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UNITED STATESOF AMERICA
FEDERAL ENERGY REGULATORY COMMISSION

Governors of the States of Arizona, California )
Colorado, Montana, Nevada, New M exico, ) Docket No. RR06-2-000
Oregon, Utah, Washington and Wyoming )

ANSWER OF THE
WESTERN INTERCONNECTION REGIONAL ADVISORY BODY
TOTHE MOTIONSTO INTERVENE

Pursuant to Rule 213 of the Commission’s Rules of Practice and Procedure, 18
C.F.R. 8385.213, the Western Interconnection Regional Advisory Body (“WIRAB”) files
an Answer to the Motions to Intervene in the above captioned proceeding by Allegheny
Power and Allegheny Energy Supply Company, LLC; California Independent System
Operator Corporation; the Cogeneration Association of California and the Energy
Producers and Users Coalition; Edison Electric Institute (“EEI”); Modesto Irrigation
District (“MID”); Northern California Power Agency; Pacific Gas and Electric Company;
Sacramento Municipal Utility District; the City of Santa Clara, California, the City of
Redding, Cdlifornia, and the M-S-R Public Power Agency (collectively “Santa Clara’);
San Diego Gas & Electric Company (“SDG&E”); and the Transmission Agency of
Northern California (“TANC").
l. Communication

The persons to whom correspondence, pleadings, and other papers regarding this
proceeding should be addressed and the persons who names are to be placed on the

Commission’s official service list are designated as follows pursuant to Rule 203:
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Douglas Larson, Executive Director

Western Interstate Energy Board

1515 Cleveland Place, Suite 200, Denver, CO 80202

dlarson@westgov.org.

1. Introduction

On April 19, 2006, the Governors of ten States in the Western Interconnection
submitted a petition for the creation of the Western Interconnection Regional Advisory
Body (the “Petition”). The Commission received the Petition for filing on April 20,
2006. The Commission issued a Notice of Filing in the above captioned proceeding on
April 26, 2006. By the comment date of May 26, 2006, eleven motions to intervene have
been filed by the entities referenced above.

WIRAB respectfully submits this Answer to address the legal and factual basis of
four issues raised by some of the motionsto intervene: (A) WIRAB creation and
commencement of operations; (B) delay determination of the WIRAB Petition pending
review and consideration of other filings by the North American Reliability Council and
its affiliate, the North American Electric Reliability Corporation (together, “NERC”) in
Docket No. RR06-01, and the anticipated filing by the Western Electricity Coordinating
Council (“WECC”) as aregional entity; (C) funding for WIRAB activities pursuant to
Section 215 of the Federal Power Act (FPA); and (D) deference for WIRAB

recommendations.
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[I1.  Legal IssuesRaised in the Motionsfor Intervention

A. WIRAB Creation and Commencement of Operations

The motions by MID, Santa Clara, and TANC assert that the Petition does not
provide atarget date for the WIRAB to begin operation. WIRAB has organized and is
prepared to carry out its statutory functions with the filing of the Petition and the
anticipated confirmation by the Commission.

Section 215(j) of the FPA provides, “The Commission shall establish aregiona
advisory body on the petition of at least two-thirds of the States within aregion that have
more than one-half of their electric load served within the region.” The act of filing of
the Petition on April 20, 2006, by ten of eleven States that have more than half of their
loads served in the Western Interconnection, triggered the process to create WIRAB. The
statutory language of Section 215(j) states that the Commission “shall establish” the
Regional Advisory Body. Congress did not provide for discretion on the establishment of
the Regiona Advisory Body. WIRAB isnow alegal entity set to carry out its
responsibilities under Section 215(j) of the FPA pending confirmation by the
Commission.

Governors from the ten WIRAB States have appointed members to serve on
WIRAB. Invitations will be extended to other eligible entities that could expand WIRAB
members to 14 states with territory served by the Western Interconnection, two Canadian
Provinces, and the state of Bgja Norte in Mexico. WIRAB is afunctioning organization
that has held two meetings, adopted bylaws and operating procedures. See

http://www.westgov.org/wieb/site/wirab/wirabindex.htm). WIRAB will carry out its

statutory function to provide advice “to the Electric Reliability Organization, aregiona
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entity, or the Commission regarding the governance of an existing or proposed regional
entity within the same region, whether a standard proposed to apply within theregionis
just, reasonable, not unduly discriminatory or preferential, and in the public interest,
whether fees proposed to be assessed within the region are just, reasonable, not unduly
discriminatory or preferential, and in the public interest and any other responsibilities
requested by the Commission.” Section 215(j), FPA.

