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North American Electric Standards Board

eTariff Subcommittee

1301 Fannin, Suite 2350

Houston, Texas  77002

Re:  Bonneville Power Administration comments on WGQ/WEQ eTariff Work Paper of Draft Proposed eTariff Business Practice Standards  
Dear NAESB eTariff Subcommittee:


The Bonneville Power Administration (Bonneville) supports NAESB’s proposed eTariff business practice standards for electronic filing of Bonneville’s rate schedules and tariff.  Bonneville offers the following comments:

1.  Amend the proposed eTariff business practice standards to permit electronic filing under Bonneville’s unique filing requirements found in 18 C.F.R. Part 300.


Bonneville proposes that the eTariff business practice standards include a process that enables Bonneville to electronically file its tariff and unique ratemaking filings so that it can effectively carry out its statutory responsibilities.  The proposed eTariff business practice standards conform to the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission (FERC) filing requirements in 18 C.F.R § 35.7, which Bonneville voluntarily complies with, but do not conform to Bonneville’s specific FERC filing requirements in Part 300.  Bonneville is concerned that it will not be able to electronically submit its voluminous rate hearing records unless additional record fields are incorporated in the business practice standards.  For example, in order for Bonneville to electronically file wholesale power rate records, there must be supporting record fields that follow the requirements in Part 300, such as the Administrator’s Record of Decision (§ 300.10(f)), Indices to the Record for the Bonneville rate hearing as identified by Bates Numbers (§ 300.10(f)(3)(iv)), Bonneville Revenue Requirement Study (§ 300.12), etc.

2.  Adopt the term “Transmission Provider” in x.1 alternative and utilize the existing FERC definition in 18 C.F.R. §§37.3(a) and 358.3(a).


The proposed definition of “Transmission Provider” differs from the existing FERC definition in §§ 37.3(a) and 358.3(a), thus creating the potential for confusion and conflict between the NAESB business practice standard and FERC’s regulatory definitions and requirements.  

3.  Adopt the term “tariff” in x.2 to describe all tariff provisions relating to the sale or purchase of open access transmission service.


Bonneville purposes that x.2 use the term “tariff” rather than the broad use of “tariff, Tariff, OATT” which are described in FERC regulations as “tariff.”  See 18 C.F.R. § 358.5(c)(1).  Consistency in terminology and a one-to-one correspondence between the FERC regulations and the proposed NAESB eTariff business practice standards will simplify implementation and reduce the potential for confusion and conflict.  

If you have any questions or require additional information regarding these comments, please contact Melanie Spraggins at (503) 230-4713.

Respectfully submitted,

/s/ Melanie Spraggins
Melanie Spraggins, Attorney
Bonneville Power Administration

Office of General Counsel 

P.O. Box 3621        LT-7
Portland, OR  97208-3621

Telephone:  (503) 230-4713

FAX:  (503) 230-7405

Email: mspraggins@bpa.gov
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