[image: image1.jpg]NFRC

MEMBER




NFRC 100-



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

	Andersen Corp. SJ
	NEG
	General Comment
	I’m still not convinced we should be using generic frame values at all as an alternative to simulation and testing.  If they remain, we need to ensure that they remain conservative over time; so that future modifications to this table are scrutinized. 
	 

	Cardinal, JL
	NEG
	General 
	I get so confused with unit conversions.  We show metric values to 0.01 W/m²·C  - doesn’t this infer a precision of 0.002 Btu/hr·ft²·F?  Is this realistic for default values?
	 

	Cardinal, JL
	NEG
	General 
	Compared to Table 1 in the Chapter 31 of the ASHRAE HOF, the operable window defaults for aluminum frame are about 15% lower while vinyl frames are nearly 35% higher.   At this point the ASHRAE handbook is the only reference available for defaults.  Why are the values in opposite direction?
	 

	Quality Testing, MM
	NEG
	General
	The formula  U = (Uf * Af + Uc * Ag) / Atotal    does not conform to the requirements of NFRC 100.  The formula needs to  include  the edge of glass Ue and Ae
	 

	Velux America Inc, RL
	NEG
	General
	Values tabulated for skylights and sloped glazing seem unreasonably high.  I would like to know how the values were determined.
	 

	WESTLab
	NEG
	General
	I can not support this concept for a component of the product that can vary so widely.  Generic spacers make sense, generic frames do not make any sense.  This will weaken NFRC’s program and should not be approved.
	

	WinBuild, BS
	NEG
	Table 5.6.5
	Refer to ballot

Recommended values - Please see table 5.6.5.  Supporting document is ASHRAE 2005 table 1. The values should be conservative.
	 

	CARLI, CC
	AC
	General
	I think that the default values are not punitive enough.  Concerns were already expressed during the last ballot that 10% increase in U-factor over the worst documented U-factors from the CPD are better than what some manufacturers have in real products.  Increasing this percentage to 20% may not provide safe margin.  I would like to see default values to be 50% worse than the worst product in NFRC CPD.
	 

	Pella, JH
	AC
	5.6.4.3
	The language of 5.6.4.3 is not the same in this ballot as it is in the “100 – CMA Frame Grouping Rules” ballot. The language in the other ballot seems more concise. We recommend using that language. See below.
5.6.4.3 
Simplifications to a Product Line – Frame Components 

This section presents additional product line simplification rules specific to frame components.
	 

	Peter Lyons & Assoc., PL
	AC
	General Comments
	1. Will these frame U-factors replace the current generic default frames (ID #1-5) in WINDOW 5?
2. If so, what PFDs will be assigned to these frames?
	 

	
	
	
	
	 

	
	
	
	
	 

	
	
	
	
	 


Legend:


AC – Approve with Comment


NEG –Negative response with Comments








