	 Sunergy
	NEG
	 
	 Major comments and editorial revisions have been incorporated into the document.  For starters, removing the lines between paragraphs made the document more difficult to read, and does not improve your chances of approval.

After spending a ½ day incorporating comments and revisions, I had to call it quits.  Basically, this RFP is not ready for distribution, and needs more work.  

After recent bad experiences with previous RFP’s, NFRC needs to clearly define the expectations and anticipated methodologies in the RFP before it is sent out for bid. 
	 

	Torrington
	NEG
	
	These types of windows are used so infrequently I do not see the need to rate them.  
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AC – Approve with Comment
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