
1 
 
 

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 
February 29, 2016 - 1:30 P.M. 

COMMITTEE MEMBERS PRESENT: 
Ross Barrick, Anthony Blatt (arrived at 1:34 p.m.), Paula Laney-Cowart (arrived at 1:39 p.m.), 
Mitchell Hort, Jeremy Moore, Eric Pollard, and Cary Williamson 

ALTERNATE MEMBERS PRESENT: 
Dave Evans, Robert Lassiter 

COMMITTEE MEMBERS ABSENT: 
Greg Armstrong, Craiton Cooper, Terrance Hellman, Joe McKenzie, Tom Sewell, and Adam 
Shupe 

OTHERS PRESENT: 
Kathy Hehnly (Staff - OUBCC), Scott Minton (OnCue Express), and John Melson (Oklahoma 
Dept. of Labor) 

CALL TO ORDER: 
Mr. Mitchell Hort called the meeting of the Alternative Fuels Program Technical Committee to 
order at 1:32 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 January 26, 2016 regular meeting minutes 
Mr. Hort asked if everyone had a chance to review the minutes and if so he would entertain a 
motion to approve. 
 

 

MR. CARY WILLIAMSON MADE A MOTION WITH A SECOND BY CHIEF JERMEY 
MOORE TO APPROVE THE MINUTES FROM THE JANUARY 25, 2016 REGULAR 
MEETING 

VOTING AYE: Ross Barrick Robert Lassiter 
Tony Blatt Jeremy Moore 
Dave Evans Eric Pollard 
Mitchell Hort Cary Williamson 
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VOTING NAY: None 

ABSENT: Greg Armstrong Joe McKenzie 
Paula Laney-Cowart Tom Sewell 
Terrance Hellman Adam Shupe 

ABSTAIN: None 

Conference call with Mr. Nick Barilo, P.E. Hydrogen Safety Program Manager, Pacific Northwest 
National Laboratory regarding the comparison of NFPA 2®, Hydrogen Technologies Code, 2011 
Edition, NFPA 50A® Standard for Gaseous Hydrogen at Consumer Sites, 1999 Edition and NFPA 
50B® Standard for Liquefied Hydrogen at Consumer Sites, 1999 Edition with the 2015 Editions 
of the International Fire Code® (IFC®) and International Fuel Gas Code® (IFGC®) and the 2014 
Edition of the National Electrical Code® (NEC®) 
The committee conferenced in with Mr. Barilo to discuss if there were any issues between the 
IFC®, 2015 and NFPA 2® as there were no specific hydrogen specialist on the committee. Mr. 
Barilo started the discussion by giving a little of his background. He stated he was the manager of 
the Hydrogen Safety Program at Pacific Northwest National Laboratory and had served as a 
NFPA 2® committee member since its inception in 2006. He stated the 2015 IFC® referenced to 
NFPA 2® in a number of locations, Chapter 23 relative to refueling stations and Chapter 53 and 
58 relative to repair garages and fueling stations.  He noted the 2015 IFC® referenced the 2011 
edition of NFPA 2®. He added the most recent version of NFPA 2® was the 2016 version, 
released in August of 2015. He recommended referencing the 2016 version. He stated the 2016 
version referenced several topics removed from other NFPA standards. Mr. Barilo added there 
were changes in NFPA 2® relative to fueling stations and the fuel cells themselves, hydrogen 
equipment enclosures, for example. The committee and Mr. Barilo discussed the State of 
California's solution to adopt the 2016 edition of NFPA 2®; his recommendation to adopt the 
2016 edition; other applications for hydrogen fuel cells that may already exist in the State of 
Oklahoma; any minor conflicts seen in developed projects between NFPA 2® to IFC®; and other 
possible hydrogen experts the committee could reach out to for other questions. The committee 
thanked Mr. Barilo for his time, help and information. After the call, the committee discussed the 
information provided, concerns different members had with making any wholesale changes to the 
codes and missing critical items. The committee consensus was to order the 2016 edition of NFPA 
2® before proceeding any further. 
 
Discussion and possible action on the review of the comparison of NFPA 58®, Liquefied 
Petroleum Gas, 2014 Edition with the 2015 Editions of the IFC® and IFGC® and the 2014 
Edition of the NEC® 
Ms. Laney-Cowart stated she had submitted four comment forms and said she would like to start 
with those. She added she did not introduce anything new and exciting and one thing missing from 
the IFC® was anything to do with LP-gas low-emission transfers. She noted low-emission 
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dispensers were currently in place and would be utilized by the industry going forward. She noted 
everything she proposed did not apply to anything but the low-emission transfer stations. She 
reviewed some of the differences between the low-emission transfers and traditional dispensers. 
She noted there were some low-emission systems in the state, but they were all key and card-
locked and attended. She added Texas, Nebraska and all the southern states from Georgia to 
Louisiana, Washington, Oregon, and California all had the self-service low-emission transfer 
stations. She played a video highlighting the low-emission dispensers. Ms. Laney-Cowart noted it 
was a completely different fitting. She stated there was a rebate program offered before and would 
probably be offered again, to refit the container on vehicles to accept the new nozzles. Ms. Laney-
Cowart reviewed the state rules in place by the LP-gas Administration and requirements for annual 
inspections. She stated  LP-gas had a lot of oversight from the State. 
 
Discussion and possible action on public comment form AFPTC #14 on Sections 2307.3 and 
6106.1 of the 2015 Edition of the IFC® 
Ms. Laney-Cowart noted she was making the same change, to both sections for low-emission 
transfers. She stated currently only someone who was trained and licensed by the state could 
dispense the product. She added with low-emission transfer, the process was designed for the 
consumer to use like a CNG pump was. It had the LPD, safety features, directions and training to 
the consumer.  She noted the current IFC® did not address low-emission transfers but thought it 
would be updated in the next edition. She added NFPA 58® did have updated language and was 
coming out with more in the next edition. She directed the committee members to Section 6.28.5 
of NFPA 58® for the requirements for the low-emission transfers. 
 

