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The following is a list of exceptions and/or waivers documented in FERC Order No. 890, which we would like the ESS and ITS to consider for inclusion when developing changes to the NAESB Standards in support of the Order. 
143 With respect to an ISO or RTO public utility transmission provider, the Commission recognized in the NOPR that such an entity may already have tariff terms and conditions that are superior to the pro forma OATT.  The Commission also noted that the purpose of this rulemaking is not to redesign approved, fully-functioning RTO or ISO markets.  Thus, the Commission proposed to require ISO and RTO transmission providers to submit FPA section 206 compliance filings, within 90 days after the publication of the Final Rule in the Federal Register, that contain the non-rate terms and conditions set forth in the Final Rule or that demonstrate that their existing tariff provisions are consistent with or superior to the revised provisions to the pro forma OATT.  The Commission also proposed to allow ISO and RTO transmission providers, after making their FPA section 206 compliance filings, to submit filings under FPA section 205 proposing rates for the services provided for in their tariffs, as well as non-rate terms and conditions that differ from their existing tariffs and those set forth in the Final Rule if those provisions are consistent with or superior to the pro forma OATT.  The Commission did not address the specific obligations of transmission owning members of ISOs and RTOs.
414 
The Commission agrees with PJM and Ameren that affiliate posting requirements do not apply to RTOs and ISOs, since they do not have affiliates to transact with.  The Commission also agrees with Entergy that the metrics established for its weekly procurement process are outside the scope of this proceeding.  

992 Notwithstanding the requirements of section IV.C of this Final Rule, the Commission finds that it would be inappropriate to require RTOs and ISOs with real-time energy markets to adopt the provisions for conditional firm point-to-point service.  Customers transacting in RTOs and ISOs are able to buy through transmission congestion in the RTOs’ real-time energy markets and need no prior reservation in order to access transmission.  Voluntary curtailment in order to access transmission is thus not an attractive option given the range of options available for customers transacting in RTOs and ISOs.  Further, in RTOs and ISOs with financial transmission rights, conditional firm service may disrupt the distribution of these rights.  We therefore believe that there is no need to reform existing RTO and ISO procedures to satisfy concerns underlying the adoption of the conditional firm option.

993 The Commission directs, however, RTOs and ISOs that already provide planning redispatch pursuant to section 13.5 of the pro forma OATT to modify the relevant provisions of their tariffs consistent with our directives in this Final Rule.
  RTOs and ISOs need not amend their tariffs if the Commission has previously found that these tariffs were just and reasonable without the inclusion of pro forma section 13.5 planning redispatch provisions.  We will not require incorporation of the more limited planning redispatch obligations adopted in this Final Rule if RTOs and ISOs have already been excused from the planning redispatch obligations of the existing pro forma OATT.
� This includes the transmission provider’s obligation to post monthly redispatch costs for each transmission facility over which planning and reliability redispatch are provided.  
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