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The meeting was called to order at 2:07 p.m.   
Present






Tamara Johnson, Chair, Springfield PUD

Paul Birkland, OPUC

Corey Cook, PacifiCorp

Scott Jennings, Verizon

Bill Kraxberger, PGE

Gary Lee, Charter Communications*

Gary Putnam, OPUC

Mark Simonson, UC/Synergetic 

John Wallace, OPUC

  *via teleconference
OJUA Staff

Genoa Ingram

Not Present 

Dave Chaney, Accent Inc.
Jim Corwin, Verizon
Stan Cowles, Qwest

Jim Flu, PacifiCorp 

Bill Kraxberger, PGE

Rob Kolosvary, PGE 

Jeff Liberty, Bend Broadband
Jim McGuire, PGE

Gary Payne, Qwest

Scott Wheeler, Comcast

Approval of Minutes

The minutes of March 9, 2010 meeting were approved as amended to reflect that Scott Jennings was present.    
Committee Chair

The Committee discussed assumption of the Chairmanship.  Gary Lee reported that the Executive Committee had discussed the possibility of Scott Wheeler assuming chairmanship.  Gary agreed to confirm that Scott’s schedule permitted him to allocate the time required.  It was discussed that if the Committee met every other month, it might be easier on everyone’s schedules. 

Committee Priorities
The Committee identified the following issues as committee priorities:

· Grandfathering; 

· Mapping Updates;

· Climbing Space/Boxing the Pole; 

· Pole Attachment Application (Standardization of)

John Wallace presented a copy of a letter he had written requesting an interpretation on NESC Rule 236 relating to climbing space/boxing the pole.  (EXHIBIT A)
Corey asked if anyone was aware of opinions or responses from communication entities where there was agreement on what types of issues would qualify for grandfathering.  Twelve-inch separation on the pole (between communication facilities), johnnyballs, and attaching to the mast were listed as a few examples.
Chair Johnson discussed pole attachment applications and the wide range any work product might encompass, noting that any application would be heavily influenced by contract.  John Wallace noted that the NESC rules were very vague.  Mark Simonson agreed, noting the complexity of the issue, particularly with multi-state companies.  John Wallace need to review product generated by Michelle Ness of Central Lincoln PUD for possible use by smaller entities to ensure that all elements had been met.  Gary Putnam asked how big an issue it is.  Gary Lee responded that it regularly comes up in contract negotiations. 
Mark Simonson went through a process in Idaho with three separate entities. However, one company wanted to specify the orientation on the pole. He added it would help to simplify that process.

The Committee prioritized the issues in the following order:

1. Climbing Space/Boxing the pole;

2. Pole Attachment Applications (standardization of);

3. Grandfathering;

4. Mapping Updates – (ongoing)

Climbing Space/Boxing the Pole

John Wallace reported that on April 30, immediately following Spring Training, he had initiated the request for clarification of Rule 236 and reviewed his correspondence with the IEEE.  He noted that he had attempted to be as non-biased as possible.  He has not received a response to date, but assumed that, once the IEE is able to get to it, it should be a fairly simple response.
Mark Simonson assumed that if the pole was tall enough, it could be boxed it.  John Wallace countered that if there was enough space to rotate up the pole, he would not consider that boxing.  He defined boxing as a four-way block.  Chair Johnson added that longitudinal cables that are parallel to each other might also fit that definition. 

Chair Johnson asked if the OJUA should send a follow-up request or wait for IEEE to respond to John’s letter.  Gary Lee expressed concern that the request had not been generated by the Committee.  John Wallace apologized to the Committee if he had jumped the gun, adding that his only intent was to generate a response.
Old Business

Staff was asked to revive the work products on pole application and forward to the Committee. 
In preparation for the next meeting, Chair Johnson suggested that the Committee obtain sample applications, a synopsis of the applicable OARs, and primers on NJUNS fields. 

The following sample survey questions were identified for possible Survey Monkey query:

1. Are you using NJUNs for pole applications?

2. Do you require additional information to be attached to the ticket?

3. What is your method of requiring an outside entity to attach to your pole?

4. How many different application forms do you currently use?

5. Demographic information:  

a. How many poles do you own? 

b. How many poles belonging to other companies do you attached to?

6. On average, approximately how many applications to you receive per year?

7. How do you receive and send communications?  

a. Hard copy 

b. Electronic 

c. Other (please explain) ____________

8. Is your company moving to a paperless process?

9. If the Standards Committee were to create a standardized form, would you find it useful?

OPUC staff will review appropriate OARs relating to applications.

Next Meeting  

The committee agreed by consensus that the standard committee meetings would be the third Tuesday of each month (or every other month, depending on the work load).  The next meeting of the OJUA Standards Committee was scheduled for Tuesday, June 15, 10:00 a.m. at the Salem office.

Adjourn

There was no further business and the meeting was adjourned at 3:38 p.m.
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