

From: Mucci, Ron (Power)
Sent: Friday, August 17, 2007 10:51 AM
To: naesb@naesb.org
Cc: Gildea, Michael F; jcashin Stanton, James
Subject: Comments on proposed modifications to WEQ 001 1.6 and 1.7
Attached below are my comments on draft modifications to WEQ 001 to address Order 890.  Please forward this to the WEQ ESS/ITS and BPS for consideration.

Thanks,

Ron

001-1.6 Information to be posted on the OASIS

(a) (4) Clearly identify the degree to which transmission service requests or schedules were denied or interrupted and the underlying data, analysis and assumptions relied upon to make such determination;

Comment:  To achieve the goal of transparency, it is essential to disclose both the action taken and the assumptions/reasons behind the results.

(b) Posting transfer capability.  The available transfer capability on the Transmission Provider’s system (ATC) and the total transfer capability (TTC) of that system shall be calculated and posted for each Posted Path as set out in this section.  All underlying data, analysis and assumptions necessary to allow transmission customers to replicate such ATC and TTC calculations should be posted.

Comment:  It is essential that transmission customers be able to replicate the ATC/TTC calculations.  Otherwise, the same “black box” results will add nothing to the transparency requirements envisioned by the Commission in Order 890.

(b) (2) (ii) should be revised to read as follows:

The Responsible Party must post all data used to calculate ATC, TTC, CBM and TRM for any constrained path(s) (including the limiting element(s) and the cause of the limit (e.g., thermal, voltage, stability), as well as all assumptions including load forecast) in electronic form within one week of the denial, interruption or any other actions taken as a result of such constraint.

(b) (2) (iii) should be revised to read as follows:

System planning studies, facilities studies, and specific network impact studies performed for customers or the Transmission Provider’s own network resources are to be made publicly available in electronic form and a list of such studies shall be posted on the OASIS.

Comment:  the phrase “on request” was struck.  Given the inability of transmission customers to know when all such studies are performed, it is essential that the Transmission Provider be required to post such data.  Rather than placing the burden on customers to request/”pull” the information, the requirements should provide that the Transmission Provider post/”push” such information any time such studies are done.  The Transmission Providers are the only ones who know when such studies are performed and are in possession of the information that must be posted.

(C) (3) should be revised to read as follows:

When the monthly and yearly capability posted under paragraphs (b)(3)(i)(A) and (B) of this section are updated because of a change in TTC by more than 10 percent on any affected path, the Transmission Provider shall post a brief, but specific, narrative explanation of the reason for the update.  This narrative should include the specific events which gave rise to the update (e.g., scheduling of planned outages and occurrence of forced transmission outages, de-ratings of transmission facilities, scheduling of planned generation outages and occurrence of forced generation outages, changes in load forecast, changes in new facilities’ in-service dates, or other events or assumption changes) and new values for ATC, TTC, CBM and TRM on the path (as opposed to all points on the network).

Comment:  Disclosure should be made at the path level for all data values which affect ATC which also includes TTC, CBM and TRM.

(C) (3) (ii) (A) should be revised to read as follows:

These postings are to be updated whenever the ATC changes by more than 10 percent of the Path’s TTC.

Comment:  Given the consistent use of a ten percent threshold, there is not basis provided for a broader standard being applied to the relative changes in ATC.

(iii) Calculation of CBM should include a new requirement (C) as follows:

(C) The Transmission Provider must post the amount of CBM reserved on each path and the actual CBM used for the same period.

Comment:  It is essential that all market participants be able to assess the degree to which the Transmission Provider is being overly conservative in their use of CBM relative to the amount actually relied upon.  Over time, a patter of excess CBM should be reviewed to determine if such amounts on each path can be reduced and thereby increase the amount of ATC all other factors being equal.

