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The Midwest ISO is requesting the Wholesale Electric Quadrant Executive Committee consider the additional proposals and redline changes (listed below), prior to approving the “ATC/TTC Narratives” recommendation.  
Y.1.1 c.)
There should be a statement of applicability regarding the use of yearly ATC values.  If the Transmission Provider does not use yearly ATC values, then there shall be no requirement for a yearly ATC narrative posting.

Standard Y.1.1:  Initial Zero ATC Narrative

The Transmission Provider shall post a zero ATC narrative when ATC for a constrained Posted Path meets any of the following criteria (for examples see WEQ 013.XX):

a. The monthly ATC value for a given month has been posted at a value of zero for the past six consecutive months 

b. The monthly ATC is posted at a value of zero for a duration of six consecutive months; where that six-month duration could span past, present, and future months. 

c. The yearly ATC is posted at a value of zero for one or more future years.  This reqiurement shall only apply if the Transmission Provider uses yearly ATC values. 

Y.2.2
SYSTEM_ELEMENT shall include, as applicable, the path name and month or year that a zero ATC has been calculated.  This is to account for the requirement in Y.1.1.A (i.e. AEP – CIN July 2008).  The redline is on the following page.
Standard Y.2: Zero  ATC Narrative Posting On OASIS

A zero ATC narrative shall be posted on OASIS for ATC on each constrained Posted Path which meets one or more of the criteria specified  in Standard Y.1.1 and Y.1.2.

Standard Y.2.1: Use of systemdata 

A zero ATC narrative shall be posted such that it may be queried and viewed on OASIS using the systemdata template.

Standard Y.2.2: systemdata Information
There shall be separate narrative postings for zero firm ATC and zero non-firm ATC as follows: 

· SYSTEM_ELEMENT_TYPE = “PATH”

· SYSTEM_ELEMENT  = Name of the path associated with the posted ATC.  Path name shall include the month if the posting is caused by the criteria in Standard Y.1.1.A.
· SYSTEM_ATTRIBUTE = “ZERO_FATC_NARRATIVE” or “ZERO_NFATC_NARRATIVE”, as applicable.

· START_TIME = Date and time that the posted ATC initially became zero, which may be prior to the date of the zero ATC narrative posting

· STOP_TIME = Date and time when the posted ATC is expected to be greater than zero. If such date and time is unknown, then a null value shall be returned for STOP_TIME. 

· ATTRIBUTE_VALUE = “0”

· ATTRIBUTE_UNITS = “MW”

· ANNOTATION = Narrative text (see standard Y.2.3)

Z.1.1
The Midwest ISO believes that a TTC/TFC change due to seasonality (i.e. change from Winter rating to the Summer rating) should be excluded from the posting requirements defined in Z.1.1.  We believe the intent of Order 890 and 890-A is to capture changes due to outages, upgrades, or any other unforeseen event and not a change due to seasonality that is predefined by a flowgate rating.  The redline is located on the following page:

Standard Z.1.1: ATC Change Narrative
The  Transmission Provider shall post an ATC change narrative when a Transmission Provider’s ATC changes as a result of a 10% or more change in the Transmission Provider’s TTC/TFC definition, as follows (for examples see WEQ 013.X):

a.   a monthly or yearly ATC posted value changes on a constrained Posted Path as a result of a 10 percent or greater change in the TTC posted value, or 

b.  where the Available Flowgate Capability (AFC) calculation method is used, a converted monthly or yearly ATC posted value changes on a constrained Posted Path as a result of a 10 percent or greater change in the TFC value.

c.  A TTC/TFC change due to normal, expected seasonality changes (i.e. change from Winter to Summer rating) shall be excluded from the narrative posting requirement above.

Z.2.2
The Midwest ISO believes that narrative postings for Firm and Non-Firm ATC are redundant and unnecessary since a change in TTC will change the Firm and Non-Firm ATC by the same amount.  This is further supported by the sample OASIS posting provided on page 18, whereby the only difference between the related posting references is the SYSTEM_ATTRIBUTE value.  Since the proposed posting requirements do not mandate that the particular change in an affected path’s ATC be documented, it provides no benefit and increases the workload of the Transmission Provider to require separate postings when all that is documented is that Firm and Non-Firm ATCs are affected; which should be clear because a change in TTC on a limiting element will change Firm and Non-Firm ATCs for a given path.
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