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The following responses reflect only the views of Commission staff and do not necessarily reflect the position of the Commission or any specific Commissioner.

Note: The answers to a number of these questions assume that the industries agree to a web based interface rather than using the Field software as the interface.  

Tariff Filing Submission Issues
1.
On FERC's submission website, will the drop down menus for the filing data and the attachment data populate based on the company number and the filing type, (i.e. only gas filing choices for gas companies)?

FERC Staff answer: 
On a web based interface, our objective would be to provide the drop down menus as described.
2.a.
Will FERC receive the whole filing, perform its validations off-line and then provide e-mail notification to the submitter as to whether the filing is accepted or rejected and why?  
FERC Staff answer:
That is the objective.

2.b.
If there is an error, will previously entered data be available for correction/addition (i.e., not having to start from ground zero)?
FERC Staff answer:
Because there would be a package filing, we would need a new package to be uploaded that satisfies the validation checks.
3.
Currently the FERC policy provides for two options for the filing of negotiated rate information:

· Option 1:
updated rate tariff sheet (which may be filed with the corresponding transportation agreement) or 

· Option 2:
the transportation agreement with a negotiated rate letter.  

Will the negotiated rate agreements be contained in the FERC electronic tariff database for either or both options? If so, how are the two types of filings to be submitted? 

FERC Staff answer:
Both options will be supported in the electronic tariff database.

4.
Non-conforming agreements – currently a tariff sheet listing the non-conforming agreements is filed along with the corresponding agreement.  Further, there is a requirement to file an official (signed and scanned) copy and a redlined version of each agreement.  Will these agreements be submitted as an attachment to a filing?  The Pipeline Segment recommends that these agreements and the redlined version of such be submitted with the filing as .pdf files. 

FERC Staff answer:
Staff has no problem with negotiated contracts being filed as part of the electronic tariff database in a PDF format.

5.
The document “FERC Staff Proposed eTariff Framework for March 13, 2007 NAESB Meeting” reflected a 10 MB limit on filing attachment data (the supporting document field) as well as tariff content data (the record raw data field and the record plain text field).  Are there any size limits on the complete filing upload?

FERC Staff answer:
There may be some software, hardware and bandwidth limitations, and these limitations may be more restrictive for a web-based interface as compared to an FTP interface.  To give an indication of the original FTP design parameters, the distributed software was built in anticipation of over 400 files at well over the current file limit of 10 MB.  Until there is agreement as to how material is to be packaged and by which means the package will be tendered to FERC, Staff cannot give a definitive response.
6.
What mechanism will be provided in the filing of tariff content that will allow a company to make a tariff “out of effect” and place another tariff “into effect” such as might be the case when a pipeline wishes to retire First Revised Volume No. 1 and replace it with Second Revised Volume No. 1? 

FERC Staff answer:
There are three ways to do it.  Assume a First Revised Volume No. 1 with 1000 records to be superceded by Second Revised Volume No. 1 with 1000 records.  (1) replace each and every record of First Revised Volume No. 1 with superceding record; (2) cancel First Revised Volume No. 1 and, in the same filing, file Second Revised Volume No. 1.  The third way to accomplish this task would be to cancel the data base that contains First Revised Volume No. 1, and create a new data base for Second Revised Volume No. 1.  However, this approach is not recommended as searches for historical data would have to cross databases, and companies would have to make two filings to accomplish the objective due to a software limitation restricting tariff filings to changes in one tariff data base per filing. 
eLibrary Issues

7.
What will the posting of a tariff filing look like on eLibrary?  Will it be one .pdf file for the entire filing (tariff records or whole filing including all attachments) or will it be posted in pieces?  For ease in researching and user friendliness, the Pipeline Segment would like the ability to provide a single .pdf file of the entire filing that the Commission will post to eLibrary. 

