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ALTERNATIVE FUELS PROGRAM TECHNICAL COMMITTEE 
MEETING MINUTES 

CONSTRUCTION INDUSTRIES BOARD/UNIFORM BUILDING CODE 
COMMISSION CONFERENCE ROOM 

2401 NW 23RD STREET, SUITE 2F 
OKLAHOMA CITY, OK 73107 

JUNE 22, 2015 - 1:30 P.M. 

COMMITTEE MEMBERS PRESENT: 
Greg Armstrong, Ross Barrick, Anthony Blatt (arrived at 1:44 p.m.), Terrance Hellman, Paula 
Laney-Cowart, Joe McKenzie Eric Pollard, Tom Sewell, and Cary Williamson 

ALTERNATE MEMBERS PRESENT: 
Dave Evans 

COMMITTEE MEMBERS ABSENT: 
Craiton Cooper, Mitchell Hort, Robert Lassiter, Jeremy Moore, and Adam Shupe 

OTHERS PRESENT: 
Kathy Hehnly (Staff - OUBCC)  

CALL TO ORDER: 
Mr. Ross Barrick called the meeting of the Alternative Fuels Program Technical Committee to 
order at 1:40 p.m. in the Construction Industries Board/Uniform Building Code Commission 
Board Room at Shepherd Mall, 2401 NW 23rd St., Suite 2F, Oklahoma City, OK 73107. 

DISCUSSION AND ACTION ITEMS: 
 

 

 

 

 

Discussion and possible approval of the May 26, 2015 meeting minutes 
Mr. Barrick gave everyone a moment to look over the minutes. He asked if there were any 
changes to be noted. No changes were made. 

MR. CARY WILLIAMSON MADE A MOTION WITH A SECOND BY MR. TERRANCE 
HELLMAN TO APPROVE THE MINUTES 

VOTING AYE: Greg Armstrong Eric Pollard 
Dave Evans Tom Sewell 
Terrance Hellman Cary Williamson 
Joe McKenzie 

VOTING NAY:  None 

ABSENT: Anthony Blatt Robert Lassiter 
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Craiton Cooper Jeremy Moore  
Mitchell Hort Adam Shupe 

 

 

 

ABSTAIN: Ross Barrick 

Discussion and possible action on Public Comment Form AFPTC #4, on Section 2308.7 
Emergency shutdown control, on page 239 of the 2015 Edition of the International Fire Code® 
and Section 413.8 Emergency shutdown control, on page 83 in the 2015 Edition of the 
International Fuel Gas Code® 
Mr. Barrick noted the next item was to discuss public comment form #4 under tab B. He added it 
was submitted by Mr. Hellman with the Oklahoma Department of Labor (ODOL) and asked for 
any comments. Mr. Sewell stated the only comment he had was when the emergency stop button 
was hit at CNG stations, it dropped out everything except the computer that called for help. He 
added if the computer was onboard the compressor, based on the comment form it would be 
dropped out. He noted usually the computer was part of the compressor control system and was 
located at the compressor area. Mr. Evans stated the wording in question was "signal circuits." 
Mr. Hellman noted the verbiage for the change came directly out of NFPA 30-A®, Section 6.7. 
Mr. Sewell noted the industry standard was to drop out all the control systems, kill out the 
control power, but to leave the signal circuits alive to call for help. Mr. Hellman stated he didn't 
have a problem with incorporating that into the verbiage if that was what the rest of the 
committee wanted. The committee discussed issues regarding the comment form that covered: 
differences in gasoline, CNG, and LPG requirements; the signal left was low-voltage to call to 
the Ethernet/Internet, the change would require a shift in how things were commonly 
manufactured; the PLC was location in the Division II area and if battery backup would be 
available for the PLC; how often the emergency shutdown switches were hit and how the change 
would affect notification of those hits; grandfathering requirements for existing stations if the 
change was approved; requirements in NFPA 52®; lighting in the compressor area would need 
to be cut if the form was approved as written; and safety requirements and expectations for 
responders to an incident. 

