
OREGON JOINT USE ASSOCIATION
Legislative Committee

October 13, 2004 – Salishan Lodge
MINUTES

The meeting was called to order at 5:10 p.m.    A quorum was present.

Present




Richard Gray, Chair 


Jeff Kent

Roger Kuhlman

John Sullivan

Guests 

Mike Dewey, OCTA (via telephone)

Eric Merten, PGE

Staff


Genoa Ingram

OCTA

Mike Dewey, OCTA, identified the three remaining unresolved issues of OCTA’s 

Proposal
cost recovery proposal as follows:

a. Threshold or percentage of errors that will trigger reimbursement

b. Definition of “error”;
c. How much can be recovered.
The Committee discussed what might be achievable with regard to accuracy levels.  It was reported that Osmose had estimated that a 90-95 percent would likely result in a 30 percent increase in premium and that a 95 percent accuracy rate is probably not attainable.  The Committee agreed that, ideally, companies would participate in joint inspections and would draw from a list of qualified inspectors and, if all parties were working together in agreement, no monetary reimbursement would be made for errors.   

The Committee also discussed what might be considered an “acceptable” error rate:  20 percent for the first year, 15 percent for the second year and 10 percent thereafter. 

Merten questioned how the threshold would be applied if there were multiple licensees on a pole.  For example, if there were ten licensees per pole and 100 violations, would the policy be unique to each licensee?

Sullivan reviewed preliminary discussions of the Standards Committee regarding the definition of an error (See Exhibit A).  The Committee discussed various scenarios and how reimbursement policies might apply to each.  The Standards Committee will continue its work and members from the two Committees (Standards and Legislative) will form a work group to address the three remaining issues.  The two Committees will then make a joint recommendation to the Board. 

Chair Gray noted that there was a vacancy on the Committee following the departure of Sandy Coleman.  He announced that he would be making an appointment soon.  

Adjourn
There was no further business and the meeting was adjourned at 6:20 p.m.

OJUA STANDARDS COMMITTEE

DEFINITION OF ERROR

October 6, 2004

Discussion Notes
I. Most Common Errors:

a. Entity is not located on the pole

b. No violation exists

c. Cannot find the pole location or locate the violation on the pole

d. Entity did not create the violation

e. Another entity created the violation

f. Citing party does not own the pole

g. Dispute over interpretation of the code

II. Inspection types

a.
Bootleg

b. NESC violation

c. Permit Violation

d. Contract violation

e. Permit (pre/post)

III.    Issue

a. Permit date vs. installation date

b. Solicit joint inspection

c. Are facilities identified?

d. Does licensee have an inspection program?

IV. If Recovered, What Cost

a. Incurred average

b. Actual incurred

c. Fully loaded/allocated

The Committee reached general consensus that if pole owner was unable to identify the party involved due to lack of identification on the pole, then there should be no reimbursement.   Additionally, the percent of errors (threshold) that triggers reimbursement should be decided, as was the procedure for soliciting joint inspections.  Some factors could be dealt with in contract language. 
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