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NFRC Ballot Comments - Spring 2010
Technical Committee, Attachments Subcommittee, Interior / Exterior Attachments Task Group

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

	American Architectural Manufacturers Association;
KB
	NEG
	General
	Baseline products have not been established.  No validation testing is shown as being required.



	AMSCO Windows;

JJ
	NEG
	General
	Until the reference products are approved I can not support the ballot. I don't believe the reference product proposed is appropriate. 



	Andersen Corp.;
SJ
	NEG
	General
	Attachment products should be rated as standalone products- not over a reference window.  This will allow fair and uniform comparisons between attachment products; and will limit comparisons with window ratings. For a consumer, the performance information of an attachment product over a reference window will only have value when the reference window matches his specific window.  If he is unable to identify/determine what reference window type his product is closest to, the information provided will be confusing, inaccurate and/or misleading.



	Hurricane Test Laboratory;
LT
	NEG
	Unknown
	No comments provided`

	Jeld-Wen, Inc.;
SS
	NEG
	General
	No reference to validation, base cases that are incomplete,

	Pella Corporation;

JH
	NEG
	General
	See comments for NFRC 100A ballot.



	WESTLab;

JB
	NEG
	General
	This document has not met all the requirements of the Shared Vision and is not ready for approval.



	Hunter Douglas;
MC
	APC
	Section 4.5
	Staff is asked to correct a typo in a note in section 4.5  where NFRC is misspelled as NFC

	RavenBrick;
CW


	APC
	General
	We earnestly request that “dynamic glazing attachments” be added to the list of available categories, to account for dynamic glazing products that are not complete IGU’s, but external or internal attachments to otherwise-standard IGUs.  The only alternative now would be to define these products as “sheer type” shading attachments.

	Roetzel & Andress;
TZ
	APC
	General
	I approve of the proposed changes.  My comment stems as Chair of the Storm Window Task Group.  As the Membership knows, the Storm Window Task Group submitted numerous proposed methods for rating exterior storm windows;  each time the Membership voted to send the methodology back to task group to consider an alternate rating procedure.  The process became circular and the task group found itself chasing its tail.  Accordingly, the task group is participating in this task group and subcommittee development of reference windows that are acceptable to the Membership.  When that is accomplished, the storm window task group reserves the right to move procedures applicable to storm windows forward separately in the event that the  work of this task group and subcommittee cannot promptly move procedures applicable to the several product lines included in this ballot forward to a finish.
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