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	Cardinal
	NEG
	Several items
	There is a document on the NFRC website titled NFRC304-2009 with a revision descriptor of NFRC304-2007 [E0A0].  Which year is correct?  The ballot document is listed as NFRC 304-2007 [E0A0] through page IV and then changes to NFRC304-2009 [E0A0] at page 1.

If the web document is really NFRC 304-2009 [E0A0] shouldn’t we be balloting this as NFRC 304-2009[E1A0]?  

Pardon my ignorance but does the proper format of the date code in the footer use brackets [] or parentheses () ?

Delete Appendix A and all references to it in the document.  If I’m reading things correctly all entries in the appendix have been deleted.  The IGDB is a product of the 302 procedure and as such doesn’t need to be added as an “approved list”.  An example of language that needs updating to match the new procedures is in the introduction section:
D. Only the layers of the Type “Applied Films” in Optics5 that have a “#” on them and are also on the “Approved Applied Films List” (see Appendix A) can be used.

This should read something like:
D. Only the layers of the Type “Applied Films” in Optics5 that have a “#” on them can be used.

I’ll leave it to staff to correct the rest of the language, but would suggest the R&T committee review the final document before posting.
	


Legend:


AC – Approve with Comment


NEG –Negative response with Comments