There was further discussion on the comment form that covered modifying the language or 
adding an exception to allow for the PLC circuit to address the annunciation call for help, how 
such an exception would affect the gasoline side if the systems were interlocked, involvement 
with the Oklahoma Corporation Commission, sources of ignition, the notification system, if it 
needed to be a part of the operating system and that it was for convenience. Mr. Evans noted the 
committee needed to look forward not backwards. He added if the committee was limiting the 
ability to manage and monitor the system by suppliers and operators, the committee was 
reducing the ability to effectively manage their business. He noted it would cost more to run the 
stations and limit industry growth. He added the committee should look forward to how to 
leverage technology today, safely and smartly, and still provide a benefit for everyone. He stated 
if it wasn't unsafe to have it there and there was minimal risk he felt the committee should think 
about it. Mr. Sewell noted there would have to be a catastrophic failure of the PLC to create an 
ignition source. The committee discussed the enclosure the PLC was located in, if there was a 
code requirement for emergency notification, notification for local emergency personnel, if the 
exception listed in NFPA 30-A®, Section 6.7 language would work and if there were PLCs that 
were intrinsically safe, and if NFPA 30-A® applied when dealing with CNG facilities. Mr. 
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Evans asked Mr. Hellman what his thoughts were. Mr. Hellman replied he didn't want to give up 
ground on anything that would have a potential risk. He added he was not sure how to go about 
allowing the requirement. There was further discussion on risk mitigation and if the committee 
was making an issue of something that had never been an issue, inspection issues for fire 
marshals when inspecting a combined fueling station, and additional costs to stations developed 
to provide the same service if the requirement was left in the modification. Mr. Barrick stated he 
felt it was probably time for a motion or to table the issue for further discussion. 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Mr. Armstrong stated he would like to talk about the language that was stricken from the code 
that shut off the power "to the compressor and close valved between the main gas supply and the 
compressor and between the storage containers and dispensers." He asked if the language added 
"all dispensing devises" was covering all the language that was stricken. Mr. Sewell noted those 
valves should close. Mr. Armstrong noted the re-written language did not specifically state that 
and it would leave a grey area. 

MR. GREG ARMSTRONG MADE A MOTION WITH A SECOND BY MR. CARY 
WILLIAMSON TO REVISE AND INCLUDE THE STRICKEN LANGUAGE "TO 
COMPRESSOR AND CLOSE VALVES BETWEEN THE MAN GAS SUPPLY AND 
COMPRESSOR AND BETWEEN THE STORAGE CONTAINERS AND DISPENSERS" 

VOTING AYE: Greg Armstrong Joe McKenzie 
Ross Barrick Eric Pollard 
Anthony Blatt Tom Swell 
Dave Evans Cary Williamson 
Terrance Hellman 

VOTING NAY:  None 

ABSENT: Craiton Copper Jeremy Moore 
Mitchell Hort Adam Shupe 
Robert Lassiter 

ABSTAIN: None 

Mr. McKenzie noted while the committee was sending the form back to add in the deleted 
language, they had still had not addressed the signal circuits. Ms. Laney-Cowart asked if the 
committee should make a motion for the submitter to bring back a suggestion for discussion. Mr. 
Hellman noted if the fuel source was cut off by the gas and compressor systems then that was 
good enough for him. He noted the risk there was flammable gas or liquid that could ignite. He 
added he understood shutting off all the power and having zero risk, but he thought there was an 
acceptable degree of risk by shutting off the fuel supply. Mr. Sewell noted in a pure CNG fire, as 
soon as the valve was closed the event was over unless there was a bad valve. He added he felt it 
was safer to have the ability to look at the system remotely before walking blind into an event. 
Mr. McKenzie noted when the form was resubmitted, did the committee want all the rest of the 
language added in again. Mr. Sewell asked if there should be some kind of exception written for 
Division II PLCs. There was further discussion on the language. 
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Discussion and possible action on Public Comment Form AFPTC #5 on Sections 2302 
Definitions and 2308 Compressed Natural Gas Motor Fuel-Dispensing Facilities on page 229 
and 237 of the 2015 Edition of the International Fire Code® and Sections 201 General and 413 
Compressed Natural Gas Motor Vehicle Fuel-Dispensing Facilities on Pages 11 and 82 of the 
2015 Edition of the International Fuel Gas Code® 
Mr. Barrick noted the next item was under tab C. Mr. Sewell stated he felt it was a good 
definition. Mr. Barrick asked if there were any discussion. Ms. Laney-Cowart asked if the 
section would go in the definitions section in the codes. Mr. Hellman responded that was the 
intent. 
 

 

 

 

 

 

MS. PAULA LANEY-COWART MADE A MOTION WITH A SECOND BY MR. TOM 
SEWELL TO APPROVE PUBLIC COMMENT FORM AFPTC #5 

VOTING AYE: Greg Armstrong Joe McKenzie 
Ross Barrick Eric Pollard 
Anthony Blatt Tom Swell 
Dave Evans Cary Williamson 
Terrance Hellman 

VOTING NAY:  None 

ABSENT: Craiton Copper Jeremy Moore 
Mitchell Hort Adam Shupe 
Robert Lassiter 

ABSTAIN: None 

Discussion and possible action on a handout from the Oklahoma Department of Labor regarding 
SRV Testing for CNG Storage Vessels 
Mr. Hellman noted most of the document was excerpts from the National Board Inspection Code 
which would govern the safety requirements for safety relief valves with CNG. He reviewed the 
form highlighting some of the requirements. He noted he was tasked at the last meeting to 
provide some information regarding the safety relief valves and that is what the document was 
for. The committee discussed the requirements and determined that there should be more study 
of the document and no action should be taken at the meeting. 
 