B. Delay Determination on the WI RAB Petition Pending Other Filings

The motion by SDG&E calls for the Commission to convene a proceeding to
review and consider the NERC filing to become the Electric Reliability Organization
(ERO) and a possible WECC filing to become a Regional Entity before rendering any
determination on the WIRAB Petition, and consider consolidating the WIRAB docket
with the NERC docket. WIRAB argues that the statutory language, Commission ruling,
and practical purpose of providing intelligent advice to the Commission during the
implementation stage of Section 215 warranted prompt acceptance by the Commission of
the WIRAB Petition.

The Commission has addressed specific features of the relationship between a
Regional Advisory Body and aRegional Entity. First, it isgenerally desirable for a
Regional Entity and a Regional Advisory Board to have the same geographic footprint.
Second, the formation of a Regional Advisory Body does not have to follow the
establishment of a Regional Entity. Id. Third, Section 215 of the FPA alows a Regional

Advisory Body to be established even if there is no Regional Entity. Id. Fourth, since

1 Order No. 672, 114 FERC 161,104 (2006) at P 851. Notethat the Western Interconnection Regional
Advisory Body encompasses the entire Western Interconnection and the geographic territory covered by
the Western Electricity Coordinating Council.
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Section 215 of the FPA provides that a Regiona Advisory Body isto advise the
Commission and ERO about the governance of the proposed Regional Entity, the FPA
permits a Regiona Advisory Body to be created prior to a Regiona Entity. I1d.

WIRAB is an established and operating entity prepared to provide the
Commission advice on the governance of a Regional Entity for the Western
Interconnection, reliability standards proposed to apply to the Western Interconnection,
proposed fees, and any other responsibilities requested by the Commission. To ensure
that the Commission receives timely WIRAB advice on such issues as they are presented
in NERC' s application to become the ERO, WIRAB filed to intervene in Docket No.
RR06-1-000.> WIRAB anticipates providing advice on key issues for western states and
provinces concerning any delegation agreement between the ERO and a Regional Entity
in the Western Interconnection, NERC'’ s proposed transition period, and programs and
activities to be funded by mandatory fees.

WIRAB anticipates performing its statutory duties during this important
implementation period. It would be contrary to the intent and purpose of Section 215(j) to
delay action on the WIRAB Petition until after decisions are made on key issues. The
WIRAB Petition should not be subject to the Commission’s determination of other
pending matters, and the WIRAB petition docket should not be consolidated with other

dockets.

2 WIRAB does not mean to suggest that it can only provide advice in this manner. Indeed, Section 215(j)
does not in any way restrict the provision of advice to the ERO, the Commission, or a Regional Entity by a
Regional Advisory Body.
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C. Funding for WIRAB Activities Pursuant to Section 215 of FPA

EEI calls on the Commission to deny, without prejudice, the WIRAB Petition
request on the issue of funding for WIRAB activities.®> We agree with EEI that it is
premature to finalize a detailed WIRAB budget. However, we ask for the Commission to
endorse the principle that a Regional Advisory Body receives Section 215 funding for its
reasonabl e costs under the statute.

Under Section 215(c)(2)(B) of the FPA, the Commission must determine whether
an ERO applicant has rulesin place that “ allocate equitably reasonable fees, dues and
other charges among end users for all activities under this section.” (emphasis added).
Since WIRAB' s statutory activities are prescribed in Section 215(j), WIRAB activities
are within those “ activities under this section” referenced in Section 215(c)(2)(B). This
provision reflects Congress' intent to ensure equitable allocation of the reasonable cost of
those activities among end users through Section 215 fees. These fees provide the
funding mechanism to ensure that established Regional Advisory Bodies provide
intelligent and meaningful advice to the Commission, the ERO and Regional Entities.

