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NFRC Ballot Comments through July 11, 2008
Technical Committee – Attachment Subcommittee
	Company Name, Rep Initials
	AC/NEG
	Section and/or Page #
	Comment/Alternate Language
	Resolution

	Cardinal, JL
	AB
	General Comment
	Will my membership fees have to go up again to help cover administrative costs for this rating procedure?
	

	 Pella, JH
	NEG
	General Comment
	Pella votes to Not Approve this procedure for the same reasons expressed on the previous ballot. The “NFRC Board Guidelines on New Product Ratings” state:

In general, it is recommended that the Board only approve new product ratings in the cases where:

· There is a clear consistency with the NFRC Mission and Scope.

· Significant public impact and/or need has been demonstrated.

· The rating would apply to a general class of products and not a single, specific product.

· Etc.

We contend that this proposed procedure is not consistent with the third bullet item in the above list. This DASD product is effectively a room-side shading device. Approving this procedure would be analogous to approving a procedure solely for rating a single type of window or door product.

Pella recommends that the proponents of this procedure coordinate with those interested in rating other types of room-side shades and develop a single procedure for all such attachment products, independent of the type of whole fenestration product the shade is intended to be mounted on.
	 

	Sunergy, WdP
	NEG
	General Comment
	 Although I am not going to be adamant about it, I recommend that you either replace (two reference doors on label), or add another (three or four reference doors on label) Fiberglass Reference Doors to include double-glazed Low-e glazing Reference Doors.  This would give a larger range of “base case” energy performance characteristics to help the consumer make a better educated decision. 
To help us evaluate this proposal at the meeting, it would be helpful to show the overall U-Factors, SHGC and VT of the all the Reference Doors being considered.  When calculating the characteristics of the Low-e glazing Reference Door, please show separate results for both high and low solar gain Low-e.
	 

	Sunergy, WdP
	NEG
	General Comment
	I modified the text below to reflect the replacement of the existing Fiberglass Reference Door, but hope the membership would be willing to add additional Reference Doors to the label.
Table 5-7
Reference Swinging Doors
3068; Steel skin; wood edge; EPS core door ½” IG Full Lite
See Figure 5-11
3068; Fiberglass skin; wood edge; urethane core door ½” IG Full Lite Low-e Glazing
See Figure 5-12
Reference Swinging Door Glazing Detail

The glazing system for the Steel Skin Reference Door shall consist of two panes of 3 mm (1/8 in.) clear glass with a ¼” air gap separated by an aluminum spacer system. For simulation purposes, the 3 mm (1/8 in.) clear glass shall be the generic 3mm clear glass (ID#102) from the approved NFRC spectral data files with the International Glazing Database (IGDB). 
The glazing system for the Fiberglass Skin Reference Door shall consist of two panes of 6 mm (1/4 in.) clear glass with a ¼” air gap separated by an aluminum spacer system. For simulation purposes, the glazing shall be assembled from generic 6mm clear glass (ID#103), and NoName Low-e glass (ID#???) from the approved NFRC spectral data files with the International Glazing Database (IGDB).
	

	AIMCAL, LW
	NEG
	General Comment
	I do not approve using a new and completely different reference window frame than is used for other attachments. If we are going with a whole window rating, why do we need a “ranking” system?
	

	 WinBuild, Inc., BS
	AC
	General Comment
	Modified definition of Dynamic attachment needs to be provided

Definition for fully  open and fully closed to be provided
Why current simulation procedure for doors not applicable for these products?

Are this test only products? 

Is the default case the worst case for single glazed product.  Need to see supporting documents.
	 

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 


Legend:


AC – Approve with Comment


NEG –Negative response with Comments








