Dean,  

Your attachment describes pretty much the principles we wish SSGWI to

enforce in it's stewardship of the database, so go ahead and send for

discussion.  I want to especially focus on the first principle and I'll

be asking for guidance from the GW Filers tomorrow on:

1. They role they see for SSGWI Planning relative to WECC, WGA, CREPC,

and the Sub-Regional Planning groups, 

2. How to respond to West Connect and CaISO Steering Committee members

(among others) asking PAC to transfer the database directly to WECC thus

bypassing SSGWI and it's still uncompleted business plan, structure, and

RFP plan 

3. Tactics we should use regarding the database to advance SSGWI

formalization discussions, develop a budget, and split costs.  

My understanding is that Armie is developing a proposal for PAC to

directly transfer the database to WECC and that the SSGWI Steering

Committee may discuss (or vote on) this on it's call this Thursday. I'm

not quite sure what the WECC PCC voted on last Friday regarding this (it

would be good to get a status report on tomorrow's Filer's call).  

I believe this raises the following two distinct possibilities regarding

SSGWI responsibilities and I need the Filer's consensus on how to

proceed.

a.  Direct transfer of the data to WECC without contracts with SSGWI,

and with WECC directing the data collection, preparation schedule,

performance of studies for interested parties, and with SSGWI just being

one of many potential WECC data users along with other entities,

Sub-Regional groups, WGA, etc., versus

b.  SSGWI in charge of direction and/or coordination of Regional and

Sub-Regional economic expansion planning working in concert with the WGA

and CREPC and contracting with WECC or other to manage and keep current

the TPS database updated and coordinated with the WECC powerflow data. 

I think it is still relevant that we keep SSGWI in the driver seat on

regional transmission expansion planning for all the reasons we have

discussed before (and that you summarized well in your last message to

me on the subject including don't mix reliability and economic, WECC's

in-ability to perform all of the FERC order 2000 functions such as

allocation of costs, state and regulatory participation and Regional

State Committees, broad stakeholder involvement, FERC's desire for a

single Westwide market with the need for at least three individual

RTO's. etc.).  However, I understand the advantage of good relationships

with WECC and the benefit of spreading the cost among all in the West.

So I would like to focus the discussion to include this.  Note: I've

asked that this agenda item be on first on the Filer's call so I can

join you at 10:00 am at PDX for the SSGWI PWG meeting.

-----Original Message-----

From: Dean Perry [mailto:dean.perry@nwpp.org] 

Sent: Monday, June 14, 2004 12:29 PM

To: Bayless, Rich

Cc: ekrogh@serv.net 

Subject: Material for tomorrow's Filer's call

Rich,

I thought for tomorrow's Filer's call, it might help to have a

one-pager summarizing the "principles" in the Pacificorp/SSG-WI Transfer

Agreement, so they can more easily see the conditions Pacificorp might

want met if the database is transferred directly from Pacificorp to

WECC.

I drafted the attached document and hope I have captured the principles

correctly.  

What do you think?  Do you think something like this would be useful on

the call tomorrow morning?

Dean

