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NFRC 200 CMA Frame Values



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, SJ
	NEG
	General Comment
	I’m still not convinced we should be using generic frame u-factors to calculate generic frame SHGC at all as an alternative to simulation and testing.
	 

	Cardinal, JL
	NEG
	General Comment
	Is 50% frame solar absorptance punitive enough as a default for dark bronze of black colored frame?
	 

	WESTLab, JB
	NEG
	General Comment
	See comments on 100 ballot.

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.
	 

	Pella, JH
	AC
	General Edits
	See below for a couple of minor edits.
As is the developed (wetted) surface area of the frame, m2 (ft2)
For the purposes of this calculation, f shall be assumed to equal 0.5, and As​ / Apf shall be assumed to equal 1.0.
	 

	Peter Lyons & Assoc., PL
	AC
	General Comment
	Pedantic quibble:  absorptance or absorptivity?
	 

	
	
	
	
	 

	
	
	
	
	 

	
	
	
	
	 


Legend:


AC – Approve with Comment


NEG –Negative response with Comments