Discussion and possible action on any issues found in the comparison of the 2014 Edition of the 
National Electrical Code® (NEC®) and the 2015 Editions of the International Fire Code® and 
International Fuel Gas Code® when compared to NFPA 30-A, Code for Motor Fuel Dispensing 
Facilities and Repair Garages, 2015 Edition. 
Mr. Hellman stated the one thing he saw was between 30-A® and the IFC® was the physical 
protection requirements. He noted they were more stringent in 30-A® which required a six-foot 
(6-ft.) high chain-link fence with a gate and the IFC® and NFPA 52® had more general 
language that allow the owner of the facility to use approved alternate methods. He asked what 
the committee thought about allowing owners to choose their own methods or bring the 30-A® 
requirement into the IFC®. The committee discussed impact barriers, chain-link fences, and 
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other alternative methods. The committee discussed the differences between what the owner 
wanted and what the code official wanted with regards to the barriers and potential risks at 
individual sites. At the end of the discussion, the committee determined no action needed to be 
taken. 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

Assignment of review for the July 27, 2015 meeting 
The committee discussed the agenda listed the wrong meeting date for the next meeting and 
there was a July 27, 2015 meeting. The committee discussed items still outstanding for CNG 
requirements and noted they were the vented canopies, 25 gallon dispensing rule in the IFC, 
Section 2304.3.7, and Public Comment Form AFPTC #4 revision. The committee determined 
those items should be on the next agenda and that committee should be prepared to discuss issues 
and modifications for the comparison between NFPA 59-A® and the NEC® 2014, IFC® 2015 
and IFGC® 2015 at the July meeting. 

PUBLIC COMMENTS: 
There were no public comments. 

ADJOURNMENT: 

MS. PAULA LANEY-COWART MADE A MOTION WITH TO ADJOURN 

VOTING AYE: Greg Armstrong Joe McKenzie 
Ross Barrick Eric Pollard 
Anthony Blatt Tom Swell 
Dave Evans Cary Williamson 
Terrance Hellman 

VOTING NAY:  None 

ABSENT: Craiton Copper Jeremy Moore 
Mitchell Hort Adam Shupe 
Robert Lassiter 

ABSTAIN: None 

Minutes approved in Committee Meeting on the 27 day of July, 2015 

MITCHELL HORT 
Mr. Mitchell Hort, Chairman 
Alternative Fuels Program Technical Committee 

 
 
PREPARED BY: KATHY HEHNLY 

Ms. Kathy Hehnly, Executive Assistant 
Oklahoma Uniform Building Code Commission 


	ALTERNATIVE FUELS PROGRAM TECHNICAL COMMITTEE
	MEETING MINUTES
	CONSTRUCTION INDUSTRIES BOARD/UNIFORM BUILDING CODE COMMISSION CONFERENCE ROOM
	2401 NW 23RD STREET, SUITE 2F
	OKLAHOMA CITY, OK 73107
	JUNE 22, 2015 - 1:30 P.M.
	COMMITTEE MEMBERS PRESENT:
	ALTERNATE MEMBERS PRESENT:
	COMMITTEE MEMBERS ABSENT:
	OTHERS PRESENT:
	CALL TO ORDER:
	DISCUSSION AND ACTION ITEMS:
	Discussion and possible approval of the May 26, 2015 meeting minutes
	Discussion and possible action on Public Comment Form AFPTC #4, on Section 2308.7 Emergency shutdown control, on page 239 of the 2015 Edition of the International Fire Code® and Section 413.8 Emergency shutdown control, on page 83 in the 2015 Edition ...
	Discussion and possible action on Public Comment Form AFPTC #5 on Sections 2302 Definitions and 2308 Compressed Natural Gas Motor Fuel-Dispensing Facilities on page 229 and 237 of the 2015 Edition of the International Fire Code® and Sections 201 Gener...
	Discussion and possible action on a handout from the Oklahoma Department of Labor regarding SRV Testing for CNG Storage Vessels
	Discussion and possible action on any issues found in the comparison of the 2014 Edition of the National Electrical Code® (NEC®) and the 2015 Editions of the International Fire Code® and International Fuel Gas Code® when compared to NFPA 30-A, Code fo...
	Assignment of review for the July 27, 2015 meeting

	PUBLIC COMMENTS:
	ADJOURNMENT:


