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OKLAHOMA UNIFORM BUILDING CODE COMMISSION 

ENERGY CONSERVATION TECHNICAL COMMITTEE MINUTES 
VIRTUAL – WEBEX MEETING 
OCTOBER 25, 2021 – 2:00 P.M. 

COMMITTEE MEMBERS PRESENT ON WEBEX VIDEO: 
Bart Bartholomew (logged on at 3:03 p.m.), Brian Braley (logged on at 2:04 p.m.), Eric Blalock, 
Todd Booze, Jeremiah Bryant (logged on at 2:16 p.m.), Blake Catanzano (logged on at 2:02 
p.m.), Jonathan Jackson, Rick Johnston, Clint Malley, Steve Moore, Kelly Parker, Lonnie 
Shackelford, Lynn Sloan, Charles Snyder (logged on at 2:01 p.m.), JW Williams, and Donny 
Williamson 

COMMITTEE MEMBERS ABSENT: 
Lee Fithian, Paul Gunderson, Bill Kneeland, Kyle Lombardo, and John Staires 

OTHERS PRESENT: 
Billy Pope (OUBCC Staff), Kathy Hehnly (OUBCC Staff), Phillip Baker, Eric Lacey, Nancy 
Graham, Robin Cornwell, Jason Vandever (SPEER), Jeff Forman, Bryan Holland (NEMA), 
Mike Means (OHBA) 

CALL TO ORDER: 
Mr. Kelly Parker called the meeting to order at 2:00 p.m. He stated there was some excitement at 
the OUBCC meeting on Tuesday. 

ACTION AND DISCUSSION ITEMS 

Discussion and possible approval of the August 30, 2021 technical committee meeting minutes 
MR. KELLY PARKER MADE A MOTION WITH A SECOND BY MR. DONNY 
WILLIAMSON TO APPROVE THE AUGUST 30, 2021 TECHNICAL COMMITTEE 
MEETING MINUTES 

VOTING AYE: Eric Blalock Kelly Parker 
Todd Booze Lonnie Shackelford 
Blake Catanzano Lynn Sloan 
Jonathan Jackson Charles Snyder 
Rick Johnston JW Williams 
Clint Malley Donny Williamson 
Steve Moore 

VOTING NAY: None 
ABSTAIN: None 

ABSENT: Bart Bartholomew Paul Gunderson 
Brian Braley Bill Kneeland 
Jeremiah Bryant Kyle Lombardo 
Lee Fithian John Staires 
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Discussion and possible approval of the September 9, 2021 technical committee meeting minutes 
MR. DONNY WILLIAMSON MADE A MOTION WITH A SECOND BY MR. LONNIE 
SHACKELFORD TO APPROVE THE SEPTEMBER 9, 2021 TECHNICAL COMMITTEE 
MEETING MINUTES 

VOTING AYE: Brian Braley Steve Moore 
Eric Blalock Kelly Parker 
Todd Booze Lonnie Shackelford 
Blake Catanzano Lynn Sloan 
Jonathan Jackson Charles Snyder 
Rick Johnston JW Williams 
Clint Malley Donny Williamson 

VOTING NAY: None 
ABSTAIN: None 

ABSENT: Bart Bartholomew Bill Kneeland 
Jeremiah Bryant Kyle Lombardo 
Lee Fithian John Staires 
Paul Gunderson 

Discussion on the ECTC Presentation to the OUBCC on the 2018 IRC® 
There was some discussion on who would give the report, at the end of the discussion, Mr. 
Williamson gave the report. He stated there was a robust discussion at the commission meeting 
and he appreciated everyone's input and the work that went into the presentation. He noted the 
gist of the vote was to turn down the presentation. He added they planned on having another 
discussion at the November commission meeting. He stated he felt like there was some 
compromises that could be met there, and those issues would be dealt with at the Commission 
level. He noted the Commission would make those decisions then come back to the committee 
for the IECC changes. He noted he felt the IECC review should be put on hold until the 
Commission has made their final ruling on Chapter 11. He asked if there were any questions. 

There was some discussion on what the Commission actually voted on at the meeting, which was 
to deny the presentation and that no other actions were taken at that meeting. Ms. Hehnly noted 
the Commission had the authority and had in the past overruled a committee recommendation. 
She added while committees had commission liaisons, it was the prerogative of the entire 
Commission to make whatever change they wanted. There was further discussion on what the 
final motion was in the Commission meeting. There was some discussion on one of the questions 
raised at the Commission meeting regarding the qualification of some members on the 
committee. Ms. Hehnly noted during the meeting no names were mentioned and the question 
was brought up during public comments by a member of the public. She noted she was not yet 
finished with the transcription of the meeting yet. Mr. Parker added the Commission had 
accepted the qualifications of each member of the committee at the beginning and the comments 
were from the public, so he didn't feel there was an issue. Mr. Booze noted he could speak to 
some of the comments made. He noted they didn't single out any one particular person, but that 
both the residential building committee and energy conservation committee, there were people 
slotted into positions that didn't represent the discipline that was designated for the committee. 
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He noted there were a handful of positions in the various committees and that was the point 
being made. He added he wasn't arguing who was qualified, he was just explaining the context of 
the comment in the public comment portion of the meeting. 