The Commission articulated a preliminary framework for considering funding
requests for Regional Advisory Bodiesin Order 672-A.* Upon thefiling of apetition
meeting the statutory criteria, the Commission would “consider subsequently any funding
request.” Id. at P 67. The Commission intends to review the specific details of aregional
advisory body funding request within the context of the ERO’s overall budget and
consider the recommendations of the ERO and the relevant Regional Entity. This

approach will provide the Commission an opportunity for adetailed review of the

3 EEI filed jointly a motion to intervene and a protest. Since EEI’s comments are inextricably tied to the
motion to intervene, WIRAB is compelled to answer two specific issues linked to the EEI motion.
* Order No. 672-A, 114 FERC 1 61,328 (2006).
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specific activities covered in the request for funds. While the Commission identified
some types of activities that would be appropriate or not appropriate for funding,” these
examplesillustrate the principle that Regiona Advisory Bodies will be supported by
funding for reasonable costs. Funding request details were left for consideration in a
specific application before the Commission.

WIRAB understands the Commission’s reluctance to undertake a detailed
assessment of specific budgetary criteriaat thistime.® We do think it is reasonable and
appropriate, however, for the Commission to acknowledge the principle that an
established Regiona Advisory Body which meets the statutory criteria, such asthe
WIRAB, will be supported by Section 215 funds for all reasonable costs to carry out its
statutory responsibilities. A statement of principle confirming the Commission’s
intention to implement this component of Section 215 is not premature. On the contrary,
such a statement of principle will provide important guidance to WIRAB and reduce
uncertainty in the implementation process. This step will also contribute to a more
efficient and intelligent path implementing Congress's goal behind Section 215.

D. Deference for WIRAB Recommendations

EEI questions Commission deference to WIRAB recommendations under
WIRAB'’s governing voting rules. WIRAB bylaws provide awell-balanced governance
and voting that guarantees that no minority of WIRAB member states and provinces nor a

majority of those members that represent only a minority of the load of the participating

> “Any such request would have to specify, for example, whether the funding isjust for travel expenses of
Regional Advisory Body members, or goes beyond that to include funding for other things (such as funding
for state employees who support the members of the Regional Advisory Body, hon-governmental employee
staffing for the Regional Advisory Body itself, outside consultants or reliability experts, costs of any
studies, or any other intended activities.” 1d. At P 67.

® WIRAB has drafted a preliminary budget for calendar year 2007 that was submitted to WECC as part of
WECC' s participation in the ERO budget development process. The Commission will have an opportunity
to review the WIRAB budget as part of the ERO budget filing.
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entities can approve advice to a Regiona Entity, the ERO or the Commission. EEI
suggests that the Commission may want to specify a higher degree of consensus
necessary for the Commission to defer to the advice of a Regional Advisory Body under
Section 215()).

Regional Advisory Bodies have four statutory functions to advise the
Commission, the ERO and the relevant Regional Entity. Section 215(j) of the FPA
attributes heightened significance to advice from a certain class of Regional Advisory
Bodies. “The Commission may give deference to the advice of any such regional
advisory body if that body is organized on an Interconnection-wide basis.” Section
215(j), FPA. WIRAB isaRegiona Advisory Body that is organized on the Western
Interconnection. Therefore, WIRAB iswithin the class of Regiona Advisory Bodies that
Congress instructed the Commission to consider extending deference.

The statutory scheme of extending deference to regional advisory bodies based on
their organization on an Interconnection-wide basis parallels the special consideration
extended to Regional Entities organized on an Interconnection-wide basis. Section 215
specifies three areas where regional entities formed across an interconnection received
deferential review by the Commission or the ERO.” Taken as awhole, these provisions

illustrate Congress' s intent to ensure that the Commission and the ERO extend

" Section 215 (d)(2), “The Commission shall give due weight . . . to the technical expertise of aregional
entity organized on an interconnection-wide basis with respect to areliability standard to be applicable
within that Interconnection.. . . .”

Section 215 (d)(3), “ The Electric Reliability Organization shall rebuttably presume that a proposal from an
Interconnection-wide basis for areliability standard or modification to areliability standard to be
applicable on an Interconnection-wide basis is just, reasonable, and not unduly discriminatory or
preferential, and in the public interest.”

Section 215 (€)(4), “. . . The ERO and the Commission shall rebuttably presume that a proposal for
delegation to aregional entity organized on an I nterconnection-wide basis promotes effective and efficient
administration of bulk-power system reliability and should be approved.”
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heightened deference to the advice provided by the Regional Entities and Regional
Advisory Bodies representing a full Interconnection.

