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Annual Plan Item 7c – Scope and Issues
7.
Respond to directives of FERC Order No. 698 issued 6-25-07, Docket Nos. RM05-5-001 and RM96-1-027 as related to the NAESB reports submitted in Docket No. RM05-28-000:

c.
¶ 69 of Order No. 698:  “As we stated in the NOPR, the Commission has recognized the interest of interruptible shippers in achieving business certainty by making the last intra-day nomination opportunity one in which firm nominations do not bump interruptible nominations.   However, within the confines of current Commission policy, NAESB should actively consider whether changes to existing intra-day schedules would benefit all shippers, and provide better provide for coordination between gas and electric scheduling.  In addition, the NAESB nomination timeline establishes only the minimum requirement to which pipelines must adhere...” (emphasis added)

Scope

Consider whether changes to the existing nomination cycles (and related processes/timelines) would benefit all shippers and provide better coordination between gas and electric scheduling.

Timeline Issues
1. What changes to the nomination cycles would benefit both the gas and electric industries?
a. Evaluate whether to remove any of the existing scheduling nomination cycles.

b. Review the existing nomination cycles/deadlines for possible modifications.

c. Consider whether to add additional or modify the existing evening cycle timeline affecting next day flow.

d. Should we consider a true up cycle?

e. Should the new nomination cycles modify current day gas flow and/or next day gas flow?

2. Should we consider whether additional intraday cycles should or should not be subject to bumping?

3. When developing the standards consider the ability of all parties to be able to physically bring gas on and get it to market.

Confirmation/Scheduling

1. Do we need to consider modification to the EPSQ concept for both increases and decreases in scheduled quantities?  (ref: page 52 of Capacity Release Implementation Guide), (ref: page 216 of the Scheduled Quantity Implementation Guide)

2. Do we need to consider the ability of all parties to cut currently scheduled gas supply?

3. How will confirmations be accomplished if additional intraday nomination cycles are added?

Reporting Requirements

1. How do adding additional nomination cycles affect the existing requirement to post transactional and operational reporting after each nomination cycle?

Other

1. Should we look at additional communication needed prior to a potential 8AM nomination?

2. If standards are developed should they be broad enough to cover various sources of supply?

3. Do we need to add additional opportunities to do capacity release when adding a nomination cycle?

4. How will adding additional nomination cycles affect additional capacity release time lines including recalls?

1