Discussion and possible action on setting more committee meeting dates 
Ms. Hehnly noted she and Mr. Parker talked about this after Tuesday's Commission meeting. She 
noted at that meeting, Mr. Parker made a presentation and a request to the Commission that the 
committee should look at the 2018 IECC rather than the 2015 edition. She added the 
Commission did not make a decision at that meeting, they voted to send it back to the 
Commission Committee that did the IECC evaluation and made the initial recommendation to go 
to the 2015 code. She noted they had discussed that if the Commission agreed and voted at the 
November meeting to go with the 2018 edition, she would need time to order books and sent out 
to all the people who might need them. She stated Mr. Parker and she had discussed skipping the 
month of December. She added there was one more meeting scheduled for November 15th, but 
the Commission meeting wasn't until the 16th so no decisions would be made before that ECTC 
meeting. There was some discussion on waiting until January to meet again so there was time to 
see what happened with the IRC® changes at the Commission level. Ms. Hehnly noted she 
would recommend scheduling some meetings starting in January as it was easier to do that on the 
call now, versus sending out emails trying to wrangle responses. There was further discussion on 
when the next meeting should be scheduled in January. 

MR. DONNY WILLIAMSON MADE A MOTION WITH A SECOND BY MR. LONNIE 
SHACKELFORD TO START MEETING AGAIN AFTER THE JANUARY COMMISSION 
MEETING 

There was further discussion if the meeting on November 15th needed to be cancelled and when 
the next meeting should be set. 

MR. DONNY WILLIAMSON AMENDED HIS MOTION WITH A SECOND BY MR. 
LONNIE SHACKELFORD TO AMEND HIS PREVIOUS MOTION TO CANCEL THE 
NOVEMBER 15, 2021 MEETING AND SCHEDULE THE NEXT COMMITTEE MEETING 
FOR JANUARY 24, 2022 

VOTING AYE: Brian Braley Steve Moore 
Eric Blalock Kelly Parker 
Todd Booze Lonnie Shackelford 
Jeremiah Bryant Lynn Sloan 
Blake Catanzano Charles Snyder 
Jonathan Jackson JW Williams 
Rick Johnston Donny Williamson 
Clint Malley 

VOTING NAY: None 
ABSTAIN: None 

ABSENT: Bart Bartholomew Bill Kneeland 
Lee Fithian Kyle Lombardo 
Paul Gunderson John Staires 



4 
 

Discussion and possible action on the 2018 IRC®, Chapter 11 Energy Efficiency 
Discussion and possible action on the ECTC EC 46 amending section N1102.4.1.2 
Mr. Booze noted his form was to address the testing side of things and if they Commission voted 
to stay with the 2015 amended code, it had 7 ACH (Air Changes per Hour) in it and the 2018 had 
3 ACH. He noted his proposal was for 5 ACH. 

MR. TODD BOOZE MADE A MOTION WITH A SECOND BY MR. LONNIE 
SHACKELFORD TO APPROVE ECTC EC-46 

Mr. Parker noted the change was removing the word "shall" and replacing it with "may," and 
asked if Mr. Booze could help him understand when they may test. Mr. Booze noted right now 
the testing mandate was in essence rejected by the Commission and he was leaving the language 
in there that if it was tested, that was the goal they would be trying to hit, the 5 ACH. He noted it 
left it open if a city wanted to pull that in, they could and if they then requested the reports, they 
could. Mr. Parker asked if the section should be pushed to the appendix. Mr. Booze replied no, in 
the 2015 code language approved, there was an added exception for a visual test. He noted that 
was just a new piece of information to the change. There was further discussion on the visual 
testing exception and that it was on the previous change; what would be brought forward in by 
the Commission; and the language in the proposal. They discussed making sure the code 
language was clarified; what other states had for energy codes; home rule states; proposing to 
leave the word "shall" and take out "if performed" and "if requested" and add at the beginning of 
the change adding the wording "Where required by the local authority having jurisdiction," 
before the words "the building…" as that was proper code terminology and was not subjective 
language. 

The committee discussed how blower door testing could be used to determine indoor air quality; 
that 5 air changes per hour was more reasonable than 3; that the change would also require 
mechanical ventilation; that it could be problematic to integrate language into something when 
the committee didn't know how the Commission was going to handle the blower door test; and if 
the change would need to be presented to the OUBCC. There was further discussion on the 
OUBCC committee procedures. At the end of the discussion the question was called. Mr. Parker 
noted a "yes" vote was to approve it in its present form without any of the modifications 
discussed. He added a "no" vote would be to deny the form. 

