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DATE MAR 1 9 2008
From: "Dan Stevens" <sendan@nsatel.net> 

To: <cgekas@energy.state.ca.us> RECD. 2 0 2008

CC: "Jon Jungers" <akduct@msn.com>, "Jeff Prickel" <jprickel@cdcei.net> 
Date: 311 912008 654  AM 
Subject: Fw: 2008 draft rules 

Thank you for your quick response and I'm sorry that I have not replied sooner. I was in 
Wisconsin over the last two weeks and my laptop decided it would receive e-mails ...but would not 
send them ...so Iam using my personal computer at home. 

I have looked at the proposed rule changes for HVAC underground air ducts and I think you need 
to include a subdivision for performance based standards. Correct me if I'm wrong, but from what 
I see everything is a prescriptive standard in the code and that may not give the results that the 
State of California wants. Example; Please go to our website www.blueduct.com and in the upper 
right hand quadrant you will find all of the testing we have done on the AKDUCT system. 

Check out the; TEMPERATURE PERFORMANCE TEST OF AKDUCT vs PVC DUCTING from 
June 28th, 2007 and this test compares results from our product to PVC insulated with R-10. The 
prescriptive standard is only R-5 in most building codes for underground ducts, but we wanted to 
show the regulatory community how much better performance the AKDUCT system actually 
delivers. Please keep in mind that even though it shows time elapsed in "mins." that the Cooling 
Test lasted 4 hours and 25 minutes & the Heating Test lasted 2 hours. 

To summarize quickly ....the 10" PVCIR-10 never once posted a better temperature reading than 
the 10" AKDUCT (which did not have any external insulation around our pipe) for either Cooling 
or Heating. In fact, we are in the process of having an independent engineering firm calculating 
the seasonal energy efficiency from the data in this test and it is estimated at 93% for heating 
and Iwill pass on the report to you when Ireceive it. 

Please keep me posted with any notices and Ihave subscribed to the proper sites. Thank you for 
your consideration. 

Sincerely, 

Dan Stevens 
Director of Regulatory Affairs 
Former MN State Senator 
1993-2002 
Cell #: 61 2-390-0250 
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From: "Dan Stevens" <sendan@nsatel.net> 
To: <cgekas@energy.state.ca.us> 
CC: <sendan@nsatel.net>, "Jeff Prickel" <jprickel@cdcei.net>, "Jon Jungers" ... 
Date: 312012008 759 AM 
Subject: Suggested technical amendments to 2008 CA Energy Code 

Hi Chris: 

I realize that we are late in this process, however we had not been made aware of the proposed 
code changes until just a couple of weeks ago, and with extremely critical decisions on the line for 
energy-efficiency in California I strongly urge your technical people to look at energy code 
language from several other states that incorporate performance based designs into their codes. 
Therefore, I am attaching codes from MN & WI. MN is simple, direct and just one page which 
allows for alternative designs and products if they meet or exceed the performance requirements 
equivalent to the prescribed code standards. The WI code is a PDF file so I forwarded the entire 
code, however, the important language can be found in section 22.17 sub. 4 (bl, which includes 
exception language from the prescriptive code based upon energy requirements of the building. 

It is my opinion that the language is intended to enable building inspectors to accept new 
technology to the extent the technology is technically & economically feasible without going 
through the cumbersome process of a lengthy rulemaking change to the code. I certainly do not 
need to tell you how important energy efficiency is to California and the rest of the country with a 
barrel of oil at $1 10.00!!! 

Chris may I ask you favor? Would you please ask Mr. Bill Pennington (or whomever the technical 
person responsible for the HVAC duct systems) to forward to me the sections of the 2008 Energy 
Code proposed language pertaining to HVAC ducts? Are there any other sections within the code 
for which alternative methods, designs or products can be accepted and apply to the entire 2008 
Energy Code? If so, would they please forward those sections as well? You may already have 
performance based language include within a section of the California code for designs and 
products that I may have missed. 

Thank you very much for your consideration. 

Sincerely, 

Dan Stevens 
Director of Regulatory Affairs 
CDC Enterprises, Inc 
Former MN State Senator 
1993-2002 
Cell # : 612-390-0250 
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