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R403.3.5 Duct testing - Exception (new)
PROPOSED LANGUAGE: Show proposed text in accordance with the following format: Strikeout/Bold & underline proposed added text

1. A duct air-leakage test shall not be required for ducts serving ventilation systems that are not
integrated with ducts serving heating or cooling systems.
2. A duct air-leakage test shall not be required for ducts located in the conditioned space.

REASON:

Thoroughly explain the need and reason for the proposed change to include the following:

-Identify the problem.
-Explain the rational for the proposed change.
-Describe the environmental impact.
-Is the proposed change comparable to federal rules or national or regional standards in similarly situated states, based upon geographic location,
topography, natural resources, commonalities, or economic similarities? If the proposed change exceeds standards in those states, explain why and
specify costs and benefits.
-Identify individuals and groups affected by the proposed change and the impact on these groups.
-Are there any reasonable alternatives to the proposed change? If so, please provide those alternatives.
-What is the fiscal impact for the proposed change? Provide a cost/benefit analysis.
-Estimate the actual statewide compliance costs of the proposed rule.
-What are the primary and direct benefits of the rule?
-Estimate any cost increases or reductions to businesses, individuals, groups, or governmental units as a result of the rule.
As well as any other information appropriate to assist with a clear understanding of the issue. During the rulemaking process, the need and reasoning
of all proposed rule changes should be identified. By including a detailed explanation, the general public will gain a better understanding on all aspects
of the proposal. Providing an explanation on the need and rationale for the proposal is optional; however, MCL 24.245 requires the department to provide proper justification for each proposal. Without this important information, the department may not be able to document appropriate justification
and merit for a proposal. For further information, please refer to the Administrative Procedures Act of 1969.

The Bureau Construction Codes (BCC) has not provided any analysis showing that the provisions
of R403.3.5 is "cost effective" as required by MCL 125.1502a(p), and MCL 125.1504(3)(f)-(g).
Ducts located in the conditioned space and leak air in to the same conditioned space does not
contribute to the overall buildings increased energy use. Therefore to require a $300-$500 air duct
leakage test is not cost effective as it will save zero energy.
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