FERC Staff answer:
Attachments are to be posted on eLibrary according to the e-Library rules.  Applicants may submit additional attachments of the native file formatted documents in approved PDF format.
8.
What will the Tariff Records (tariff content data) look like on eLibrary?  Will all the data elements appear (e.g., Parent Identifier and Record Collation Value)?  Will tariff data have headers and footers?  If so, what data will appear in the headers and footers? 
FERC Staff answer:
Until resolution on the tariff text formats is resolved, we are not sure how the eLibrary representation of the proposed tariff changes will appear.  We have some flexibility as to how to handle the e-Library portion of the filing.  For example, the pipeline could submit both a clean and redlined copy of the tariff for e-Library as an attachment, and the database portion of the filing could feed only the database.  Alternatively, the tariff revisions as filed could be reproduced in some form on e-Library.
Format Issues

9.
What are the allowed formats for documents that will not reside in FERC's tariff database?  

· Transmittal letter, form of notice and redlined tariff - Microsoft Word (or equivalent such as Word Perfect) or Adobe Acrobat?
· Spreadsheets – native format (so FERC can see formulas) – Excel or Lotus; can the files be zipped to decrease the size?

· Rate Case Schedules – Excel or tab delimited (no change to the existing requirements).

FERC Staff answer:
We are proposing to use the same formats and requirements for attachments as the Secretary of the Commission posts for e-Library.  See  http://www.ferc.gov/help/submission-guide/electronic-media.asp.
10.
What are the allowed formats for submission of the documents that will be stored in the FERC tariff database?

· Maps (picture of the map and not searchable): .pdf or .jpg 

· Tariff Text: Microsoft Word, Adobe Acrobat, ASCII, Rich Text format or Plain Text

· Rate spreadsheets

· Tariff sheets which have embedded graphs and other tables?

FERC Staff answer:
Staff’s proposed electronic tariff text formats are ASCII and HTML, and PDF for tariff text as an attachment.  Open source RTF is also acceptable, and some other formats may be acceptable.
11.
In the document “FERC Staff Proposed eTariff Framework for March 13, 2007 NAESB Meeting” item 3b makes reference to packaging the tariff filing when using the sheet based approach.  What transmission formatting technique, e.g. html, XML with standard labels, etc., was envisioned to accomplish this? 

FERC Staff answer:
This is open for discussion, though XML would seem to satisfy many parties’ requirements.
Regulatory Requirements Issues

12.
Title 18 CFR lists specific criteria for the form of tariff filings including how paper copies are to appear and how many paper copies are to be submitted with a filing.  For example, Subpart B, §154.102 gives specific criteria for sheet pagination and how headers and footers must appear on a tariff sheet.  Will the regulations be rewritten to accommodate the changes in filing criteria brought on by converting to an electronic tariff filing method?

FERC Staff answer:
The NOPR proposed to remove §154.102 and replace that requirement with a set of instructions posted by the Secretary.  We also proposed numerous changes to the regulations to accommodate electronic filing.  See http://elibrary.ferc.gov/idmws/common/opennat.asp?fileID=10186875.  FERC Stats. & Regs. [Proposed Regulations] ¶ 32,575 (2004).  The format issues are open for discussion.

Miscellaneous Issues

13.
Tariff filings are currently prepared using the criteria found in Docket No. RM95-3-001 (Order 582).  In that order under “General Instructions”, #1 it lists the “TF Schedule” which is the metadata currently required to be included on the ASCII formatted electronic copy of any tariff filings. How do the various metadata delineated in the TF Schedule relate to the metadata listed on the “FERC Staff Proposed eTariff Framework for March 13, 2007 NAESB Meeting”?

FERC Staff answer:
See attached spreadsheet.  Note that the FASTR format is not technically a data base format.  FASTR data is structured data, and FASTR uses an algorithm to extract data and establish relationships.  Therefore the relational fields shown for eTariff do not have a direct analog in FASTR.  FASTR also does not track document data, and only limited filing data.  FASTR also requires manual input of several data fields that the new system will automat, for example filing date, docket number, and some status conditions.
14.
Docket No. RM95-3-001 (Order 582) gives the specific requirements for page setup including margins, number of characters per line and number of lines per page.  Will these criteria still apply for tariff filings or are they moot based on the formatting being stripped out of the Record Plain Text?
FERC Staff answer:
Staff is open to eliminating these requirements.

15.
The Pipeline Segment believes that for future actions and research, it is very important for the tariff submitter and users of the FERC tariff system to be able to search on docket number(s) and sub-docket number(s) associated with the subject filing(s).  Is FERC willing to continue (as in FASTR) to append the docket number to the record in the FERC database for these purposes?
FERC Staff answer:
Yes.

