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

	 Cardinal, JL
	AB
	General Comment
	15,000 words – does anyone really now what this all means?
	 

	 AAMA, JL
	NEG
	5.1.1
	5.1.1
Selection for IA Review 

A.
The calculations associated with the first five (5) certificates submitted by a specific Independent ACE or a specific Manufacturer / Other ACE shall be subject to IA review.  
	 Persuasive

	 Andersen, SJ
	NEG
	General Comment
	Not convinced we should be using generic/default values at all.  This program document allows one to obtain a NFRC certified label certificate of performance values based largely on generic default values and calculations; without simulation and physical testing.  Even if those performance values are conservative or punitive enough to make energy code compliance difficult; how accurate are they for building energy analysis and HVAC sizing?

If they must remain, I suggest that the label certificate contain a disclaimer that indicates the values obtained are from default values and may or may not represent actual product performance.
	 Withdrawn

	 Birch Point Consulting, TC
	NEG
	General Comment
	I’m generally okay with where this is headed, but the overall document cannot be approved until:

· the frame grouping rules and generic frame values referred to in section 2.3 are approved for NFRC 100 and 200.

· the frame validation testing language is finalized in NFRC 100.
· the ACE requirements referred to in section 3.2 are finalized.
	 Re-balloted Ballot Issue

	 Birch Point Consulting, TC
	NEG
	4.1.3.A.i
	Also, there is an editorial error in 4.1.3.A.i.  Both Independent and Manufacturer/Other ACE’s are subject to IA review.  

i. Calculation reports from a Manufacturer / Other the ACE are subject to IA calculation review in accordance with Section 5.1. 
	Editorial

	 IGMA, MW
	NEG
	General
	Missing sections:  This document cannot be approved until all technical procedures have been developed and all program requirements including the CEAP and IG Certification have been established.
	 Re-balloted Ballot Issue

	 IGMA, MW
	NEG
	General
	Fees
This program cannot be approved until all issues are known and have been established.
	 Re-balloted Ballot Issue

	 IGMA, MW
	NEG
	1.2.2
	Role of Specifying Authority
There has been absolutely no involvement, input or feedback from this stakeholder group
	 Re-balloted Ballot Issue

	 IGMA, MW
	NEG
	1.2.1 B, J

1.28

1.3

3.2
	CEAP (Calculation Entity Approval Program)
It is not possible to approve the sections that reference the CEAP until the program has been developed, reviewed and established
	 Re-balloted Ballot Issue

	 IGMA, MW
	NEG
	1.2.2.1 C
	Insulating Glass Certification
It is not possible to approve sections that reference IG certification until the requirements have been developed and established.

On a general note regarding IG certification, these programs are not a rating system.  IG certification is granted on a pass/fail criteria.
	 Re-balloted Ballot Issue

	 IGMA, MW
	NEG
	1.2.3.2

Entire section
	Spacer Manufacturer

Language should mirror Section 1.2.3.3 Framing Manufacturer.

A. Arranging for spacer data to be submitted for approval either through

i. Contracting with an NFRC –accredited simulation laboratory to have the spacer modeled under NFRC 100 Path II or Path III.

ii. Submitting spacer data to NFRC staff and recommending a generic spacer category in accordance with NFRC 100, Path I.
	 Editorial

	 IGMA, MW
	NEG
	2.3
	 Framing System Approval

(Framing system categories with pre-calculated performance values). 

While I agree with this in principle, it is not possible to approve this without the work having been completed, reviewed and accepted.
	 Re-balloted Ballot Issue

	 IGMA, MW
	NEG
	4.1.3 A

4.1.3 Ai
	Generation and Issuance of Label Certificates

This section is not consistent with Section 5.1.  Both the independent ACE and the manufacturer ACE are subject to initial IA review.

