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NFRC 101-2009
NFRC Ballot Comments

Research and Technology Committee –Thermophysical Properties SC 

	Company Name, Rep Initials
	AC/NEG
	Section and/or Page #
	Comment/Alternate Language
	Resolution

	 ATI
	NG
	 general
	1) As published, the document does not include section numbers and is therefore incomplete as well as very difficult to evaluate.

2) Sections 4 and 5 have the same title, which is confusing.   Section 5 should be tilted "Thermophysical Properties Test Methods".

3) Section 5 indicates that conductivity, emissivity, and absorptivity are mandatory tests.  In the past, emissivity and absorptance were allowed to be assigned the generic values.  Appropriate wording to allow this should be added.

4)  The inclusion of E1461 needs to be clarified.  Table 1 is missing information.  Notes on specimen thickness for E1461 (below the table 1) indicate 0.1 to 3mm when the standard indicates 1 - 6mm.  Since conductivity is not a direct measurement, the methodology in Annex X4 of the E1461 standard for specific heat capacity must be made mandatory.
	 


 Formatting is not consistent- Chapter numbers or section numbers needs to be restored in the document.

	Table-1 (page-4) has some typo error on the last row which needs to be fixed.
	 


 The entries of "peter" in Table 1 are obviously an oversight, but this document cannot be approved until the correct values are entered in the table.

The reference to "Laboratory Accreditation" on page 5 is not appropriate and should be removed entirely.

The formatting of this document is not consistent with other NFRC documents. In particular, the sections & paragraphs are not numbered. This should be corrected before final publication.

	See attached for a few other minor edits.
Other edits:  remove LAP references in document; minor editorial comments on page 3.
	 


pp.3 "...the testing laboratory shall retain the three original samples that may be sent to NFRC for verification according to NFRC 103."  Not certain all third party test labs will be in willing to retain NFRC samples for a minimum of two years.  If these are only needed for challenges, why couldn't new samples be submitted?

	pp.4 Table 1:  This table is circular in that one needs to know beforehand what the sample conductivity is; yet that may not be known for proprietary materials.  This document (or perhaps a users guide, or perhaps the peer review group) needs to provide better guidance on: 1) How to determine which test standard is appropriate for proprietary materials (for example which ones work well for certain materials like plastics? or metals? or composites? or which ones have restrictions on sample size?); and 2) how to find a lab that is qualified to perform the test.  It also presumes that different labs performing the same test will be in agreement; and that the same material tested by different test methods will be in agreement.
	

	 Birchpoint Consulting
	NG
	 Table 1, page 4
	Table 1 information for ASTM E1461 is incomplete
	 

	 Associated Labs
	AC
	 Appendix A
	 Correct the font differences within Table A.1
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