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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

	Alliance to Save Energy;

NP
	NEG
	General
	I agree with the document overall, but question the need to differentiate between three different kinds of low-E reference glazings. Could be simplified by using just two low-E types that represent the low-solar-gain and high-solar-gain ends of the range. I also suggest matching the windows table more closely with the skylights table and include clear-glass non-metal frame reference windows. See my attached comments.



	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.

	Birch Point Consulting;

TC
	NEG
	General
	I know this has been discussed at length, but I do not fully agree with the 6 reference windows that have been selected.  Even with the arguments about what is "worst case", the products need to be at least representative of the application.  For example, these sizes are not appropriate for commercial attachment products.  Also, metal framed single glazed residential windows are rare except in the south, even in older homes. 

 It does no harm to include more product types here in the technical document, and narrow the ones used on the rating label applicable for each product type.  As such, at an absolute minimum, nonmetal options for single glazing and double clear should be added.  Commercial sizes and tints should also be considered.

	Jeld-Wen, Inc.;
SS
	NEG
	General
	No validation procedure, no resolution for base case windows - not real world requirements



	Pella Corporation;

JH
	NEG
	General
	Good progress continues to be made, but the language is still not yet ready for final approval. There still are a number of instances of incomplete sentences, vague references, etc. It appears that a concept was captured by the writers, but then not fully expanded into standards-type language. Pretty much all of Section 2.0 is a good example.

Also, one major issue that does not yet seem to be addressed is validation testing. The direction from the BOD indicates validation testing is to be included, but the draft makes no mention of this.

I very much encourage the Attachments Community to continue their efforts. We're getting there ...

	WESTLab;

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



	Associated Laboratories, Inc.;

BS
	APC
	Various
	Section 2.1 correct "fFenestration", 2.1 change "listeddefined" to "defined", 2.1 renumber "C", Section 3.0 standardize use of hyphen or remove, Section 4.1.1 remove "C", correct numbering of 4.1.1.10, change D, E, F and F to numbers in sequence, Table 5.2.1 correct SHGC and VT values, 

	Hunter Douglas;
MC
	APC
	Table 5.2.1
	Staff is asked to correct an error in decimal place for U-Factor of low-lowe reference window in table 5.2.1



	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.

	Sunergy Consulting;

Wd
	APC
	Various
	1.) List Low-e Glazing by order of SHGC in Reference Window Table.
2.) Complete Skylight drawings, and convert to metric units.
3.) Add Bill of Materials and list of Glazing to Skylights.
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