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	QTI, M.M.
	NEG
	
	1) Thermal break definition is a NFRC 600 issue. Please re-ballot as part of the correct document. 

2) No technical data has been provided to indicate the justification for this change in definition. Please provide technical data to support this change.
	

	ALI, B.S.
	NEG
	
	This ballot only serves to point out that 3/16" thermal breaks do not meet the current approved definition - no justification supporting this change is included, nor was there a compelling argument made for the current definition being inadequate. This change cannot be approved without substance.
	 

	 KCI, M.F.
	NEG
	 
	When modeling in Therm different film coefficients are used for TBroken and T Improved. Is there technical data to support a change? I believe this dimension was/is consistent with CEC terminology and I do not see any factual info to change.
	 

	Cardinal Glass, J.L.
	NEG
	 
	
	 

	Architectural Testing, M.T.
	NEG
	 
	The definition of thermally broken is not arbitrary.  It is based on the actual anticipated surface temperatures of products with thermal breaks as currently defined.  This definition is used as the basis for the modeling boundary conditions which are used.  This change to the definition will actually affect the results of the product modeling.  Until the impact of this change on ratings is analyzed thoroughly, it is unwise to make this change.
	 

	AAMA. J.L.
	APC
	 
	replace "ethane" with "polyurethane"
	 

	Pella, J.H.
	APC
	 
	Pella recommends a slight tweak for proper format and precision: "... minimum of 4.75 mm (0.187 in.) separation ...".

Also, once the definition is finalized, it needs to be removed from NFRC 100 and placed in NFRC 600.
	 


