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COMBINING AR 506 & AR 510

PUC Staff does not object to combining of AR 510 with AR 506 Phase Il so long as AR 510
does not delay AR 506’s hearing schedule or final adoption. The proposed rules in AR 506
have been well-evaluated by the Oregon Joint Use Association (OJUA), industry and Staff;
and they are ready for formal rulemaking action by the PUC. The Commission should move
forward on AR 506 Phase Il rules so that they are adopted and made effective by January 1,
2007. Staff commends OJUA and the industry for its hard work in the development of better
sanction principles that will improve cooperation between pole owners and occupants. Staff
is supportive of this effort. However, Staff believes that some sanction issues will need
further review, and that may disrupt the AR 506 schedule.

WIRELESS TELECOMMUNICATION ATTACHMENTS

At least three wireless telecommunications providers have asked the Commission to consider
wireless attachment issues in AR 506. Wireless telecommunications is still an emerging
industry and brings unforeseen challenges to utility pole management and to utility
rights-of-way. It should be noted that Staff has not had enough time to research issues
associated with how Oregon’s attachment statutes (i.e., ORS 757.270 through ORS 757.290
and ORS 759.650 through ORS 759.675) apply to wireless attachments, nor have we
formulated policies related to wireless communications except that they must comply with
the National Electrical Safety Code and Commission safety rules. Staff agrees that wireless
attachments deserve timely and thorough attention by the Commission, but Staff believes that
this should be done in a forum separate from AR 506. Staff believes there are simply too
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many new issues associated with the attachment pole top cluster antennas and other antennas
to poles. (See Attachments A and B). By considering wireless attachment issues in a
separate docket, industry and Staff can conduct workshops so that interested persons can vet
their issues so that appropriate solutions can be found and new PUC rules adopted.

In 1998 the Federal Communication Commission (FCC) brought wireless attachments to the
national forefront by ordering utility pole owners to provide wireless providers with access
to their poles at reasonable rates pursuant the Federal Communications Act of 1996

(See 47 U.S.C. 8224). In 2004, the FCC reminded pole owners that wireless providers
“...are entitled to the benefits and protections of the ...[Act] for the attachment to utility
poles of antennas or antenna clusters and associated equipment.” The United States Supreme
Court affirmed this determination in National Cable Telecommunications Ass’n v. Gulf
Power Co., 534 U.S. 327 (2002). The FCC stated that “Providing wireless carriers with
access to existing utility poles facilitates the deployment of cell sites to improve the coverage
and reliability of their wireless networks in a cost-efficient and environmentally friendly
manner. Such deployment will promote public safety, enable wireless carriers to better
provide telecommunications and broadband services and increase competition and consumer
welfare in these markets.”

Oregon is one of 18 states that has exercised its right to preempt FCC pole attachment
regulations. Even though Oregon does not have to follow FCC regulations, it behooves the
PUC and the industry to set sound policy and precedent for wireless antenna deployments in
Oregon. In order to do that, the OJUA, PUC Staff and industry must have workshops on
wireless attachment issues. It should be understood that current PUC attachment rules in
OAR Chapter 860, Division 028 were not written and adopted with the wireless industry in
mind. Moreover, the proposed rules in AR 506, for both new and amended safety and
attachment regulations, were not evaluated by staff with consideration for wireless issues.
They were intended to apply to utilities and operators with linear hard-wired conductor or
cable systems. It should be emphasized that the wireless industry, to Staff’s knowledge, has
not until recently given input during any phase of the AR 506 proceeding.

The OJUA, PUC and industry need to give adequate notice for involvement by interested
parties and members of the public to attend forums and workshops about wireless issues and
regulatory solutions. Staff is concerned whether adequate notice has been provided by the
Commission in AR 506 to formulate wireless policy. It should be further noted that to date,
the PUC has not had any complaint dockets related to disputes between wireless providers
and Oregon pole owners.

In summary, staff agrees that it is important to create rules that apply to wireless providers.
The rules must be crafted in a thoughtful and thorough manner. Staff understands the
wireless providers will submit further comments about these matters and staff will carefully
review them to see if they address staff’s concerns.

1 public Notice of the Federal Communications Commission, DA 04-4046, December 23, 2004. See
http://hraunfoss.fcc.gov/edocs_public/attachmatch/DA-04-4046 Al.pdf
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The following is a partial list of issues that should be considered in forums and
workshops regarding wireless pole attachments.

