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During the creation and approval of various ATC-related Standards that required coordination with NERC, it was determined that NAESB would proceed with finalizing the Standards and that the Standards would be subject to review. A cover letter was included with each of the affected standards. The cover letter stated:

The subcommittees’ chairs will review the final NERC standards once adopted and will identify if any changes are needed to recommendations that have already been processed through commenting and EC consideration.  If changes are needed, a determination will be made whether the changes can be processed as minor actions, or for more substantive changes, the standards modification process will be used.

The Standards approved subject to review by the subcommittees’ chairs are:

· 2008 WEQ AP Items 2.a.iv.4, 2.a.vi.4 and 2.b.ii.1, Existing Transmission Commitments
· 2008 WEQ AP Items 2.b.iii.1-3, Capacity Benefit Margin

· 2008 AP Item 2.b.vii, WEQ-001 changes for “ATC Information Link” on OASIS and TTC and ATC methodologies and values

· 2008 WEQ AP Item 2.b.ii.2, Postbacks and Counterflows Business Practice Standards
· 2008 WEQ AP Item 2.b.v.1, Business Practice Standards for ATC and AFC Calculation Methodologies to complement the NERC Reliability Standards
· 2008 WEQ AP Item 2.b.v.2, Business practice standards for data exchange for ATC modeling complementary to the related NERC reliability standards

· 2008 WEQ AP Item 2.b.vi, Business practice standards to complement new NERC Supplemental SAR: Revisions to Existing Standards MOD001-MOD009, FAC12-13

· 2008 WEQ AP 2.b.iv.1-3, Transmission Reliability Margins Business Practices

The chairs of the Joint BPS and ESS/ITS have reviewed the above cited Standards against the finalized NERC standards. Additionally, the chairs reviewed and confirmed that the ATC recalculation requirement contained in the finalized NERC standards are not inconsistent with the ATC posting requirements contained in the NAESB standards.
Based on the review the chairs are recommending the attached minor corrections to WEQ 001-13.1.5, WEQ 001-16 and WEQ 001-16.1.
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During the review the chairs specifically compared the definitions contained in the NERC ATC-related standards against the definitions contained in the above cited NAESB standards. This comparison revealed a difference in the definition of Postbacks. The chairs recommend the definition in the NAESB standards be retained as superior to the various definitions contained in the NERC standards.
There is no need for a minor correction to reflect the finalized NERC standards’ numbering as NAESB staff has already made this correction.

With Best Regards,

Marcie Otondo, Co-Chair, NAESB Electronic Scheduling Subcommittee/Information Technology Subcommittee

Ed Skiba, Co-Chair, NAESB Business Practices Subcommittee

Paul Sorenson, Co-Chair, NAESB Electronic Scheduling Subcommittee/Information Technology Subcommittee

J.T. Wood, Co-Chair, NAESB Business Practices Subcommittee and Co-Chair,  NAESB Electronic Scheduling Subcommittee/Information Technology Subcommittee

Minor Corrections Proposed by the Joint BPS and ESS/ITS Chairs

001-13.1.5
ATC INFORMATION LINK
If the Transmission Provider does not use CBM or TRM in their assessment of ATC, that information shall be found in the CBM Implementation Document – CBMID or TRM Implementation Document – TRMID link below.

The information posted at “ATC Information” should include the following links (as applicable to the Transmission Provider’s methodologies):

· Current Available Transfer Capability Implementation Document - ATCID (as specified in NERC MOD-001-1)

· Current CBM Implementation Document - CBMID (as specified in NERC MOD-004-1)
· Current TRM Implementation Document - TRMID (as specified in NERC MOD-008-1)

· ATC Methodology Contact (as required by Standard WEQ-001-16)

· Current Load Forecast Descriptive Statement (as specified in Standard WEQ-001-17.6.5)

· Current Postback Methodology

· Current Flowgate Methodology Grandfathered Agreements (only required for Transmission Providers using the Flowgate Methodology
The posting of this information would be subject to the Transmission Provider’s ability to redact certain provisions due to market, security or reliability sensitivity concerns. Any section that has been redacted shall retain the heading and will include the reason for the redaction. Appropriate reasons for redaction are:  “Market Sensitive Information”, “CEII Information”, “Security Sensitive Information” or “Reliability Sensitive Information”.

These items shall appear in the order specified above and before any other items which may be required as per specific FERC direction or local business practice related to ATC Information. Posting of the cites noted in the parentheses is optional. Access to some of the information found under the ATC Information Link above may require the user to register with the individual OASIS sites according to Standard WEQ-002-3.1.

001-16
ATC OR AFC Methodology Questions
001-16.1
Procedure for Addressing ATC or AFC Methodology Questions 
The Transmission Provider shall respond to questions related to the applicable ATC methodology for calculating ATC or AFCies, including but not limited to derivation of values, underlying assumptions or data inputs within one week of the receipt by the Transmission Provider’s ATC Methodology Contact and shall respond to the question or shall provide an estimate of the amount of time needed to respond. Such questions must be submitted to the contact specified by the Transmission Provider‘s contact information under the ATC Information Link as specified under Standard WEQ-001-13.1.5.

