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Draft Public Comment CE223-13

This draft public comment has been developed by the DOE Building Energy Codes Program (BECP) as a possible submittal related to a proposal to the Commercial provisions of the 2012 International Energy Conservation Code (IECC).   Interested parties are asked to submit any and all comments on DOE's draft public comments. For instructions on submitting comments, visit:
http://www.energycodes.gov/development/commercial/2015IECC
CE223-13 Approved as Submitted
Public Comment:
Name:  Jeremiah Williams, U.S. Department of Energy (jeremiah.williams@ee.doe.gov) 

Desired Action: Approval as Modified (AM)

Modify the proposal as follows:

C403.2.7.1.1 Low-pressure duct systems.  All longitudinal and  transverse joints, seams and connections of supply and return ducts operating at a static pressure less than or equal to 2 inches water gauge shall be securely fastened and sealed with welds, gaskets, mastics (adhesives), mastic-plus-embedded-fabric systems or tapes installed in accordance with the manufacturer’s installation instructions.  Pressure classifications specific to the duct system shall be clearly indicated on the construction documents in accordance with the International Mechanical Code. 

Exception: Locking-type longitudinal joints and seams of other than the snap-lock and button-lock types.

Commenter’s Reason:  At the code development hearing there was no opposition to CE223-13. Related changes to CE223-13 are CE222-13 and CE224-13.  CE224-13 was recommended for disapproval based on testimony by the proponent that action on prior code change proposals (CE222 and CE223) eliminated the need for CE224-13.  CE222-13 was recommended for approval and per that code change proposal the exception would read as follows:  
“For ducts having a static pressure classification of less than 2 inches of water column (500 Pa), additional closure systems shall not be required for continuously welded joints and seams and locking-type joints and seams of other than the snap-lock and button-lock types.” 
DOE is submitting this public comment in an attempt to reconcile CE222-13 and CE223-13, both of which were approved as submitted.  As currently written CE222 would essentially ‘wipe out’ CE223-13.  CE222-13 has some errors that the language proposed in this public comment addresses.

· There is no need to indicate in the exception a threshold of 2 inches static pressure because that threshold is covered in the parent section to which the exception applies. This is a flaw with the current code that CE223-13 addresses but is not addressed in CE222-13.

· The parent section shows sealing with welds to be an acceptable method of closure and as such there is then no need to exempt welded joints and seams from that requirement.  This is a flaw with the current code that CE223-13 addresses but is not addressed in CE222-13.

· In addressing the above two issues with the current code text CE223-13 results in simplifying the code with respect to what ends up being exempted – locking type longitudinal joints and seams.  CE222-13, after addressing the above two issues that CE222-13 carries over from the current code, essentially exempts locking type joints and seams of other than snap-lock and button-lock types.  

· The public comment modifies CE223-13 to embody the simplicity and clarification of the current code intended in CE223-13 along with the new technical focus that exempts all locking type longitudinal joints and seams EXCEPT those of the snap lock and button lock types.

The code change proposal as modified by this public comment will ensure the desired consistency with the IMC and applicability of the code to certain joints and seams that is embodied in CE222-13 and in addition capture the simplicity and clarity embodied in CE223-13; both of which were recommended for approval as submitted but, as noted above, would be challenging to reconcile if both were approved as submitted at the final action hearing.  This public comment allows the voting members of ICC to review and vote on how these two approved changes would be reconciled and appear in the 2015 IECC.
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