ACCESS

e Do wireless providers (WP) have rights under the Oregon statutes to virtually all
space on utility poles (including pole top, electric space, communication worker
safety zone, communication space, and public space)? For example, should WPs
have access to poles above the “communications space” on poles? (Oregon
statutes and PUC rules, including rental rate and reduction formulas, seem to only
contemplate access to limited space on the pole.?)

e Should WP be denied access only for reasons of insufficient capacity, or safety,
reliability or engineering concerns? For example, what about aesthetic issues
required for large and high antenna clusters?

SAFETY AND TECHNICAL STANDARDS

o Are the National Electrical Safety Code (NESC) and Commission safety rules
adequate as the minimum standard for the construction, operation, and
maintenance of wireless attachments?

e Who will be the qualified workers who may install and maintain pole top
antennas and other antennas in the pole electric space in proximity to energized
electric lines?

e What about aviation safety, RF (radio frequency) exposure, and other special
safety and health issues?

e What are the responsibilities of pole owners in permitting and coordinating new
wireless antenna attachments?

2 Socket To Me, A Publication of Troutman Sanders LLP, Addressing Utility Telecommunications & The
Law, Bulletin #67, December 29, 2004. (See website --
http://www.troutmansanders.com/pg/pdf/Tele122904.pdf#search=%22Socket%20t0%20me%20Bulletin%?2
0%2367%22
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PROCESSES

e What processes and schedules are appropriate for new wireless attachment
applications?

e What special inspection, making ready, and acceptance processes, if any, are
needed by pole owners for WP that are different from the processes for traditional
pole occupants?

CONTRACT RATES, TERMS & CONDITIONS

o Are WP entitled to the same attachment rates as cable television and

telecommunications providers? How would pole attachment formulas apply to
pole mounted antennas and cluster antennas?

RELATIONSHIPS

o Will the PUC dispute resolution processes for pole owners and occupants

(e.g., cable television, linear telecommunications operators ) be appropriate
for WP?

e Should the OJUA have a representative from the wireless industry on its Board?
Should the OJUA encourage WP to file complaints with it?

e Should the PUC encourage WP to file complaints with it? To date, the PUC has

not received any formal complaints related to disputes between pole owners
and WP.



SOCKET TO ME
December 29, 2004 Bulletin #67

- A Publication of Troutman Sanders LLP, Addressing Utility Telecommunications & The Law

FCC WIRELESS BUREAU DECREES THAT POLE TOPS MUST BE MADE AVAILABLE FOR
WIRELESS ATTACHMENTS

In a Public Notice (DA 04-4046) released December 23, 2004, the FCC's Wireless Telecommunications
Bureau decreed that wireless telecommunications carriers must be granted access to the tops of utility
poles for placement of wireless antennas. In addition, the Bureau stated that wireless carriers cannot be
assessed "access fees" in addition to the statutory pole rental rate and "reasonable make-ready fees."

The Bureau's pronouncement was not made in the context of any adjudication or rule making. Rather, it
was presented as a "reminder” to utility pole owners, as if this question were already a matter of settled
law. The precedent cited by the Bureau is the 1999 Order on Reconsideration of the Local Competition
Order, a document that does not even mention wireless antenna attachments. Ironically, in the Order on
Reconsideration the Commission acknowledged the traditional distinction between the "electric" space on
a pole and the "communications" space and ruled that electric utilities may reserve pole capacity in the
electric space, which lies above the communications space, for communications facilities needed to
support their core business. Having so ruled, the Commission saw no need to establish a presumption
that electric utilities may reasonably reserve pole capacity above the communications space. The
Wireless Bureau, however, interprets the Commission's refusal to adopt the presumption as a ruling that
the space above the communications space cannot be reserved for utility use only.

The Public Notice seems intended to promote the deployment of wireless networks by ruling in general on
the terms and conditions of access to pole tops by wireless carriers. Yet the Public Notice may create
more disputes than it settles, considering that:

= The Public Notice "encourages" wireless telecommunications carriers to file complaints.
= The Wireless Bureau's premise is questionable and may not be valid.

= The Public Notice may be used by cable companies and linear telecommunications carriers to
argue that they too should have access to pole capacity above the "communications space" in light
of the Bureau's declaration that the only limits on access are those contained in the Pole
Attachments Act, namely, insufficient capacity, or safety, reliability or engineering concerns.

= The logical effect of the Public Notice is to create a right of access to virtually all space on the pole,
yet the FCC's pole rental rate formulas contemplate access to limited space on the pole, raising the
prospect of inadequate cost recovery by the pole owner.

