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North American Energy Standards Board

1301 Fannin, Suite 2350, Houston, Texas 77002

Phone:  (713) 356-0060, Fax:  (713) 356-0067, E-mail: naesb@naesb.org


Home Page: www.naesb.org

via email

TO:
Posting on the NAESB WEQ-EC Page 

FROM: 
Deonne Cunningham, NAESB Staff Attorney
RE:
Notes from WEQ EC ATC Information List review call – September 29, 2008
DATE:

October 7, 2008
Dear WEQ Distribution List and Interested Parties,

The notes below and work papers referenced serve as the record for the conference call held on September 29, 2008.

	Agenda Topic
	Results of Discussion

	Administrative:
	The conference call/web cast began at 2:02 pm C.  The roll was taken, participants were welcomed to the call, the agenda was approved without changes and the antitrust statement was given.

	Attendees:
	Marcie Otondo, APS

Barbara Rehman, BPA

Syd Berwager, BPA
Ron Mucci, Entergra Power Group, LLP

Ed Davis, Entergy

Narinder Saini, Entergy

Barry Green, EPSA

Jack Cashin, EPSA
Rob Martinko, First Energy Service Company 
Jason Marshall, Midwest ISO

Deonne Cunningham, NAESB

Rae McQuade, NAESB

Denise Rager, NAESB
	Clay Norris, ElectriCities of North Carolina 

Ernie Cardone, NYISO
Alan Johnson, NRG

Jamie Austin, PacifCorp

Bob Harshbarger, Puget Sound Energy

Rene Free, Santee Cooper

John Ciza, Southern Company

JT Wood, Southern Company

Dean Ulch, Southern Company

Wendy Weathers, SRP

Charles Yeung, Southwest Power Pool

Bill Gallagher, Vermont Public Power Supply Authority

	Agenda:
	· Administrative: Welcome to members and attendees, Antitrust Guidelines, Introductions, Adoption of Agenda

· Review of recommendation

· Questions

· Adjourn

	Review of recommendation
	· Ms. McQuade reviewed the background for the development of the recommendation.  The joint ESS/ITS and BPS subcommittee reviewed the 2008 WEQ Annual Plan Item 2.c: Develop version 1 business practice standards to support transparency reporting and related functions that may be required as a result of the final order.  After review of the recommendation, the joint ESS/ITS and BPS requested the NAESB Executive Committee (EC) form an ad hoc group to develop the recommendation.

· The WEQ EC ad hoc group met on June 6, 2008 and determined to pursue the list not through the proscriptive means of detailing each piece of information that should be made available or not made available publicly, and then uniformly apply such requirements to all transmission providers.  Instead the group determined to pursue the list through a standardized report that the TPs would post on OASIS.  The report would be standardized, and each TP would complete the report specific to its own operations, and would maintain the currency of the information posted.  In this approach, the TPs would not have a “one size fits all” approach to the information to be made public or to remain not-public, and the market participants would have access through a standardized report to the TPs decisions on access to ATC related information.
· Ms. McQuade stated that members of the WEQ EC ad hoc group developed the recommendation to support transparency for ATC/TTC related information.  She further stated that a debate has ensued in regards to how much information should be included in the list.  In the review of the recommendation, she said that each transmission provider shall prepare a report compared to the format given herein, completing columns and will post such report on OASIS in accordance with WEQ-001-13.1.5 Report on the List of ATC Related Information Report.  The list contains 34 different items where a transmission provider will be able to indicate whether the information is publicly available.
· Mr. Green noted that the list identifies the data associated with ATC calculations are addressed in the NERC ATC Standards (MOD-001, MOD-004, MOD-008, MOD-028, MOD-029, MOD-30).  He further noted that there are instances in which a specific item that has been identified has not been required for all 30 of the methodologies NERC adopted.
· Mr. Norris said the comments submitted for this recommendation can be split into three groups:  1) comments that are supportive of the recommendation; 2) comments that contend that the recommendation is an improvement and suggest only technical corrections and; 3) comments that suggest that the recommendation is overly burdensome, unnecessary and duplicative.

· Ms. Weathers reviewed the comments provided by SRP and Duke Energy and questioned the purpose of the ATC Information List.  She noted the difficulty that the subcommittee had in drafting these standards and said that it was difficult to develop the list.  She said the comments question whether the standard is necessary and questions the usefulness of the information to the industry.  Ms. Otondo stated that her comments submitted on behalf of Arizona Public Service (APS) closely reflect those submitted by SRP and Duke Energy.  Mr. Ulch also concurs with the comments submitted by SRP and Duke Energy.  Mr. Davis concurred with the comments submitted by SRP, Duke Energy, and Southern.  He stated this particular standard has very little limitations and referenced his comments on behalf of Entergy.