 

 

 

 

MR. CARY WILLIAMSON MADE A MOTION WITH A SECOND BY MR. ROBERT 
LASSITER TO APPROVE PUBLIC COMMENT FORM AFPTC 14 

VOTING AYE: Ross Barrick Robert Lassiter 
Anthony Blatt Jeremy Moore 
Paula Laney-Cowart Eric Pollard 
Dave Evans Cary Williamson 
Mitchell Hort 

VOTING NAY: None 

ABSENT: Greg Armstrong Tom Sewell 
Terrance Hellman Adam Shupe 
Joe McKenzie 

ABSTAIN: None  
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Discussion and possible action on public comment form AFPTC #15 on Section 2307.4 of the 
2015 Edition of the IFC® 
Ms. Laney-Cowart reviewed her proposed change, stating the language was pulled directly from 
NFPA 58® regarding the point-of-transfer. She noted if the low-emission transfer requirements 
were met, the distance could be reduced by one half. She added if it was not added to the IFC® 
then in some cases, the inspector may not approve the change. The committee discussed the 
proposed change. Mr. Barrick had a concern with having more than one exception for a section. 
 

 
 

 

 

 

MR. ROSS BARRICK MADE A MOTION WITH A SECOND BY MR. DAVE EVANS TO 
APPROVE PUBLIC COMMENT FORM AFPTC 15 AS AMENDED BY DELETING THE 
PROPOSED LANGUAGE AS AN EXCEPTION AND ADDING IT AS A NEW SECTION OF 
CODE ENTITLED "2307.4.1 LOW-EMISSION TRANSFER" 

VOTING AYE: Ross Barrick Robert Lassiter 
Anthony Blatt Jeremy Moore 
Paula Laney-Cowart Eric Pollard 
Dave Evans Cary Williamson 
Mitchell Hort 

VOTING NAY: None 

ABSENT: Greg Armstrong Tom Sewell 
Terrance Hellman Adam Shupe 
Joe McKenzie 

ABSTAIN: None 
 
Discussion and possible action on public comment form AFPTC #16 on Section 2307.7(3) of the 
2015 Edition of the IFC® 
Ms. Laney-Cowart stated her proposed modification was based on the changes made to the CNG 
language. She noted during previous discussion the committee had determined it was nearly 
impossible to educate the consumer, document the training and ensure that every member of their 
family that might ever fuel the vehicle had documented training on file. She added with the 
requirements in the state code, instructions, warning and signage was everywhere. She stated it 
was only for the low-emission transfers. She noted the LP-gas Administration would not allow the 
general public to fill their own cylinders with the traditional style transfer. There was discussion 
regarding adding language to clarify only low-emission transfer stations were not required to train 
the user, documentation of user training requirements, and requirements for self-service public 
fueling of LP-gas other than low-emission. The committee consensus was to modify the language 
by adding an exception for training of users if the dispenser met the requirements of low-emission 
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as defined by NFPA 58®, instead of modifying the section.  Ms. Laney-Cowart noted she would 
resubmit the comment form with the needed changes.  
 

 

 

 

 

 

Discussion and possible action on public comment form AFPTC #17 on Section 6106.2 of the 
2015 Edition of the IFC®® 
Ms. Laney-Cowart stated the language she was proposing addressed the language regarding 
overfilling in Section 6106.2. She noted the code language did not address that the volume could 
be determined with an overfilling prevention device (OPD). She noted the OPD was a critical 
element in a low-emission transfer. She noted an OPD was listed in Section 2307, but was missing 
as a method in 6106.2. She added Section 6106 wasn't necessarily the vehicle side of things, but 
she wanted the language to match. She noted NFPA 58® would kick in on anything other than 
refueling on what and how things had to be done. The committee discussed how an OPD device 
would work and that would measure liquid volume and not vapor. 

MR. CARY WILLIAMSON MADE A MOTION WITH A SECOND BY MR. DAVE EVANS 
TO APPROVE PUBLIC COMMENT FORM AFPTC 17 

VOTING AYE: Ross Barrick Robert Lassiter 
Anthony Blatt Jeremy Moore 
Paula Laney-Cowart Eric Pollard 
Dave Evans Cary Williamson 
Mitchell Hort 

VOTING NAY: None 

ABSENT: Greg Armstrong Tom Sewell 
Terrance Hellman Adam Shupe 
Joe McKenzie 

ABSTAIN: None 
 
Assignment of review for the March 28, 2016 meeting 

 

 

 

 

The committee determined the next item to be reviewed would be the requirements for electric-
fuel requirements.  

PUBLIC COMMENTS: 
There were no public comments. 

ADJOURNMENT: 2:36 p.m. 

MS. PAULA LANEY-COWART MADE A MOTION WITH A SECOND BY MR. DAVE 
EVANS TO ADJOURN  
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VOTING AYE: Ross Barrick Robert Lassiter 
Anthony Blatt Jeremy Moore 
Paula Laney-Cowart Eric Pollard 
Dave Evans Cary Williamson 
Mitchell Hort 

VOTING NAY: None 

ABSENT: Greg Armstrong Tom Sewell 
Terrance Hellman Adam Shupe 
Joe McKenzie 

ABSTAIN: None 

Minutes approved in Committee Meeting on the 28th day of March, 2016 

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 

OFFICIAL COPY: Original with signatures in office file 
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