Comments and proposed changes to Energy Day standards submitted by SOCO


General Comment:  The WEQ typically drafts standards in a manner slightly different than the WGQ.  To the extent any of these are to be considered WEQ “standards”, the WEQ would typically consider the individual “standards” to be “requirements” within a single standard titled something like “Communications with Gas Transportation Providers”.  At the beginning of the standard, the WEQ would typically have an applicability statement and a set of definitions, followed by numbered requirements.  As such, we would probably have definitions for

RTOs

ISOs

ITOs
Electric TSP
Gas TSPs, and

PPOs

And then subsequently refer to them by the appropriate acronym.
Proposed Standard S2 

Comment: we are generally supportive of S2 as proposed on 4/4 by the Pipeline Segment.  While we may be open to certain grammatical changes to improve readability, we believe the essential elements of S2 should remain as proposed by the Pipeline segment. 
Proposed Standard S3A (Includes language from S3 and S4) –
Comment: we are supportive of S3A as proposed on 4/4 by the Pipeline Segment.  While we may be open to certain grammatical changes to improve readability, we believe the essential elements of S3 should remain as proposed by the Pipeline segment.
Proposed Standard S7 
Comment: we are supportive of S7 as proposed on 4/4 by the Pipeline Segment.  Any changes below are strictly grammatical. To the extent S7 is a WGQ only standard, the distinction made below between “gas” TSP and “electric” TSP can be removed.
When engaging in communications described in NAESB WGQ Standard No. [S2] and [S3A] and NAESB WEQ Standard No. [S2] and [S3A], the Power Plant Operator (PPO) should communicate with the gas Transportation Service Provider (TSP) that is directly connected to the PPO’s Facility(ies).  If the gas TSP determines that flow variations are operationally feasible, the PPO should notify the appropriate contractual party and the specified upstream delivery entity.  The contractual party and the upstream delivery entity should work together with the gas TSP directly connected to the PPO’s Facility(ies) to resolve the disposition of the specified requirements based upon the appropriate application of tariff requirements, business practices or other similar provisions. 

Proposed Standard S8

Comment: we are supportive of S8 as proposed on 4/4 by the Pipeline Segment. Any changes below are strictly grammatical. To the extent S8 is a WGQ only standard, the distinction made below between “gas” TSP and “electric” TSP can be removed.
Where a Power Plant Operator’s (PPO’s) Facility is directly connected to a gas Transportation Service Provider (TSP) that is regulated by a state or local agency, the PPO should engage in communications analogous to those described in NAESB WGQ Standard No. [S2] and [S3A] and NAESB WEQ Standard No. [S2] and [S3A], as specified in that gas TSP’s operating protocols/procedures, tariff or general terms and conditions.

Proposed Standard S12 (WEQ and WGQ)
Comment:  From a WEQ perspective (based on how the WEQ typically drafts standards), this “requirement” is un-necessary.  The applicability of each of the other requirements are self-evident in the wording of those requirements.  The WEQ might, however, include a statement of this type in an applicability statement at the beginning of the standard.  Otherwise, we recommend its removal from consideration.
NAESB WEQ Standards Nos [S15, S16, S17] and WGQ Standards Nos [S16, S17] should apply to Regional Transmission Operators (RTOs), Independent System Operators (ISOs), and any other independent transmission operators (ITOs) only and Power Plant Operators (PPOs) operating in those regions in order to provide RTOs, ISOs and ITOs with information regarding power plant gas supply that they need to determine if there is sufficient near-term electric generation that is needed to meet electric demand and to better prepare the system operators for mitigating action.
Proposed Standard S13 (WEQ)
Electric TSPs and/or PPOs (comment: For entities that are not in an RTO, it may be sufficient for one or the other, but it may not be necessary for both) should sign up for operational flow orders and other critical notices from the appropriate gas TSPs pursuant to NAESB WGQ Standard Nos. 5.2.2, 5.3.35 and 5.3.37.

Proposed Standard S14 (WGQ)
A gas TSP should provide RTOs, ISOs, ITOs, and PPOs with notification of operational flow orders and other critical notices through the RTO / ISO / ITO / PPO’s choice of Electronic Notice Delivery mechanism(s) as set forth in NAESB WGQ Standard Nos. 5.2.1, 5.2.2 and 5.3.35 – 5.3.38. 

Proposed Standard S15 (WEQ)
Upon request, a PPO should provide appropriate RTOs, ISOs, and ITOs with pertinent information related to its gas transportation and gas supply contracts.
Proposed Standard S16 (WEQ and WGQ)
RTOs, ISOs, and ITOs should establish operational communication procedures with the appropriate gas TSP(s).  Training on and testing of such communication process should occur periodically.

Proposed Standard S17 (WEQ and WGQ)

When RTOs, ISOs, or ITOs deem it necessary, in accordance with the operating guidelines established in WEQ Standard No. [S16] WGQ Standard No. [S16], it should implement the established operational communication procedures pursuant to those standards with the appropriate gas TSP(s).
Proposed Standard S18 (WEQ)
Comment:  It is unclear what this standard is intended to do.  Public information is available to anyone, so what is the purpose of this standard?
Upon request, RTOs, ISOs, and ITOs should include any appropriate entities in the distribution mechanism for public information provided to entities within its footprint.
Suggested reword:  RTOs, ISOs, and ITOs should distribute appropriate public information (question: what information are we talking about?) to any entity upon request in a non-discriminatory fashion. 