WIRAB adopted governing bylaws whereby advisory opinions to the
Commission, the ERO, and the Regional Entity must pass atwo part voting condition: (1)
affirmative approval by at least one-half of the WIRAB members; and (2) those members
casting an affirmative vote must represent at least one-half of the electric energy
consumed among the states and provinces participating in WIRAB. This two-part voting
rule ensures that WIRAB decisions have mgjority approval among the sovereign state and
provincial entities, and mgjority approval among members representing a majority of the
end users across the Interconnection. The WIRAB voting rule balances diverse interests
similar in principle to the constitutiona structure of the U.S. Congress where the Senate
is based on representation by the states and the House is based on representation of the
populace. We believe the WIRAB voting rules establish a reasonable minimum for
providing advice that deserves deference.® Nevertheless, WIRAB recognizes that Section
215(j) does not require the Commission to accord deference to its advice but rather
permitsit to do so. Thuswe believeit isreasonable that the Commission would tend to
grant that deference taking into account the extent of the consensus achieved with the
WIRAB for any given advice. We suggest that advice that comes to the Commission
with unanimous approval of the members of WIRAB should normally receive
Commission deference while advice that is only supported by a bare mgjority should

receive greater scrutiny by the Commission.

8 EEI suggests a higher voting standard such as a two-thirds majority of the WIRAB members representing
at least 50% of those members’ load share within WIRAB. WIRAB notes that the U.S. Constitution
applies the mgjority rule for adopting laws such as the EPAct and Section 215. The two-thirds voting rule
for Congressis used for exceptionally important decisions such as approving constitutional amendments
and Senate ratification of international treaties.
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If the past is aguide, we anticipate agreat dea of consensus among the states and
provinces in the Western Interconnection on reliability issues. To the extent differences
arise, WIRAB decisions will be a matter of public record with an accounting of voting
records for all decisions. The Commission may wish to draw upon that information over
time as it considers the advice of WIRAB. We believe it would be inappropriate at this
stage, however, to impose an arbitrary higher voting standard as a condition for extending
deference to WIRAB advice.

WIRAB respectfully asks the Commission to consider the four issues discussed

above when considering the motions to intervene in this proceeding.

Respectfully submitted,

JEo s _,L = A

:_!_._'__ L

Douglas Larson
Executive Director
Western Interstate Energy Board

10
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

| hereby certify that | have this day served the foregoing document upon each
party designated on the official servicelist in this proceeding.

Dated at Denver, Colorado, this 9th day of June, 2006.

Thomas A. Carr

11
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Party

Primary Person or Counsel
of Record to be Served

Other Contact to be Served

Allegheny
Energy
Supply
Company,
LLC

Craig Galligan

Senior Attorney

Allegheny Energy Supply Company, LLC
800 Cabin Hill Dr

Greensburgh , PENNSYLVANIA 15601
UNITED STATES
cgallig@alleghenyenergy.com

Carol L. Krysevig

Senior Consultant

Allegheny Energy Supply Company,
LLC

800 Cabin Hill Drive

Greensburg , PENNSYLVANIA 15601
UNITED STATES
ckrysev@alleghenyenergy.com

Allegheny
Power

Randall Palmer

Senior Attorney

Allegheny Energy, Inc.

800 Cabin Hill Drive

Greensburg , PENNSYLVANIA 15601
UNITED STATES
rpalmer@alleghenyenergy.com

Terri J Grabiak

Dir, Federal Regulatory Affair
ALLEGHENY ENERGY INC

800 Cabin Hill Drive

Greensburg , PENNSYLVANIA 15601
UNITED STATES
tgrabia@alleghenyenergy.com

Arizona
Public
Service
Company

Pauline Foley

Senior Regulatory Attorney
Pinnacle West Capital Corporation
400 N 5th Street, MS8695

P.O. Box 53999

Phoenix , ARIZONA 85004
UNITED STATES
pauline.foley@pinnaclewest.com

California
Independent
System
Operator

Anthony J. Ivancovich
Assistant General Counsel
California ISO

151 Blue Ravine Road
Folsom , CALIFORNIA 95630
UNITED STATES
aivancovich@caiso.com

California
Public
Utilities
Commission

Laurence G. Chaset

Staff Counsel

California Public Utilties Commission
505 Van Ness Avenue

San Francisco , CALIFORNIA 94102
UNITED STATES

lau@cpuc.ca.gov

Cities of
Redding And
Santa Clara,
et al

Lisa S. Gast

Attorney

Duncan Weinberg Genzer & Pembroke,
P.C.

