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Proposed Code Change - Lanquage

Please provide your proposed code change in strikeout/underline format. Provide the specific
language you would like to see changed, with new words underlined and words to be deleted
should be striken. Also, state whether the language contained in your proposal is from a code
book or from an amendment currently found in Minnesota Rule. (You may provide the language
(electronically) on a separate, attached sheet).

IMC Section 603.9 is amended to read as follows:

603.9 Joints, seams and connections. All longitudinal and transverse joints, seams and
connections in metallic and nonmetallic ducts shall be constructed as specified in SMACNA
HVAC Duct Construction Standards—Metal and Flexible and NAIMA Fibrous Glass Duct
Construction Standards. All joints, longitudinal and transverse seams and connections in ductwork
shall be securely fastened and sealed with welds, gaskets, mastics (adhesives), mastic-plus-
embedded-fabric systems, liquid sealants or tapes. Closure systems used to seal ductwork listed
and labeled in accordance with UL 181A shall be marked “181A-P” for pressure-sensitive tape,
“181 A-M” for mastic or “181 A-H” for heat-sensitive tape. Closure systems used to seal flexible air
ducts and flexible air connectors shall comply with UL 181B and shall be marked “181B-FX” for
pressure-sensitive tape or “181B-M” for mastic. Duct connections to flanges of air distribution
system equipment shall be sealed and mechanically fastened. Mechanical fasteners for use with
flexible nonmetallic air ducts shall comply with UL 181B and shall be marked “181B-C.” Closure
systems used to seal metal ductwork shall be installed in accordance with the manufacturer’s
installation instructions. Pressure-sensitive tape shall not be used as the primary sealant on ducts,
unless it has been certified to comply with UL-181A or UL-181B by a nationally recognized testing
laboratory and the tape is used in accordance with that certification. Unlisted duct tape is not
permitted as a sealant on any duct.

Exception: Continuously welded and locking-type longitudinal joints and seams in ducts

operating at static pressures less than 2 inches of water column (500 Pa) pressure

classification shall not require additional closure systems.




Proposed Code Change — Need and Reason

Please provide a thorough explanation of the need for this change and why this proposed code
change is a reasonable change. During the rulemaking process, the Agency must defend the
need and reasonableness of all its proposed changes. The Agency must submit evidence that is
has considered all aspects of the proposal. (You may provide the need and reason (electronically)
on a separate attached sheet).

A code provision was added to specify that pressure-sensitive (self-adhesive) duct tape
cannot be used as the primary sealant for any duct system, unless it has been certified to
comply with the appropriate standards. Currently there is not any duct tape manufacturer
that has had pressure-sensitive duct tape certified to be used on metallic duct work as a
primary sealant, so this provision is necessary to clarify that duct tape cannot be used in
this application. If a manufacturer obtains this certification in the future, then it can be
used in accordance with the terms of the certification. This code language is reasonable
because similar language has been used in previous versions of the mechanical code.

Proposed Code Change — Cost/Benefit Analysis

Please consider whether this proposed code change will increase/decrease costs or indicate that
it will not have any cost implications and explain how it will not. If there is an increased cost, will
this cost be offset somehow by a life safety or other benefit? If so, please explain. Are there any
cost increases/decreases to enforce or comply with this proposed code change? If so, please
explain. (You may provide the cost/benefit analysis (electronically) on a separate, attached
sheet).

Since it has nearly the same result as language in the current mechanical code, there are
no cost implications.

Other Factors to Consider Related to Proposed Code Change

1. Is this proposed code change meant to:
X] change language contained in a published code book? If so, list section(s).
Section 603.9
[ ] change language contained in an existing amendment in Minnesota Rule? If so, list
Rule part(s).
[ ] delete language contained in a published code book? If so, list section(s).
[] delete language contained in an existing amendment in Minnesota Rule? If so, list Rule
part(s).

[ ] neither; this language will be new language, not found in the code book or in Minnesota
Rule.



. Is this proposed code change required by a Minnesota Statute or new legislation? If so,
please provide the citation to the Statute or legislation.

No.

. Will this proposed code change impact other sections of a published code book or of an
amendment in Minnesota Rule? If so, please list the affected sections or rule parts.

No.

. Will this proposed code change impact other parts of the Minnesota State Building Code? If
so, please list the affected parts of the Minnesota State Building Code.

No.

. Who are the parties affected or segments of industry affected by this proposed code
change?

None.

. Can you think of other means or methods to achieve the purpose of the proposed code
change? If so, please explain what they are and why your proposed change is the preferred
method or means to achieve the desired result.

No.

. Are you aware of any federal requirement or regulation related to this proposed code
change? If so, please list the regulation or requirement.

No.



