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	UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
	BEFORE THE
	FEDERAL ENERGY REGULATORY COMMISSION

	

BPA 2002 Wholesale Power Rate Adjustment Proceeding

	

BPA Docket No. WP-02






	RESPONSE OF THE SPRINGFIELD UTILITY BOARD 

	TO THE 

	MOTION OF THE DSIs AND ALCOA FOR AN EVIDENTIARY HEARING


	The Springfield Utility Board (“SUB”) submits the within response to the motion filed on April 3, 2001, on behalf of ATOFINA Chemicals, Inc., Columbia Falls Aluminum Company, Goldendale Aluminum Company, Kaiser Aluminum & Chemical Corp., Northwest Aluminum Company and Reynolds Metals Company, collectively referred to herein as the direct service industrial customers (DSIs”) and Alcoa, Inc., for an order establishing an evidentiary hearing to determine the scope and nature of alleged violations of Rule 1017 dealing with ex parte communications.
	In their motion, the DSIs wrongfully accuse a number of BPA rate staff members and members of the Joint Customer Group of engaging in impermissible ex parte communications during January and February of 2001.  In particular, the DSIs note at page 9 of their motion that Jeff Nelson of the Springfield Utility Board communicated with Mr. Lovell from BPA by e-mail on February 28, 2001.  It is clear from the text of these communications that Messrs. Nelson and Lovell were doing no more than attempting to clarify certain technical and financial aspects pertaining to issues discussed in publically noticed meetings, each of which was attended by the DSIs.  This type of contact is clearly permitted by Rule 1017(b)(6).  In short, the e-mail communications by and between Mr. Nelson and Mr. Lovell on February 28 did not violate the subject ex parte rule, and the DSI’s motion is not well-taken.
	In further response to the DSIs’ motion, SUB adopts by reference and incorporates herein the facts and arguments advanced by the Western Public Agencies Group, the Pacific Northwest Generating Cooperative and the Public Power Council in their respective responses to the same motion.  

Respectfully submitted this 9th day of April, 2001.

						MERSEREAU & SHANNON, LP

						______________________________
						Peter R. Mersereau, OSB 73202		
						Attorney for the Springfield Utility Board	



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

	I hereby certify that I have this day caused the foregoing RESPONSE OF THE SPRINGFIELD UTILITY BOARD TO THE MOTION OF THE DSIS AND ALCOA FOR AN EVIDENTIARY HEARING   to be served, via e-mail, upon each person designated on the official service list compiled by the Secretary in this proceeding.
	DATED at Portland, Oregon as of the 9th day of April, 2001.

						________________________________							Peter R. Mersereau, OSB 73202
						Attorney for the Springfield Utility Board 
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