The State of Ohio 
Wireless 9-1-1 Advisory Board Meeting Minutes – November 13, 2006
Membership Present

Lynne Feller, Douglas Goergen, Bo Keck, Mike King, Serena Range
Also in attendance were members of the Ohio 9-1-1 Council; Ken Borror, Rick Hager, Shawn Smith (Ohio 9-1-1 Coordinator).

Chairman Mike King called to order the November 13, 2006 meeting of the State of Ohio Wireless 9-1-1 Advisory Board at 1:00 P.M. Recognition and introduction of Board members and 9-1-1 Council members was made by Chairman King, who declared a quorum of members present.

Approval of the Prior Meeting Notes:
Not applicable: this was the first meeting of the Wireless 9-1-1 Advisory Board. 

Presentation & Discussion: Ohio Wireless Enhanced 9-1-1
Shawn Smith reported on the first Ohio Wireless Enhanced 9-1-1 H.B. 361 Implementation Status report to the state legislature, as required by ORC 4931.70. The report was dated November 1, 2006. Copies of the report were provided to Board members and interested parties. A copy of the 
report is available on the PUCO website.

Mr. Smith provided a Powerpoint® overview of the report. Highlights of the overview included:

1. July 31, 2006 release of a joint Ohio 9-1-1 Coordinator and Advisory Board survey to 88 counties.

a. 85 counties responded.

b. Survey responses were stratified by county population.

i. Six tier system was established based on county population.

2. .32 monthly surcharge

a. Fourth (4th) lowest in the United States.

b. Estimated to generate $74 million in revenue.

c. Statewide Wireless 9-1-1 implementation estimated at $40 to $50 million.

d. Smaller population counties represent 45% of the state’s population.

i. However, many of these smaller counties will experience funding shortfalls under the current allocation scheme.

1. There is an indication of economies of scale with relation to the cost of implementation.

a. Larger counties cost do not increase in proportion to the level of funding they receive, resulting in excess funds.

3. Report Conclusion:

a. A change in the wireless monthly surcharge is not recommended at this time.

b. Changes need to be made regarding the allocation of the current monthly surcharge.

c. Further review of the allocation formula is needed:

i. Facilitate legislative change.

ii. Better align funding in relation to costs.

d. The Ohio 9-1-1 Council and Ohio 9-1-1 Advisory Board must jointly review and submit a recommendation to the legislature.

Mr. Smith then presented and overview of the current allocation scenario based on the six tier system, and five (5) alternative funding scenarios for consideration by the Board.
At the conclusion of the report, no formal action in response to Mr. Smith’s recommendations was taken by the Board. Mr. Smith was advised that the Board would study his recommendations for possible action at the next Board meeting.
New Business
The following individuals addressed the Board with comments regarding Mr. Smith’s report and/or other concerns:
Bill Omnert (Huron County EMA/911) - Expressed concerns regarding the .32 wireless monthly surcharge not providing sufficient funding for wireless implementation. Specific concerns centered on the .32 being the fourth lowest in the United States, the added financial burdens to PSAP from the telecom’s wireless tariffs, the sunset provision of the surcharge, and the need for fairness in providing Wireless 9-1-1 for the entire state. 

Bob Hall (Erie County 911) – mirrored the remarks of Mr. Omnert.

Jason Roblin (Huron County 911) mirrored the remarks of Mr. Omnert.

Brent Runge (Hocking County 911) – Inquired if the Advisory Board would be preparing bylaws, and if he could be provided a copy when adopted. He was informed that the Board would be preparing bylaws, and a copy would be available. Mr. Runge expressed concerns regarding the fairness and methodology of determining and approving the cost of telecom wireless tariffs, the resulting negative financial impact on PSAP operations, the need for PSAP cost recovery for Wireless 9-1-1 implementation, and the sunset provision of the surcharge.
Michael Dolhancryk (Trumbull County 911) – Expressed concerns regarding the economies of scale issues in relation to a single (countywide) PSAP, the need for stability of funding, and the inability of PSAPs to control costs in the future.
At the conclusion of the comments, no formal action was taken by the Board.

Other New Business:

None
Schedule Next Advisory Board Meeting:
The next Advisory Board meeting was not scheduled during this session.
Closing and Adjournment

Chairman King solicited closing remarks or comments by the Board members; with none received the meeting was adjourned at 1:45 P.M.  
� http://www.puco.ohio.gov/emplibrary/files/media/911Council/GeneralAssemblyReport2006.pdf
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