= The Public Notice sets up a dispute over who may install and maintain the pole top attachments (or
attachments in the electric space) in proximity to energized electric lines and for what
compensation.

= The Public Notice speaks of "reasonable make-ready fees," which opens a debate about the
means by which a utility can recover its actual out-of-pocket expenses for make-ready work.

= The Public Notice is silent about aviation safety and rf exposure concerns that may be raised when
a pole becomes an antenna support structure.

This matter would have been better addressed in a notice-and-comment proceeding.
FCC REVISES ITS 800 MHZ REBANDING ORDER
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The FCC, on its own motion, made significant changes to the 800 MHz rebanding order (WT Docket 02-
55). They include providing $452 million in additional credits for the spectrum that Nextel will return to the
FCC. The FCC also altered its plan for addressing interference concerns by adopting Nextel's interim
interference protection standard. Specifically, the FCC'’s revisions include:

= Clarifying that mobile-only systems operating on a secondary basis on former General Category
Channels 1-120 may continue to operate on said channels on a secondary basis.

= Clarifying when public safety and Critical Infrastructure Industry (ClII) licensees gain exclusive
access to channels vacated by “Enhanced Specialized Mobile Radio” (ESMR) licensees as a part
of band reconfiguration.

= Specifying that non-public safety and non-Cll incumbents operating on Channels 231-260 may
continue to operate on these channels.

= Declining to impose a two percent limit on administrative costs associated with incumbent
relocation.

= Modifying the rules affecting the “freeze” on 800 MHz license modification applications during
reconfiguration of a given National Public Safety Planning Advisory Committee (NPSPAC) region.

= Setting interim received power level thresholds that non-cellular systems must maintain in order to
claim protection against unacceptable interference during band reconfiguration.

= Setting out provisions for abating interference to public safety systems that do not meet the interim
received power level thresholds.

= Clarifying which Economic Area (EA) licensees are eligible for relocation to channels above 817
MHz/ 862 MHz.

= Declining to afford relocating licensees their choice of channels, if they are relocated to comparable
facilities.

= Defining the parameters governing the voluntary relocation of CMRS licensees to the Guard Band.
= Prohibiting “high site” systems above 817 MHz/862 MHz.

The text of the FCC’s Order can be found here: http://hraunfoss.fcc.gov/edocs public/attachmatch/FCC-
04-294A1.doc

UTAH PSC UPHOLDS PENALTY CHARGES FOR UNAUTHORIZED POLE ATTACHMENTS

On December 21, 2004, the Utah Public Service Commission (“PSC”) ruled that PacifiCorp, dba Utah
Power (“PacifiCorp”) is entitled to $3.8 million from Comcast Cable Communications (“Comcast”) for pole
attachment rent, penalties for unauthorized pole attachments and out-of-pocket expenses related to
PacifiCorp's audit of pole attachments in Utah.

Comcast filed its complaint in October of 2003, challenging the right of PacifiCorp to impose penalties for
unauthorized pole attachments and to impose a share of the costs of conducting an audit of pole
attachments (STM #62). In its decision, the PSC found that Comcast had made attachments to some
39,000 distribution poles, for which it was unable to produce evidence of authorization to make such
attachments. The PSC upheld the validity of a contract provision permitting PacifiCorp to impose a $60
per pole penalty for unauthorized attachments and also required Comcast to pay back rent for these
attachments. In addition the PSC held Comcast responsible for almost $900,000 as its share of the cost
of an audit of pole attachments conducted by PacifiCorp.
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This decision is the only decision in the country that we know of where a substantial penalty for
unauthorized attachments, in addition to back rent, has been approved in a case where the penalty was
challenged by a cable company or telecommunications company. In states where pole attachments are
regulated by the FCC, the remedy for unauthorized pole attachments is limited to back rent. Utah,
however, has exercised its right to pre-empt FCC pole attachment jurisdiction and the PSC rejected
Comcast's argument that the PSC ought to follow FCC precedent.

Although the body of pole attachment law in the 32 states where the FCC regulates pole attachments is
relatively settled, that is not the case in the other 18 states (plus the District of Columbia) where policy
and precedent are still being developed. The text of the PSC’s decision can be found here:
hitp://www.psc.utah.gov/elec/04orders/Dec/0303528RO.htm

FILING DEADLINE ANNOUNCED FOR MULTIPLE ADDRESS SYSTEMS AUCTION

The FCC has announced the procedures and minimum opening bids for the upcoming auction of 4,226
Multiple Address Systems (“MAS”) licenses in the 928/959 and 932/941 MHz bands. MAS licenses are
available for the terrestrial point-to-multipoint and point-to-point fixed and mobile transmissions of a
licensee’s products or services, excluding video entertainment material, to a licensee’s customer or for its
own internal communications.

