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1) The meeting was called to order by the chair at 1:35 PM.

2) Since everyone knew each other, introductions were skipped.

3) Roster Check: 

Apologies were received from Kris Ranjan, John St. Clair and Jim Marek.  Herb Pflanz, member and friend, has resigned from the sub-committee and its working groups. The committee expressed their appreciation to Herb for his many years of service to the HV Fuse subcommittee and its working groups. Al Worland has retired from Southern California Edison – Tim will check with him to see if he intends to continue as a member of the subcommittee.

4) 
Approval of May 5th 2004 minutes : Minutes were accepted as circulated.

5) 
Report from the Chair

Adscom issues:
a. It was emphasized again that in addition to “High Voltage” in our document titles the actual voltage range covered should be included in order to have a successful PAR. 

b. Dave Stone is suggesting that all standards that use notes should contain a footnote at the first incidence of their use stating that notes in text, tables and figures are informative and not normative.  A motion to this effect was passed by ADSCOM. 

Secretary’s note: In the 2005 proposed style manual, there is a requirement that the following footnote appear at the first instance of the use of a note – “Notes in text, tables and figures of a standard are given for information only, and do not contain requirements needed to implement the standard”. 

c. Tim reminded everyone that each working group meeting must begin with a discussion concerning patents, as mandated by the IEEE.  This must be reflected in the meeting minutes.

d. Ted Olsen will introduce a motion at the Switchgear Committee meeting requiring that all standards list current members of the committee in addition to members of the Working group, subcommittee, and balloters. Secretary’s note: Ted made this objection to the re-circulation ballot of C37.48 until he found that virtually no other standards did this.
e. Keith Grey has suggested that C37.100 be made into something other than a “standard”, so that editorial changes to definitions (already voted on in other standards) can be quickly implemented without a balloting process.

6) Working Group Reports

a) Revision of Fuse Specification Standards – Mark Stavnes reported that the Working Group met on Monday the 20th of September with 8 members and 4 guests present.  He reported that the final changes to PC37.45 were discussed, and it is hoped to have an IEEE ballot before the end of the year.  A few revisions were made to PC37.43, and the intention is to ballot the working group in the next few months and achieve an IEEE ballot before the next meeting.  There was continuing discussion as to whether PC37.53.1 should be pursued or whether it could be passed to UL as procedure document.  A letter to those manufacturers with an interest in motor starter fuses and to UL will be drafted.  The general feeling of the group was that the present document (a conformance document) does not fit into the IEEE series of fuse standards and it would require a lot of work (possibly unnecessary work) to make it suitable for inclusion.  However it was felt that if maintaining the document were important to certain manufacturers then the effort would have to be made.  The next document to receive attention will be C37.42 (distribution class expulsion fuses). Mark requested permission to apply for a PAR to do this, and Frank Muench made the motion, Ray Capra seconded it, and it was passed unanimously.

b) Revision of Fuse Standards -- John Leach reported that the Working Group met on September 22nd 2004 with 10 of 17 active members present, and 3 guests. John reported that Draft 10 of PC37.48, Application Guide, passed a second recirculation ballot with no negatives, and has been submitted to RevCom for approval. Work has begun on a revision of C37.41 (testing requirements), and sufficient changes have been proposed that with subcommittee approval, a PAR to revise this document will be submitted in the next two weeks.  Many of the proposed changes have been generated as a result of efforts to introduce changes into IEC fuse standards to bring them more into line with North American type application requirements.  These IEC changes are presently in a CDV that is out for ballot. 

7) Report of Liaison to Other Committees

a) ER&P (Education, Recognition and Publication) Committee – Tim Royster reported that an effort is underway to identify suitable candidates for admission to the rank of “fellow” in the IEEE.  Publishing papers and being granted patents are two of the criteria that can lead to this award. 
b) Common Clauses – Tim Royster and Frank Muench reported on the balloting of C37.100.1.  Of 154 ballots, 126 were returned with 84 approved, 38 negative and 4 abstentions.  There were 1065 comments!  Dave Stone feels that none of the negatives are “show stoppers” and some areas that posed problems will be removed from the document.  Frank said that the document does not fit well into our fuse documents, and most of it will not be relevant for us.  However, working groups will be able to opt in to certain clauses and will not have to adopt the document as a whole.  He listed the various areas covered by the negatives and some of the approaches being taken to resolve them.  It is anticipated that the document will be re-balloted before the end of the year. 

8)  
Report of IEC Activities

John Leach reported that there had been no IEC meetings since that reported on at the last HV fuse subcommittee meeting, and that the CDV, discussed at that time, had indeed been issued for National comments before December.  At the moment the plan is to recommend an affirmative vote for the USA, with comments to the effect that while we feel that a 10 minute holding period is necessary, the increase from 1 to 5 minutes is enough of an improvement that we are prepared to support it.

9)  
Unfinished Business  -- None

10)
New Business:  

Mark Stavnes reported that there had been discussion in the Revision of Fuse Specification Standards Working Group regarding the long-term future of the documents from NEMA/ANSI that it was processing, in relation to the remaining IEEE fuse standards.  Guidance was being sought from the subcommittee.  Several people expressed the opinion that, while the separation of testing (C37.41) and individual product standards that contained additional “numbers” (e.g. preferred current ratings, arc voltages, BIL numbers, etc.), had a sound historical basis, this was not necessarily the only, or best, way of doing things now (for example, a preferred voltage rating in a product specification standard has to be reflected in an equivalent voltage in C37.41 where the test conditions are specified – since the two standards are not necessarily revised at the same time, conflicts or confusion can arise).  

Alternatives discussed by the subcommittee included incorporating C37.41 through C37.47 into one large test document that contained all of the necessary testing information.  Such a “telephone book” would mean the purchase of only one document instead of six.  The main objection to this was that such a document would be quite large – probably 100 pages compared to the present 75 pages for C37.41 - secretary.  On the other hand, significant duplication between 41, 43, 45, 46, and 47 would be eliminated (eliminating about 60 pages from the present “stack” of documents - secretary).  Another suggestion was to divide 41 through 47 into two separate documents one for expulsion fuses and one for current-limiting fuses, as is done by IEC.  This would however lead to a significant amount of duplication between the documents, and would pose problems for combination type fuses (e.g. some capacitor fuses) that would require testing to be taken from both documents.  There would also be some confusion from changing the number of one or both fuse test documents – the best solution probably being to adopt C37.41.1 and C37.41.2 for the two standards. 

The general conclusion was that a decision did not need to be taken at this time, as all of the former NEMA/ANSI documents needed to be brought into the IEEE format first.  However, it was observed, while this was being done as well as while changes are being made to C37.41, it behooves us to consider the ultimate goal of reducing the number of separate fuse test standards.  It was suggested that C37.41 be examined to determine the effect of making a greater distinction between sections that cover expulsion fuses and those that cover CL fuses with a view to ultimately splitting it up that way.

11)
Future Meetings:   


St. Pete Beach, FL, Tradewinds Island Grand Resort,
8th - 12th May 2005


Montreal, Quebec Canada, Hotel Omni Mont-Royal
2nd – 6th October 2005

12)
The meeting was adjourned at 3:00 PM.

Respectfully Submitted, 
John G. Leach, Secretary
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