Section 4.1.3 A ii: Calculation reports from an Independent ACE are subject to IA calculation review in accordance with Section 5.1.
	See Birchpoint #2

	 IGMA, MW
	NEG
	5.1.1 E

5.1.1 F
	Selection for IA Review

If NFRC as an organization is truly interested in industry support for the CMA program, it is time to move past old assumptions about manufacturers.  If a calculation is subject to IA review then both the independent and manufacturer ACE should be allowed to issue a label certificate but be held responsible for making any necessary corrections and notifications in accordance with the provisions of Section 5.1. or neither should issue a label certificate pending the outcome of the IA review. 

If there are discrepancies in the label certificate, manufacturers as a stakeholder group have much more to lose than any other group and NFRC certification is only one of the areas of liability for them.
	See AAMA

	WESTLab, JB
	NEG
	General Comment
	I can not approve unknown information:


- CEAP


- IG certification program


- an so on.
	Re-balloted Ballot Issue

	Associated Labs, BS
	AC
	1.3.1
	Definitions Section 1.3.1 – Change “Accredited Simulation Laboratory” to “Accredited Laboratory” as definition includes both simulation and testing;

1.3.1 – Certified Fenestration System -  remove “…or label is affixed…” because permanent and temporary labels are not a part of CMA;


	Editorial

	Associated Labs, BS
	AC
	4.1.3.B.iii
	Remove the last sentence, as it is redundant and completely out of sequence. This is first step identified in Section 1.2.2.
	Withdrawn

	Associated Labs, BS
	AC
	5.2.F.ii
	The label certificate is considered null and void after 15 days, but no official documentation is created until after 30 days per 5.2.G.
	Withdrawn

	CARLI, CC
	AC
	1.2.3.2.1
	Spacer Grouping: Spacer grouping should be taken out as it lost its meaning in CMA based rating.  Namely, spacer grouping has the purpose in the full simulation methodology, where each spacer option had to be modeled in THERM and WINDOW, unless it was grouped.  Because CMA eliminates the need to model spacer options in THERM and WINDOW, it takes the same amount of time and effort to calculate whole product performance with grouped and ungrouped spacer, so it makes no sense to continue with grouping.  Simplification to the spacer treatment comes from the newly developed spacer definition paths.
	Reference the 3 Paths section and not title the section as Spacer Grouping (staff function).

	CARLI, CC
	AC
	1.3
	Glossary and Terminology: Change frame cross-section def into: “Frame Cross-Section: 2-D cross-section of a frame member, which is part of the framing system (also known as frame) of a fenestration product.   Frame cross-section may consist of one or more individual pieces, including but not limited to fixed part of frame, sash, glazing stop, etc.  In a typical window there are several unique frame cross-sections, such as sill, head, jambs, etc.  Example below shows vented sill frame cross-section.”
	 Change (5-1)

	CARLI, CC
	AC
	General Edit
	Throughout the document: Replace “Best/Worst” with “Low/High”, as decided earlier.
	 Use “B/W” - check for consistency with Technical document.

	CARLI, CC
	AC
	Appendix D
	Frame Component Approval Diagram: Switch Path I and Path II so that Path I is generic frame and Path II is detailed frame.  This would be compatible with Spacer component where Path I is generic and Path II/III are detailed.
	 Editorial

	Jeld-Wen, SS
	AC
	General Edit
	Add fully spelled out name of the CEAP in the 3rd paragraph in the forward

Optionally, Air Leakage (AL) can also be obtained using NFRC 400.  U-factor, SHGC and VT XE "Visible Transmittance:VT"  ratings shall be obtained from an Approved Calculation Entity, which has been approved by NFRC in accordance with the requirements of the  Calculation Entity Approval Program CEAP XE "Laboratory Accreditation Program:LAP" .  The component data selected for audit shall be reviewed by an Independent Certification and Inspection Agency (IA XE "Independent Certification and Inspection Agency:IA" ) which has been licensed by NFRC.
	Editorial

	
	
	 
	 
	 

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 


Legend:


AC – Approve with Comment


NEG –Negative response with Comments