Pre-Auction Dates and Deadlines

= The FCC’s Short-Form Application (FCC Form 175) must be filed between February 23, 2005
(12:00 p.m. ET) and March 4, 2005 (6:00 p.m. ET).

= Upfront Payments (via wire transfer) are due April 1, 2005 (6:00 p.m. ET).

= Mock Auction held April 21, 2005.

= Auction begins April 26, 2005.

Companies desiring to take advantage of this rare opportunity must begin preparing now for this auction.
The specific MAS auction information can be found here: MAS Auction Procedures

TROUTMAN SANDERS LLP “ON THE ROAD”

Richard Keck, a partner in our Atlanta, GA office, discussed how to deal with BPL to state regulators and
staff at a pre-conference workshop conducted by the Quelllo Center prior to the 36" annual Michigan
State University Public Utilities Institute Conference in Charleston, South Carolina on December 5, 2004.

FOR MORE INFORMATION

For more information on these topics, please contact any of the attorneys found at the link below:
Troutman Sanders LLP Telecommunications & Technology Practice Group

The Troutman Sanders LLP Newsletter is intended to provide general information about legal and
regulatory utility developments which may be of interest. It is not intended to be comprehensive nor to
provide specific legal advice and should not be acted or relied upon as doing so. If you would like further
information or specific advice, please contact our office.
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VERIZON
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ELECTRIC LIGHTWAVE

MATT COONS

SEBASTIAN MC CROHAN
COMSPANUSA

KARLA WENZEL
PORTLAND GENERAL ELECTRIC

SCOTT THOMPSON

COLE RAYWID & BRAVERMAN LLP
1919 PENNSYLVANIA AVE NW STE 200
WASHINGTON DC 20006

JILL VALENSTEIN

COLE, RAYWID, & BRAVERMAN, LLP
1919 PENNSYLVANIA AVE NW, STE 200
WASHINGTON DC 20006

KEVIN L SAVILLE

FRONTIER COMMUNICATIONS OF AMERICA INC
2378 WILSHIRE BLVD.

MOUND MN 55364

CATHERINE A MURRAY

ESCHELON TELECOM OF OREGON INC
730 SECOND AVE S STE 900
MINNEAPOLIS MN 55402-2489

RICHARD STEWART
VERIZON NORTHWEST INC
600 HIDDEN RIDGE
HQEO3J28

IRVING TX 75038

FRANK X MCGOVERN
QUALITY TELEPHONE INC
PO BOX 7310

DALLAS TX 75209-0310
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VERIZON CORPORATE SERVICES
707 17TH STREET

DENVER CO 80202

JEANNETTE C BOWMAN
IDAHO POWER COMPANY
PO BOX 70

BOISE ID 83707

BRENT VAN PATTEN
IDAHO POWER COMPANY
PO BOX 70

BOISE ID 83707

RANDALL MILLER

PACIFIC POWER & LIGHT
1407 W N TEMPLE STE 220
SALT LAKE CITY UT 84116

KRISTIN L JACOBSON
SPRINT NEXTEL

201 MISSION ST STE 1400
SAN FRANCISCO CA 94105

STEPHEN R CIESLEWICZ
CN UTILITY CONSULTING
PO BOX 746

NOVATO CA 94948-0746

DAVID LUCHINI

CENTURYTEL OF OREGON INC
PO BOX 327

AURORA OR 97002

JOHN SULLIVAN

OREGON JOINT USE ASSOCIATION
2213 SW 153RD DR

BEAVERTON OR 97006

RENEE WILLER
VERIZON NORTHWEST INC

20575 NW VON NEUMANN DR STE 150 MC OR030156

HILLSBORO OR 97006
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SCOTT WHEELER

