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	Region 35 (Oregon) 700 MHz Regional Planning Committee Minutes

November 17, 2009

9:00 AM to 12:00 PM

WCCCA

Lower Training Room

17911 NW Evergreen Parkway

Beaverton, Oregon 97006



	


The meeting was called to order at 9:05 am.  A quorum was present. 

The first portion of the meeting was dedicated to a joint meeting of the RPC and the SIEC executive committee.  Joe Kuran, chair opened the meeting by noting that the purpose of the meeting was to determine what the SIEC could do to assist the RPC in attracting interest in RPC business, and whether the SIEC could have a role in resolving frequency allocation disputes, should they come up.  
1.  Dispute Resolution: Chief Johnson, Chair of the SIEC noted that the SIEC has weaknesses in being an arbiter for RPC—SIEC is not an unbiased third-party, as it, for now, has oversight of the State’s Oregon Wireless Interoperability Network (OWIN), which will be an applicant for general use frequencies controlled by the RPC.  Murray Paolo noted that there is a great deal of difference between acting as an arbiter vs. making a recommendation.  He did not support the idea that the SIEC should arbitrate, but did support the idea that the SIEC could make recommendations.  Chief Johnson agreed with this point that a recommendation from the SIEC could be appropriate, and that arbitration was not an appropriate role for the SIEC.  Chief Johnson felt that  it would be important that the SIEC not be involved when it had a conflict of interest, either direct or perceived.  All conflicts, direct and indirect should be declared, and if direct, the SIEC should recuse itself from the matter.
Chief Johnson suggested that SIEC could make written recommendations to RPC, when asked.  Another question was, what triggers SIEC participation?  Consensus: RPC and/or either party to a disputed RPC decision, or a license applicant can request an opinion from SIEC, but care needs to be taken that it does not affect the request approval cycle.  The SIEC would make timely written recommendations available after the RPC had issued its determination, thereby allowing the SIEC to hear from all parties, and the RPC before issuing a recommendation.  The RPC could then reject or accept the SIEC recommendation.  It was agreed that the RPC should be the entity issuing the final opinion. 
2. County-like Allocations and the Frequency Allocation Plan: Kristie Wilde, SIEC, brought up the question, how to notify agencies when the frequencies allocated in the agency’s county are  being applied for.  The consensus was that the applicant for frequency assignment is to be responsible for notifying all possible affected agencies.  It was agreed that the notification should be a responsibility of the applicant, and that PSAPS should be among the agencies notified.
There was discussion about the Frequency Allocation Plan for Region 35.  John McCaslin, State of Oregon argued against allowing application for frequencies in a county allocation by an entity that was not located in, or serving that county-wide area where the frequencies were assigned. Joel Harrington, who wrote the original 800 MHz plan suggested that the plan should include a 10 year sunset for the county allocations.  Kristi Wilde brought up the idea that the Plan itself should be reviewed every few years.  Then, the county allocations can be considered as a part of a mandated 10 year review of the whole plan.  It was agreed that the plan, and the allocations should be reviewed after 10 years.
Joe Kuran/Dave Brooks discussion about 25 kHz vs. 12.5 kHz channel bandwidth.  Joe’s main point is that 25 kHz is better because it fits in with future use.  He stated that a 12.5 pack cannot be “reassembled” into a 25 pack for 4:1 in the future, so the eventual transition to 25 kHz would not be efficient.  Dave made the point that presently, a 12.5 pack is more spectrum efficient because a 25 kHz pack will leave “orphans” in the short term.  Nancy Jesuale posed the question of whether the 29 channels allocated by the latest 25 kHz pack are fair and reasonable for the Portland Metro area and is it fair, given the large amount of population in the area?  Discussion about the latest 25 kHz pack:  Is it accepted and a part of the plan?  The Committee noted that the current pack  approved on June 25, 2009.  The committee consensus was to retain 25 kHz channels. The Committee agreed that it had accepted the channel pack.  If any party wishes to provide an alternative pack for consideration, it was agreed that this should be provided no later than December 18, 2009.
 

 Continued Review of the Plan:  The Committee agreed that editing of the final sections of the plan would continue at the next RPC meeting on December 1, 2009.  The Committee also set a second meeting in December on December 18 at WCCCA.  Notice is to be posted to the Region 35 web site (www.region-35.org)
The Meeting was Adjourned at 11:55 am.

Attendees:

By Conference Bridge:

Ray Ganner

Karl Larson, City of Portland , Y
Mary Newell ,City of Newberry, Y

Jim Walz

In Person:

Leslie Taylor, Lake Oswego, Voting Member: Y

John Swiecick, TriMet, Y

Joe Kuran, WCCCA, Y

Nancy Jesuale, TriMet, N

John McCaslin, ODOT/OSP, Y
John Hartsock, C800, Y
Larson Grabenkort, Motorola, N

Murray Paolo, Yamhill County, Y

Dan Delaney, Motorola, N

Blair Quaggali, Motorola, N

Katie Lovette, Motorola, N

Steve Shelton, Day Wireless, N

Kristi Wilde, Central Lane 911/ SIEC N

Mark Spross, Clackamas County Communications, Y

Jeff Johnson, TVFR/ SIEC, N

Joel Harrington, AdCom Engineering, N

A.J. Oconnor, TriMet, N