VOTING AYE: Brian Braley Steve Moore 
Todd Booze Lonnie Shackelford 
Blake Catanzano Lynn Sloan 
Rick Johnston Donny Williamson 
Clint Malley 

VOTING NAY: Kelly Parker Charles Snyder 
JW Williams 

ABSTAIN: None  
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ABSENT: Bart Bartholomew Jonathan Jackson 
Eric Blalock Bill Kneeland 
Jeremiah Bryant Kyle Lombardo 
Lee Fithian John Staires 
Paul Gunderson 

Discussion and possible action on the 2015 IECC®, Chapter 5 [CE], Existing Buildings 
Discussion and possible action on comment form ECTC EC-45, amending Section C503.3.1 Roof 
replacement 
Mr. Catanzano noted he was trying to clear up some confusion in the field. He reviewed the 
definition for a roof replacement in the IECC 2015. He added in his change he wanted to add in 
that any roof component (roof covering, insulation substrates or flashings that were damaged) 
would be replaced during the roof replacement. He noted that would ensure the entire assembly 
was replaced during a damaged roof replacement. He noted the second part of his change deleted 
the word "and" and replaced it with "or" as when they did roof replacements on older buildings 
like schools and churches, they had all types of archaic products, such as fiberboard perlite and 
iso ETS dense stack. He added there wasn't a clear definition of what insulation was and if that 
was something that had an R-value in it. He added they could find that in any of those items, but 
the purpose of them wasn't always entirely for insulation. He noted to eliminate confusion of 
what was considered insulation and what was not, he wanted to change the word to "or" so they 
had the building thermal envelope being the predominate portion of the 503.3.1. 

MR. JONATHAN JACKSON MADE A MOTION WITH A SECOND BY MR. CHARLES 
SNYDER TO APPROVE ECTC EC-45 

Mr. Booze asked if this was a case where there was extruded polystyrene underneath a TPO roof, 
above the decking, that layer of insulation that goes there and, in the event, the TPO roof got 
hailed on, then the change would require the removal of all that insulation where currently 
insurance companies might not require the removal of the extruded poly, but jus the TPO cover. 
Mr. Catanzano noted that would have to happen no matter what, considering the definition was 
to repair any damaged substrate the EPS would have to be replaced as well anyways. 

Mr. Booze noted only if it was damaged. Mr. Catanzano agreed. Mr. Booze asked if it wasn't 
damaged than the requirement would make them remove it as part of the roof assembly. Mr. 
Catanzano stated he didn't know what the definition of damaged would be, but if removing the 
TPO roof that had screws going through the EPS, it would be damaged itself as well by nature of 
removing the screws. There was discussion if removing the screws would be considered 
"damaged;" how the section would be interpreted; if the insulation had to be brought up to the 
current level when replacing a roof; the difference between a roof replacement and roof 
recovering requirements; and that the change was for when a full roof replacement was needed. 
There was further discussion on concerns the change would require replacement of parts of the 
roof system that didn't need to be replaced as it wasn't damaged; if there was a specific problem 
the change was trying to fix; examples of how a TPO roof could be damaged without damage to 
the insulation; that insulation would adhere to the bottom of the dense deck and rip off in chunks. 
After discussion, Mr. Parker asked Ms. Hehnly do conduct a roll-call vote. 
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VOTING AYE: Brian Braley Clint Malley 
Bart Bartholomew Kelly Parker 
Jeremiah Bryant Lynn Sloan 
Blake Catanzano Charles Snyder 
Johnathan Jackson JW Williams 
Rick Johnston 

VOTING NAY: Lonnie Shackelford 
ABSTAIN: Todd Booze Steve Moore 

Donnie Williamson 

ABSENT: Eric Blalock Bill Kneeland 
Lee Fithian Kyle Lombardo 
Paul Gunderson John Staires 

ADJOURNMENT: (3:15 P.M.) 

MR. KELLY PARKER MADE A MOTION WITH A SECOND BY MR. CHARLES SNYDER 
TO ADJOURN 

VOTING AYE: Bart Bartholomew Steve Moore 
Brian Braley Kelly Parker 
Todd Booze Lonnie Shackelford 
Jeremiah Bryant Lynn Sloan 
Blake Catanzano Charles Snyder 
Jonathan Jackson JW Williams 
Rick Johnston Donny Williamson 
Clint Malley 

VOTING NAY: None 
ABSTAIN: None 

ABSENT: Eric Blalock Bill Kneeland 
Lee Fithian Kyle Lombardo 
Paul Gunderson John Staires 

Minutes approved by the committee on the 24th day of January, 2022 

KELLY PARKER 
Kelly Parker, Chairman 
OUBCC Energy Conservation Technical Committee 

PREPARED BY: KATHY HEHNLY 
Kathy Hehnly, Executive Assistant 
Oklahoma Uniform Building Code Commission 

Official Copy: Original with signatures in office file. 
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