COMCAST PHONE OF OREGON LLC
9605 SW NIMBUS AVE

BEAVERTON OR 97008

WILLIAM C WOODS

OREGON JOINT USE ASSOCIATION
9605 SW NIMBUS AVE

BEAVERTON OR 97008

KEENE C BASSO
CLATSKANIE PUD

PO BOX 216
CLATSKANIE OR 97016

NANCY JUDY

EMBARQ COMMUNICATIONS INC
902 WASCO ST A0412

HOOD RIVER OR 97031

TOM MCGOWAN

UNITED TELEPHONE COMPANY OF THE NORTHWEST

902 WASCO ST
HOOD RIVER OR 97031

BARBARA YOUNG
UNITED TELEPHONE COMPANY OF THE
NORTHWEST/EMBARQ

902 WASCO ST - ORHDRA0412
HOOD RIVER OR 97031-3105

BILL KIGGINS

CLEAR CREEK MUTUAL TELEPHONE CO
18238 S FISCHERS MILL RD

OREGON CITY OR 970445-9696

SCOTT ROSENBALM

MCMINNVILLE CITY OF WATER & LIGHT
PO BOX 638

MCMINNVILLE OR 97128-0638
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SARAH K WALLACE

DAVIS WRIGHT TREMAINE
1300 SW FIFTH AVENUE
SUITE 2300

PORTLAND OR 97201

MARK P TRINCHERO

DAVIS WRIGHT TREMAINE LLP
1300 SW FIFTH AVE STE 2300
PORTLAND OR 97201-5682

JENNIFER BUSCH

PORTLAND GENERAL ELECTRIC
121 SW SALMON ST

PORTLAND OR 97204

RANDALL DAHLGREN
PORTLAND GENERAL ELECTRIC
121 SW SALMON ST 1WTC 0702
PORTLAND OR 97204

ALEX M DUARTE
QWEST CORPORATION
421 SW OAK ST STE 810
PORTLAND OR 97204

RICHARD GRAY

PORTLAND CITY OF - OFFICE OF TRANSPORTATION

1120 SW 5TH AVE RM 800
PORTLAND OR 97204

BARBARA HALLE

PORTLAND GENERAL ELECTRIC
121 SW SALMON ST 1 WTC-13
PORTLAND OR 97204

DOUG KUNS

PORTLAND GENERAL ELECTRIC
121 SW SALMON ST

PORTLAND OR 97204
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KEVIN O'CONNOR

TIME WARNER TELECOM
520 SW 6TH AVE
PORTLAND OR 97204

INARA K SCOTT

PORTLAND GENERAL ELECTRIC
121 SW SALMON ST

PORTLAND OR 97204

JEFF KENT

QWEST

8021 SW CAPITOL HILL RD
ROOM 180

PORTLAND OR 97219

HEIDI CASWELL
PACIFICORP

825 NE MULTNOMAH ST
PORTLAND OR 97232

CECE L COLEMAN

PACIFIC POWER & LIGHT

825 NE MULTNOMAH STE 800
PORTLAND OR 97232

PETE CRAVEN

PACIFICORP

825 NE MULTNOMAH - STE 300
PORTLAND OR 97232

BILL CUNNINGHAM
PACIFICCORP

825 NE MULTNOMAH STE 1500
PORTLAND OR 97232

WILLIAM EAQUINTO

PACIFIC POWER & LIGHT

825 NE MULTNOMAH - STE 1700
PORTLAND OR 97232
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COREY FITZGERALD
PACIFIC POWER & LIGHT

825 NE MULTNOMAH STE 800
PORTLAND OR 97232

ANDREA L KELLY

PACIFICORP DBA PACIFIC POWER & LIGHT
825 NE MULTNOMAH ST STE 2000
PORTLAND OR 97232

LAURA RAYPUSH

PACIFICORP

825 NE MULTNOMAH, STE 1700
PORTLAND OR 97232

JIM DEASON

ATTORNEY AT LAW

1 SW COLUMBIA ST, SUITE 1600
PORTLAND OR 97258-2014

SUSAN K ACKERMAN
ATTORNEY

PO BOX 10207

PORTLAND OR 97296-0207

DOUG COOLEY

CENTURYTEL OF OREGON INC
707 13TH ST STE 280

SALEM OR 97301

DON GODARD

OREGON PUD ASSOCIATION
727 CENTER ST NE - STE 305
SALEM OR 97301

GENOA INGRAM

OREGON JOINT USE ASSOCIATION
1286 COURT ST NE

SALEM OR 97301

SANDRA FLICKER

OREGON RURAL ELECTRIC COOPERATIVE ASSN
707 13TH ST SE STE 200

SALEM OR 97301-4005
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BRANT WOLF ,

