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Garage/Rolling Door U-Factor Task Group 
May 10, 2004 Minutes

Garage/Rolling Door U-Factor Task Group Conference Call

Chair: Joe Hetzel- DASMA
Attendees:

1. Joe Hetzel, DASMA, Chair

2. Mike Thoman, ATI-PA
3. John Hogan, City of Seattle

4. Gilbert Riopel, Air-Ins, Inc.
5. Willie DuPont, Sunergy Corp.

6. Sam Yuan, ETC Labs

7. Larry Livermore, AAMA

8. Ray McGowan, NFRC Staff

1. Joe Hetzel of DASMA recorded the minutes

2. U-factor testing:

a. Technical differences between NFRC 102 and ANSI/DASMA 105

i. Willie DuPont is preparing an executive summary oriented document on the technical differences between NFRC 102-2002 and ANSI/DASMA 105-1998.  Related ASTM documents may be referenced in the summary.  
ii. Gilbert, Sam and Mike volunteered to provide technical oversight regarding the draft.  Joe and Larry volunteered to provide review from a non-technical perspective.  Willie stated he would try to have the document ready for those reviews by May 24.  
iii. After those review take place, the document would be distributed to all task group members for review and discussion.

3. Research data

a. John Hogan described the background behind an ASHRAE research project investigating, among other activities, U-factor testing and simulating of certain garage door and rolling door products.  He mentioned that the objective of the project was to generate data to be used toward updating relevant tables in the ASHRAE Handbook of Fundamentals.  John added that the plan was to have research project based data incorporated into the tables in order to have ASHRAE vote on the tables, in conjunction with the 2005 edition of the Handbook, at their late June 2004 meeting.  
b. Gilbert noted that U-factor testing and simulating of the submitted rolling door specimen was to begin by May 14, and testing and simulating of the submitted garage door specimens was to begin before May 28. 
c. Joe Hetzel stated that DASMA has data, including installation details, which could be used for comparison purposes with the ASHRAE research data.  
d. Upon obtaining garage door and rolling door data from the ASHRAE research project, Joe, John, Willie, Sam, Gilbert and Mike volunteered to analyze the research data and provide comments that Joe would collect and distribute to all task group members.

4. Development of testing provisions

a. The task group agreed that it was premature to begin developing an outline of testing provisions.  Associated subjects discussed, and expected to be addressed in the future, included which components to include in testing, what surrounding frame to use, and how doors should be sealed.  This subject was expected to be taken up at the June 2004 task group meeting.  
b. In the meantime, task group members requested that Joe work with DASMA members to create a matrix of products, along with related sizes and installation information, that the rolling door and garage door industries are interested in rating for U-factor.  Joe planned to have the matrix prepared and distributed to task group members for review and discussion at the next meeting.

5. U-factor simulation:

a. Current NFRC 100 provisions

i. Task group members acknowledged that NFRC 100 was the only known document to contain simulation provisions that could be applied to garage doors and rolling doors.  The provisions would be a consideration toward studying the practicality of simulating various garage door and rolling door products.  Joe stated that DASMA members, including both garage door and rolling door manufacturer members, support the concept of simulating U-factors for their products but want to ensure that such simulating is both practical and reliable.

6. Use of software program alternative(s)

a. Task group members versed with simulation of window and door products lent their expertise regarding applying software toward U-factor simulating of garage doors and rolling doors. For non-glazed products, THERM 5.2 had been used along with a spreadsheet outside the software program in order to obtain U-factor simulation values.  For glazed products, the use of THERM 5.2, WINDOW 5.2 and a spreadsheet had been used.  Mike stated that THERM 5.2 models a cross-sectional product area, particularly the frame and edge of a specimen.  He noted that WINDOW 5.2 includes center-of-glazing data.  
b. Task group members suggested that WINDOW 5.2 be improved to include frame, edge and center values for both non-glazed and glazed products such that an additional spreadsheet was not needed.  This suggestion was expected to be further discussed by the task group at ensuing meetings.

7. Research data

a. The discussion on research data associated with U-factor simulations had been held in conjunction with discussions on U-factor testing.

8. Practicality of simulation; simulation procedures

a. Task group members agreed that it was premature to analyze practicality of simulating thermally broken garage doors, non-thermally broken garage doors and rolling doors.  Consequently, they agreed it was also premature to develop an outline for development and/or refinement of simulation procedures.  Further discussion on these matters was expected to take place at the meeting in Salt Lake City.

9. Other business

a. John Hogan mentioned that the process being used to determine the most suitable provisions for U-factor testing and simulating of garage doors and rolling doors could be used for other products involved in the ASHRAE research project.  It appeared that a separate task group, involving many of the same members of the garage door / rolling door U-factor task group, could be convened at some time in the future.

10. Next meeting

a. The next meeting is scheduled to take place on Tuesday, June 22, 2004 at the NFRC task group/sub committee meetings in Salt Lake City.  The meeting was expected to follow roughly the same agenda.

