CCPG Charter Taskforce Meeting notes

July 28, 2009
· CAMU appears satisfied with the involvement process, and has not voiced any concerns over the charter

· There is no harm in continuing the Policy and Procedures after adoption of the charter.

· Principle 8 (Economic Planning Studies) language needs to be modified to reflect that CCPG will direct stakeholders to where they can get economic studies performed.

· SWAT Charter has been approved

· Extended discussion of classes of members and voting procedures:

· Even though voting happens only if consensus fails, there are concerns both by stakeholders and transmission providers about perceptions—transmission providers want stakeholder input, but without it paralyzing the process;  stakeholders don’t want to be cut out or overruled by transmission providers

· A number of suggestions came up including adding a third class that separates government entities from transmission customers

· Another suggestion was to adopt a Nongovernmental Organization class

· This topic still needs more thought

· WCI (Bill Pascoe’s group) has concerns about achieving transmission planning entity status—one suggestion was to broaden the group to include entities that will provide transmission service in the future.

· Cost-sharing/participation language should be removed from charter

· Modify goals to eliminate redundant items and also to distinguish between what CCPG does and what it assists its members in doing;  e.g. promoting energy efficiency and DSM are not CCPG goals, but CCPG actions could help its members promote those goals.

· Definition of mid range and long range may cause problems:  a couple of suggestions included making the language more  general or adopting “5 years or longer”

· Some considered whether operating studies a CCPG activity. FERC orders are in terms of customer and provider; CCPG Transmission Planners do not facilitate transmission service, and do not do operating studies

· Charter should have stronger tie to goals of Order 890.

· On page 7 (Study Process) remove “technical” before support, or make other changes to clarify that CCPG will not perform studies for generators
· Summary of WECC proposal for regional planning to get DOE funding:

· Based on subregional studies that feed up through WestConnect to TEPPC

· TEPPC does congestion/economic studies

· Results go back to subregional groups for reliability analysis 

· Then back up to TEPPC

· (Not sure I got this right.)

· May need to adjust data preparation and study schedules to coordinate with Northern Tier, Columbia Grid and CALISO.
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