1615 M Street

Suite 800

Washington , DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

20036
[INTTFD STATFS

James Donald Pembroke
Duncan, Weinberg, Genzer &
Pembroke, P.C

Suite 800

1615 M St., NW

Washington , DISTRICT OF
COLUMBIA 20036

UNITED STATES
jdp@dwgp.com
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\Isg@dwgp.com

Cities of
Redding And
Santa Clara,
et al

Kevin C. Frank

Duncan, Weinberg, Genzer &
Pembroke, P.C

1615 M Street, NW

Suite 800

Washington , DISTRICT OF
COLUMBIA 20036

UNITED STATES
kcf@dwgp.com

Cities of
Redding And
Santa Clara,
et al

Michael Vernon Dobson
Duncan Weinberg Genzer &
Pembroke, P.C.

1615 M Street, NW

Suite 800

Washington , DISTRICT OF
COLUMBIA 20036

UNITED STATES
MVD@dwgp.com

Cities of
Redding And
Santa Clara,
et al

Peter J Scanlon

Duncan Weinberg Genzer &
Pembroke, P.C.

1615 M Street

Suite 800

Washington , DISTRICT OF
COLUMBIA 20036

UNITED STATES
pjs@dwgp.com

Cogeneration
Association
of California

Michael Alcantar

Partner

Alcantar & Kahl LLP

120 Montgomery Street, Suite 2200
San Francisco , CALIFORNIA 94104
UNITED STATES

mpa@a-klaw.com

Edison
Electric
Institute

Barbara A. Hindin

Associate General Counsel

Edison Electric Institute

701 Pennsylvania Ave. NW
Washington , DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA
20004-2696

UNITED STATES

bhindin@eei.org

Energy
Producers
And Users
Coalition

Evelyn Kahl

Alcantar & Kahl

Energy Producers & Users Coalition
120 Montgomery St.

Suite 2200

SAan Franciecen  CAITFORNTA Q4104
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UNITED STATES
ek@a-klaw.com

Modesto
Irrigation
District

Joy A. Warren

Senior Staff Attorney
Modesto Irrigation District
1231 11th Street

P.O. Box 4060

Modesto , CALIFORNIA 95352
UNITED STATES
Lindaf@mid.org

Modesto
Irrigation
District

Michael Vernon Dobson
Duncan Weinberg Genzer &
Pembroke, P.C.

1615 M Street, NW

Suite 800

Washington , DISTRICT OF
COLUMBIA 20036

UNITED STATES
MVD@dwgp.com

Modesto
Irrigation
District

Sean Michael Neal

Attorney

Duncan, Weinberg, Genzer & Pembroke,
P.C

1615 M Street, N.W. Suite 800
Washington , DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA
20036

UNITED STATES

smn@dwgp.com

Roger VanHoy

Assistant General Manager
Modesto Irrigation District
1231 11th Street

Modesto , CALIFORNIA 95352
UNITED STATES
ROGERV@MID.ORG

Modesto
Irrigation
District

Sejal C Shah

Duncan Weinberg Genzer &
Pembroke, P.C.

1615 M St.

Suite 800

Washington , DISTRICT OF
COLUMBIA 20036

UNITED STATES
scs@dwgp.com

Modesto
Irrigation
District

Wallace LaMar Duncan

Pres

Duncan Weinberg Genzer &
Pembroke, P.C.