OREGON TELECOMMUNICATIONS ASSN
707 13TH ST SE STE 280

SALEM OR 97301-4036

MICHAEL T WEIRICH

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

REGULATED UTILITY & BUSINESS SECTION
1162 COURT ST NE

SALEM OR 97301-4096

MICHAEL DEWEY

OREGON CABLE AND TELECOMMUNICATIONS
ASSOCIATION

1249 COMMERCIAL ST SE

SALEM OR 97302

ROGER KUHLMAN
633 7TH ST NW
SALEM OR 97304

DAVID P VAN BOSSUYT
PORTLAND GENERAL ELECTRIC
4245 KALE ST NE

SALEM OR 97305

ANDREA FOGUE

LEAGUE OF OREGON CITIES
PO BOX 928

1201 COURT ST NE STE 200
SALEM OR 97308

"~ TOM O'CONNOR

OREGON MUNICIPAL ELECTRIC UTILITIES ASSOC

PO BOX 928
SALEM OR 97308-0928

JERRY MURRAY

PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION
PO BOX 2148

- SALEM OR 97308-2148
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GARY PUTNAM

PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION
PO BOX 2148

SALEM OR 97308-2148

JOHN WALLACE

PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION
PO BOX 2148

SALEM OR 97308-2148

THE HONORABLE ROBERT ACKERMAN
OREGON HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
900 COURT ST NE RM H-389

SALEM OR 97310

JIM MARQUIS
PACIFICORP

830 OLD SALEM RD
ALBANY OR 97321

J WHITE

MONMOUTH CITY OF
151 W MAIN ST
MONMOUTH OR 97361

DAVE WILDMAN
MONMOUTH CITY OF
401 N HOGAN RD
MONMOUTH OR 97361

DENISE ESTEP
CENTRAL LINCOLN PUD
PO BOX 1126
NEWPORT OR 97365

MICHAEL L WILSON
CENTRAL LINCOLN PUD
2129 N COAST HWY
NEWPORT OR 97365-0090

GENERAL MANAGER

PIONEER TELEPHONE COOPERATIVE
1304 MAIN ST PO BOX 631
PHILOMATH OR 97370
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STUART SLOAN
CONSUMER POWER INC
PO BOX 1180
PHILOMATH OR 97370

CHRISTY MONSON

SPEER, HOYT, JONES, FEINMAN, ET AL
975 OAK STREET, SUITE 700

EUGENE OR 97401

CRAIG ANDRUS
EMERALD PUD

33733 SEAVEY LOOP RD
EUGENE OR 97405-9614

MARK OBERLE

EUGENE WATER & ELECTRIC BOARD (EWEB)
PO BOX 10148

EUGENE OR 97440

SCOTT ADAMS

COOS-CURRY ELECTRIC COOPERATIVE INC
PO BOX 1268

PORT ORFORD OR 97465

LINDA L SPURGEON

COOS CURRY ELECTRIC COOPERATIVE
PO BOX 1268

PORT ORFORD OR 97465

MARTY PATROVSKY
WANTEL INC

1016 SE OAK AVE
ROSEBURG OR 97470

TAMARA JOHNSON
SPRINGFIELD UTILITY BOARD
PO BOX 300

SPRINGFIELD OR 97477

RICHARD W RYAN

HUNTER COMMUNICATIONS INC
801 ENTERPRISE DR STE 101
CENTRAL POINT OR 97502
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RONALD W JONES

IBEW LOCAL 659

4480 ROGUE VALLEY HWY #3
CENTRAL POINT OR 97502-1695

SCOTT JOHNSON
ASHLAND CITY OF

90 NORTH MOUNTAIN AVE
ASHLAND OR 97520

PRIORITYONE TELECOMMUNICATIONS INC
PO BOX 758
LA GRANDE OR 97850-6462

EUGENE A FRY
MILLENNIUM DIGITAL MEDIA
3633 136TH PL SE #107
BELLEVUE WA 98006

CINDY MANHEIM
CINGULAR WIRELESS
PO BOX 97061
REDMOND WA 98073

BROOKS HARLOW
MILLER NASH LLP

601 UNION ST STE 4400
SEATTLE WA 98101-2352

BRIAN THOMAS

TIME WARNER TELECOM OF OREGON LLC
223 TAYLORAVEN

SEATTLE WA 98109-5017

RICHARD J BUSCH

GRAHAM & DUNN PC

PIER 70

2801 ALASKAN WAY STE 300
SEATTLE WA 98121-1128
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STEVEN LINDSAY
VERIZON

C/O SUSAN BURKE
1800 41ST ST
EVERETT WA 98201

GARY LEE

CHARTER COMMUNICATIONS CORP
521 NE 136TH AV

VANCOUVER WA 98684

Printed: 9/28/2006

# Labels: 89

11 of 11