· Mr. Green commented that a number of customers support this standard and it supports transparency.  He noted that FERC does not explicitly require such a list however, that should not be the only reason why NAESB should not develop a list.  He said that the discussion held by the joint ESS/ITS and BPS subcommittees lacked a consensus of the information that needed to be provided in response to FERC directive.  He noted that the ATC Information List identifies the data as addressed with NERC MOD standards.  He further noted the comments submitted by Mr. Rodriguez with NERC that suggested that Item 18 be removed from List of ATC related items.  He stated that the ATC Information List is fundamental to the market place and can provide additional clarity to transmission customers.  Mr. Mucci noted that he supports the comments submitted by EPSA.
· Mr. Wood said there are transparency issues as it relates to the calculation of ATC values.  He stated that all values to calculate are available on OASIS and the list will not guarantee transparency for the calculation of ATC.  He further stated that the recommendation will require transmission providers to list information not already publicly available on OASIS.  Ms. Otondo concurred and noted that the recommendation is duplicative and may place the transmission provider in a double jeopardy situation.  Mr. Green responded that this issue was debated in the joint ESS/ITS and BPS subcommittees and was sent to the NAESB Executive Committee (“EC”) for further guidance.  The EC ad hoc task force determined that the recommendation was going to be more proscriptive in regards to the information that would be publicly available on OASIS.  He further responded that the only place where non-compliance would be possible is if the table has not been completed.  He said the proposed business practice standard does not require any particular piece of information to be made available and disagrees that the listing of information would be unduly burdensome to transmission providers.  Ms. Otondo stated that if the list were to be filled out incorrectly, there is the potential for a transmission provider to be non-compliant and possibly fined by FERC.  Mr. Wood concurred with Ms. Otondo.

· Ms. Weathers stated that the recommendation allows the transmission provider to determine what is market sensitive information, CEII information, security sensitive information, or reliability sensitive information.  She disagreed to Mr. Green’s suggestion that not filling out the table would result in noncompliance and stated a FERC auditor determine compliance issues.

· Mr. Green noted that in FERC Order No. 890-A, paragraph 148, ATC information would only be made available by request.  He further noted that the recommendation organizes the information that will be publicly available subject to that specific request.  

	Questions
	· Mr. Harshbarger questioned how other WEQ EC segments felt in regards to the proposed business practice standard.  Mr. Green said that there were generators, marketers and brokers that were in favor of the recommendation.  However, he noted that SRP (marketers and brokers segment) and Southern Company (generator) were opposed to the recommendation.  
· Ms. Rehman stated that BPA is not opposed to the proposed business practice standard and said there is enough flexibility in the standard accommodate any potentially sensitive matters.  She said that recommendation should include from paragraph 148 of FERC Order No. 890-A as referenced by Mr. Davis in the Entergy comments.  Ms. McQuade said that this modifications as well as the ones noted by the joint ESS/ITS and BPS and SRS subcommittees can be reviewed and voted upon at October 6 meeting.  
· Mr. Davis questioned how the recommendation will address transparency.  Mr. Johnson noted that transmission customers will be able to quickly determine what data the transmission provider is relying upon when it calculates ATC and whether it has access to the data, thereby increasing the ability to detect undue discrimination.  He said that the proposed business practice standard is a time-saving tool and benefits transparency of ATC calculations.  

	Adjourn:
	The meeting adjourned at 3:17 p.m. C.

	Action Items:
	· Participants requesting modifications to the recommendation will prepare amendments and motions prior to the October 6, 2008 WEQ Executive Committee meeting to address concerns raised during the discussion and noted in the prepared comments.

	Materials referenced in the meeting or amended in the meeting :
	Agenda: http://naesb.org/pdf3/weq_ec092608_100608a.doc
Recommendation for 2008 WEQ Annual Plan Item 2.c- Develop version 1 business practice standards to support transparency reporting and related functions that may be required as a result of the final order 
http://www.naesb.org/pdf3/weq_2008_api_2c_rec_clean.doc (clean), http://www.naesb.org/pdf3/weq_2008_api_2c_rec_redline.doc (redline), 

Comments submitted by E. Davis, Entergy (Motion 1): http://www.naesb.org/pdf3/weq_091708entergy_M1.doc
Comments submitted by E. Davis, Entergy (Motion 2): http://www.naesb.org/pdf3/weq_091708entergy_M2.doc
Comments submitted by A. Rodriguez, NERC Staff: http://www.naesb.org/pdf3/weq_091708nerc.doc
Comments submitted by Co-Chairs of BPS and ESS/ITS Subcommittees: http://www.naesb.org/pdf3/weq_091708cochairs_bps_ess_its.doc
Comments submitted by the NAESB WEQ Standards Review Subcommittee: http://www.naesb.org/pdf3/weq_091708srs.doc
Comments submitted by W. Weathers on behalf of Duke Energy and SRP: http://www.naesb.org/pdf3/weq_091708duke_srp.doc
Comments submitted by B. Green, EPSA: http://www.naesb.org/pdf3/weq_091708epsa.doc 
Comments submitted by Alan Johnson, NRG: http://www.naesb.org/pdf3/weq_091708nrg.pdf 
Comments submitted by J. Donovan, Constellation: http://www.naesb.org/pdf3/weq_091708nrg.pdf 
Comments submitted by D. Kimm, MidAmerican Energy: http://www.naesb.org/pdf3/weq_091708midamerican.doc 
Comments submitted by M. Otondo, Arizona Public Service: http://www.naesb.org/pdf3/weq_091708aps.doc 
Comments submitted by D. McGee, Southern Company: http://www.naesb.org/pdf3/weq_091708southern.doc 
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