1615 M Street NW

Suite 800

Washington , DISTRICT OF
COLUMBIA 20036

UNITED STATES
wld@dwgp.com

Northern
Califarnia

Lisa Dowden
Snieael & MecDiarmid
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Power 1333 New Hampshire Ave., NW
Agency Washington , DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA
20036
UNITED STATES
Lisa.Dowden@spiegelmcd.com
Robert C. McDiarmid E Service
Northern Spiegel & McDiarm?d Spiegel & McDiarm?d
California 1333 _New Hampshire Ave., N.W. 1333 _New Hampshire Ave., NW
Power Washington , DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA Washington , DISTRICT OF
Agency 20036 COLUMBIA 20036
UNITED STATES UNITED STATES
robert.mcdiarmid@spiegelmcd.com eService@spiegelmcd.com
Meg Meiser James H. Pope
Northern Spiegel & McDiarmid General Manager
California 1333 _New Hampshire NW North(_arn California Power Agency
Power Washington , DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 180 C|_rby Way
Agency 20036 Roseville , CALIFORNIA 95678
UNITED STATES UNITED STATES
meg.meiser@spiegelmcd.com jim.pope@ncpa.com
Mark David Patrizio
Attorney
- Pacific Gas and Electric Compan
Pacific Gas & 77 Beale Street Pen
Electric
Company B30A .
San Francisco , CALIFORNIA 94105
UNITED STATES
mdp5@pge.com
Alyssa T. Koo Robert J. Doran
Attorney Manager
Pacific Gas & | |Pacific Gas and Electric Company Pacific Gas and Electric Company
Electric 77 Beale Street, B30A 77 Beale St
Company San Francisco , CALIFORNIA 94105 San Francisco , CALIFORNIA 94105
UNITED STATES UNITED STATES
ATK4@pge.com rjida@pge.com
Pauline Foley
Senior Regulatory Attorney
Pinnacle Pinnacle West Capital Corporation
. 400 N 5th Street, MS8695
West Capital

Corporation

P.O. Box 53999

Phoenix , ARIZONA 85004
UNITED STATES
pauline.foley@pinnaclewest.com

Sacramento
Municipal
Utility
District

Andrew Kevin Hughes
Associate

Stinson Morrison Hecker LLP
1150 18th Street, NW

Suite 800

Washington, DC , DISTRICT OF
COILIMRTA 2003A
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UNITED STATES
ahughes@stinsonmoheck.com

Laura O. Lewis
Senior Attorney

ffliiriac?;grto Sacramento Municipal Utility District
Utility 6201 S Street
District Sacramento , CALIFORNIA 95864
UNITED STATES
llewis@smud.org
Paul A. Szymanski
Attorney at Law
San Diego Sempra Energy
Gas & 101 Ash Street
Electric 13th Floor
Company San Diego , CALIFORNIA 92101
UNITED STATES
pszymanski@sempra.com
Rebecca A. Furman
S Southern California Edison Company
outhern
California Law Department
Edison 2244 Rosemead Blvd.
Rosemead , CALIFORNIA 91770
Company

UNITED STATES
rebecca.furman@sce.com

Transmission
Agency of
Northern CA

James Donald Pembroke
Duncan, Weinberg, Genzer &

Pembroke, P.C
Suite 800
1615 M St., NW

Washington , DISTRICT OF

COLUMBIA 20036
UNITED STATES
jdp@dwgp.com

Transmission
Agency of
Northern CA

Lisa S. Gast
Attorney

Duncan Weinberg Genzer &

Pembroke, P.C.
1615 M Street
Suite 800

Washington , DISTRICT OF

COLUMBIA 20036
UNITED STATES
Isg@dwgp.com

Transmission
Agency of
Northern CA

Wallace LaMar Duncan

Pres

Duncan Weinberg Genzer & Pembroke,
P.C.

1615 M Street NW
Suite KON

Maury Kruth

Executive Director

Transmission Agency of Northern CA
3100 Zinfandel Drive #600

Rancho Cordova , CALIFORNIA

Q5A70N
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Washington , DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA | |UNITED STATES

20036 mkruth@navigantconsulting.com
UNITED STATES
wld@dwgp.com

Michael Postar

Attorney

Duncan Weinberg Genzer &
Transmission Pembroke, P.C.
Agency of 1615 M St., NW Suite 800
Northern CA Washington , DISTRICT OF

COLUMBIA 20036
UNITED STATES
mrp@dwgp.com

Michael Vernon Dobson
Duncan Weinberg Genzer &
Pembroke, P.C.

Transmission 1615 M Street, NW
Agency of Suite 800
Northern CA Washington , DISTRICT OF

COLUMBIA 20036
UNITED STATES
MVD@dwgp.com

**Pam Inmann
Executive Director

Western Western Governors' Association
Governors' Suite 200
Association 1515 Cleveland PI

Denver , CO 802025179
UNITED STATES
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