Energy Day Proposed Standards

April 18-19, 2005


CAISO thanks NAESB for the opportunity to respond to these latest draft standards.  CAISO is extremely disappointed that these draft standards were only posted on the web site late on April 13.  Posting important information so close to the date of the next meeting does not allow sufficient time for the impacted parties to review the draft standard and file comments.  Equally important, posting this information so late also tends to limit the ability of other  meeting participants to review the comments prior to the meeting.   

Proposed Standard S12 (WEQ and WGQ) (Committee)
NAESB WEQ Standards Nos [S15, S16, S17] and WGQ Standards Nos [S16, S17] should apply to any entity involved in the commitment and dispatch of generating resources  and Power Plant Operators (PPOs)  in order to share information regarding power plant gas supply that is needed to determine if there is sufficient near-term electric generation to meet electric demand and to better prepare the system operators for mitigating action.
Comment – it is highly inappropriate for NAESB to create a ”national” standard that includes only ISOs and RTOs, to the exclusion of all other entities similarly involved in the commitment and dispatch of generating resources.  If these standards are being written under the auspices of NAESB, the understanding is that they should reflect a national standard not just a standard impacting a few select entities, such as ISO’s and RTO’s.   

Proposed Standard S15 (WEQ) (Committee)
Unless otherwise prohibited by agreement, tariff, or protocol rules, a Power Plant Operator should, upon request, provide appropriate (see comment above concerning applicability) with pertinent information concerning the service level of  its procured gas transportation and gas supply (i.e. firm or interruptible service).

Proposed Standard S14 (WGQ) (Committee)
A Transportation Service Provider should provide (see above note concerning applicability) and Power Plant Operators (PPO) with notification of regional gas system conditions that could impact the reliability of regional gas-fired generating units through an agreed upon method of notification.  .
Comment – Notification of OFOs and “critical notices” could inundate the electric industry participants with a great deal of useless information.  Also, specifying the method of notification limits more appropriate options.  Currently, CAISO and the gas transportation providers communicate by telephone whenever either party identifies a potential problem.  This process works extremely well.
Proposed Standard S13 (WEQ) (Committee)
(see above note on applicability) and Power Plant Operators should make arrangements with the appropriate gas Transportation Service Provider(s) for notification of gas system conditions that could jeopardize the reliability of gas-fired generating units
Comment – Allow the parties to communicate as determined by the parties.  It should be recognized that notification of an OFO does not necessarily indicate a condition that would jeopardize generation.  There have been several recent occasions in California where an OFO was issued because of an excess of gas entering the region.  

Proposed Standard S16 (WEQ and WGQ) (Committee)

(see comment above concerning applicability) should establish operational communication procedures with the appropriate gas Transportation Service Provider(s).  Training on and testing of such communication process should occur periodically.

Comment - Proposed Standard P1 and S9 below should be removed since they delve into issues that are reliability-related rather than a business practice.
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Comment – these items should be included in the communications agreement between the parties and should not be a separate standard.





Comment – searching for information on EBBs or OASIS’ has no value added if you have already established a communications between the impacted gas and electric entities.  This should not be a standard.

Proposed Standard S17 (WEQ and WGQ) (Committee)
When (see comment above concerning applicability) deems it necessary,  it should implement the established operational communication procedures pursuant to NAESB WEQ Standard No. [S16] and WGQ Standard No [S16] with the appropriate gas Transportation Service Provider(s).
Comment – the term “deems it necessary” should suffice.  Allow the impacted parties to determine the appropriate “trigger”.  



Comment – this is an unreasonable burden.  Moreover, it is inappropriate for the electric industry to be placed in the position of “speaking” for the gas industry – especially when this burden comes during critical times.
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