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Q. PLEASE STATE YOUR NAME AND BUSINESS ADDRESS. 1 

A. Jim Schroeder.  PacifiCorp, 825 NE Multnomah, Suite 600, Portland, Oregon 2 

97232. 3 

Q. WHAT IS YOUR OCCUPATION AND BY WHOM ARE YOU 4 

EMPLOYED? 5 

A. I am employed by PacifiCorp full-time in the Commercial & Trading department 6 

as an Originator. 7 

Q. PLEASE DESCRIBE YOUR FAMILIARITY WITH INTERNATIONAL 8 

PAPER COMPANY’S (“INTERNATIONAL”) NEGOTIATIONS FOR A 9 

POWER PURCHASE AGREEMENT (“PPA”) WITH PACIFICORP. 10 

A. I was PacifiCorp’s primary contact with International.  I took part in relevant 11 

correspondence with International.  I was involved in preparing and negotiating 12 

terms for a PPA.   13 

Q. PLEASE DESCRIBE EXHIBIT PACIFICORP/101 TO THIS 14 

TESTIMONY. 15 

A. Exhibit PacifiCorp/101 contains selected pages from the draft PPA proposed by 16 

PacifiCorp on August 10, 2009.  The selected pages contain my handwritten notes 17 

in red felt pen that I made during a phone call with Greg Comatas, International’s 18 

Strategic Sourcing Manager, on August 11, 2009 in which we discussed the 19 

August 10 draft PPA.  My notes in red are issues that Mr. Comatas expressed 20 

concern about during the August 11 call.   21 

Regarding Recital G on page 2 of the draft PPA, we discussed the status of 22 

International’s generator interconnection agreement, which had been recently 23 

assigned from Weyerhaeuser Company to International.   24 
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Regarding Section 3.2.8 on page 8, Mr. Comatas inquired whether 1 

Moody’s could be the source for International’s credit rating. 2 

Regarding Section 6.1 on page 11, Mr. Comatas inquired as to whether 3 

curtailments under that section during on-peak hours could be eliminated from the 4 

availability calculation.  Mr. Comatas also inquired as to whether maintenance 5 

outages would also be eliminated from the availability calculation. 6 

Regarding Section 9.3 on page 12, Mr. Comatas inquired how often 7 

PacifiCorp would test the metering equipment and what would be done with the 8 

results of the test. 9 

Regarding Section 12.7.8 on page 16, Mr. Comatas inquired about the 10 

option to self-insure.   11 

Mr. Comatas’ comments on these issues were provided orally and were 12 

never presented to PacifiCorp in writing. 13 

Q. DID INTERNATIONAL PROVIDE ANY WRITTEN COMMENTS TO 14 

THE DRAFT PPA YOU SENT INTERNATIONAL ON AUGUST 10? 15 

A. Mr. Comatas sent me an e-mail on August 11 with an attachment containing 16 

updated contact information to Section 22 of the PPA.  I have attached the e-mail 17 

and attachment as Exhibit PacifiCorp/102 to this testimony and have redacted 18 

potentially confidential information.  19 

Q. PLEASE DESCRIBE EXHIBIT PACIFICORP/103 TO THIS 20 

TESTIMONY. 21 

A. Exhibit PacifiCorp/103 is pages 1, 12, and 16 from the proposed terms that I 22 

emailed as an attachment to Mr. Comatas on August 21, 2009.  On page 12, I 23 

proposed revisions to credit requirements in Section 8.1.  On page 16, I proposed 24 

changes to the insurance requirements in Sections 12.7.1 through 12.7.6.  The 25 
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proposal I e-mailed to Mr. Comatas on August 21, 2009 did not include a 1 

recitation of proposed pricing terms. 2 

Q. PLEASE DESCRIBE EXHIBIT PACIFICORP/104 TO THIS 3 

TESTIMONY. 4 

A. Exhibit PacifiCorp/104 is the cover e-mail that I sent to Mr. Comatas on August 5 

21 with revised proposed terms attached.  In this e-mail, I explained that pricing 6 

would be finalized per Oregon Public Utility Commission directions.   7 

Q. PLEASE DESCRIBE EXHIBIT PACIFICORP/105 TO THIS 8 

TESTIMONY. 9 

A. Exhibit PacifiCorp/105 is pages 1, 8, and 14 of the proposed terms that I e-mailed 10 

as an attachment to Mr. Comatas on August 13, 2009.  The first page contains a 11 

note at the top designating the draft as a working draft, not a binding offer.  I 12 

noted on page 8 that Section 3.2.8 is subject to review by PacifiCorp’s internal 13 

credit division.  I also noted on page 14 that the insurance section is under review 14 

by PacifiCorp’s Risk Management Department.   15 

Q. DOES THIS CONCLUDE YOUR TESTIMONY?  16 

A. Yes.17 
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