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Like our colleagues at other PIOs in the Eastern Interconnection, the undersigned organizations appreciate the thought and work that went into the creation of EIPC’s Stakeholder Steering Committee (SSC) Straw Proposal, and we support its guiding principles and many of its specific suggestions.  We have joined with our colleagues and fully support the recommendations contained within the PIO comments filed on our behalf by Terry Black of the FERC Project.  However, we have additional concerns with the proposed composition of stakeholder groups; namely, that end-users and NGOs currently only account for about one-fifth of the total stakeholder pool, even though they are the ones that ultimately will use and pay for an expanded electric grid. To address this problem, we recommend a targeted solution that more appropriately balances stakeholder interests, especially communities likely to be affected by EIPC’s work.  
PIOs believe the Straw Proposal’s guiding principles are appropriate in light of the diversity of interests likely to be affected by the planning process and the importance of building upon the institutions and processes now in place.  We think it is critical that the stakeholder process be inclusive, that it empower the broadest number of stakeholders, and that it ensure input from all regions of the interconnection.  This is especially true when it comes to communities likely to be most impacted by EIPC’s activities and recommendations – those that ultimately pay for electric generation and transmission assets and their attendant health and environmental impacts.

With this understanding foremost in mind, we submitted earlier comments about the composition of the SSC to EIPC, and are very glad to see that Option B of EIPC’s SSC Straw Proposal appears to incorporate many of our suggestions.  We believe that Option B, with one additional modification, would meet Department of Energy’s Funding Opportunity Announcement (FOA) specifications.  The current structure of Option B has the following makeup:

· Energy Companies – 12 slots
1. 3 for Transmission Owners and Developers

2. 3 for Generation Owners and Developers

3. 3 for Other Suppliers

4. 3 for Transmission Dependent Utilities
· State and Canadian Representatives – 11 slots

· Consumers and NGOs – 6 slots
1. 3 for end-users

2. 3 for NGOs
· Total – 29 slots

Recognizing that each of these sectors represents a vital component of our electric system, we believe such a large gap in representation for those that are significantly impacted by EIPC’s work compared to other sectors, including those who are likely to profit, will not necessarily result in appropriately balanced “strategic guidance to the Applicant’s analysts on the scenarios to be modeled, the modeling tools to be used, key assumptions for the scenarios, and other essential activities” as envisioned by the FOA.  Therefore, we suggest the following targeted changes to Option B for consideration as the ultimate composition of the SSC:

· Energy Companies – 11 slots
1. 3 for Transmission Owners and Developers

2. 3 for Generation Owners and Developers

3. 3 for Other Suppliers

4. 2 for Transmission Dependent Utilities
· State and Canadian Representatives – 11 slots

· Consumers and NGOs – 8 slots
1. 4 for end-users

2. 4 for NGOs
· Total – 30 slots
We are proposing to reduce the transmission owners and developers to 2 in order to keep the total number at 30 (per the FOA limit, although we would be comfortable with 31), and because transmission owners are already broadly represented in the process and decision making structure through their position as Planning Authority representatives and Principle Investigators in the EIPC.  Our recommended changes reflect the monumental significance of this endeavor, and the tens of billions of dollars in potential costs to achieve a more efficient grid. By levelizing state and energy company representation, and increasing consumer and end-group representation from about one-fifth to about one-fourth of the total stakeholder pool, our proposal expands the representation of the companies and people that will pay for and use the 21st century electric grid. It also will enhance the credibility of the EIPC process. 
Thank you for considering our views. Please contact me or any of the other PIO representatives involved in framing these recommendations if you have questions.

Sincerely,
Mark Kresowik
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