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NFRC 100-Generic CMA Frame Values
NFRC Ballot Comments through February 18, 2008
Technical Committee – CMA Technical Subcommittee
	Company Name, Rep Initials
	AC/NEG
	Section and/or Page #
	Comment/Alternate Language
	Resolution

	ATI
	NEG
	General Comment
	I do not approve this language.  It is not appropriate to include generic values in our documents.  NFRC is dedicated to providing rating methodologies.  Generic or default table are the purview of Energy Codes, not NFRC.  The rationale behind the obtained values is also flawed, as the worst performing products in the marketplace would never be in the NFRC database for analysis, which was the basis of this research.  The actual U-factors of products are so geometry specific that it is extremely difficult to assign a U-factor to just the frame portion of the product.  It would be much more feasible to assign a value to the overall product than to just the frame.
	

	 WESTLab
	 NEG
	 General Comment
	I cannot approve this concept.  The data has be derived from a poorly done research project that did not even include a literature review an compare the work to the existing ASHRAE data.  
	 

	VELUX
	AC
	General Comment
	Where did the skylight and sloped glazing values come from?  Why are they so much higher than all other product types?
	

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	
	
	
	
	

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 


Legend:


AC – Approve with Comment


NEG –Negative response with Comments








