Formal Comments of the Bonneville Power Administration

on 2008 WEQ Annual Plan Item 2.b.vi,

Business Practice Standards to Complement New NERC Supplemental SAR:  Revisions to Existing Standards MOD001-MOD009, FAC12-13


Comment 1:  Joint/Multiple Ownership Facilities
There is a need to resolve the discrepancy between the language in the NERC MOD003 and the NAESB ATC Information Link proposal, 2008 AP Item 2.b.vii, to identify the appropriate ATC Methodology Contact for questions or concerns on TTC and ATC methodologies and values associated with multiple ownership facilities.  This discrepancy could be resolved simply with the addition of the following contact information links under the ATC Information link on the Transmission Provider’s OASIS Home Page (as underlined and in red text):
001-13.1.5 ATC INFORMATION LINK

If the Transmission Provider does not use CBM or TRM in their assessment of ATC, that information shall be found in the CBM Implementation Document – CBMID or TRM Implementation Document – TRMID link below.

The information posted at “ATC Information” should include the following links:

· Available Transfer Capability Implementation Document - ATCID (as specified in NERC [MOD-001-?])

· CBM Implementation Document - CBMID (as specified in NERC [MOD-004-?])

· TRM Implementation Document - TRMID (as specified in NERC [MOD-008-?])

· ATC Methodology Contact (as required by WEQ-001-xx), as applicable,
· Single Ownership Facilities

· Joint/Mulitiple Ownership Facilities
· Load Forecast Descriptive Statement (as specified in WEQ-001-n.6.5 [“n” represents 2008 WEQ Annual Plan Item 2.b.vii])
Background:
MOD03, as originally adopted by the NERC Board of Trustees on February 8, 2005, required each Regional Reliability Organization (RRO) to develop and document a procedure on how transmission users can input their concerns or questions regarding the TTC and ATC methodology and values of the Transmission Service Provider(s) and how these concerns or questions will be addressed.  This language provided for procedural consistency within each RRO for transmission users.  Moreover, it allowed for a central point of contact, i.e, the RRO, for concerns/questions regarding TTC values of multiple ownership facilities.  
The ATC MODs currently being developed by NERC seem to accommodate TTC calculations associated with joint/multiple ownership facilities, e.g.,  MOD-001 R9 (DATA EXCHANGE); however the NAESB ATC Information Link proposal applies to individual Transmission Providers. See 001 – xx.1 language below:
001 – XX.1 
Procedure for Addressing ATC Methodology Questions 

The Transmission Provider shall respond to questions related to the applicable ATC methodologies, including but not limited to derivation of values, underlying assumptions or data inputs within one week of the receipt by the Transmission Provider’s ATC Methodology Contact and shall respond to the question or shall provide an estimate of the amount of time needed to respond. Such questions must be submitted to the contact specified by the Transmission Provider ‘s contact information under the ATC Information Link as specifed under WEQ- 001-13.1.5.

This proposed single Transmission Provider point of contact for any TTC questions related to joint/multiple ownership facilities therefore would not be appropriate and could lead to inconsistent information provided to transmission users.
Comment 2: Redaction Criteria 
In the ATC Information Link proposal, it is not clear which criteria individual Transmission Providers will use to justify the “ability to redact certain provisions due to market, security or reliability sensitivity concerns.”  Although NERC and NAESB have worked jointly to develop a list of information that would not be publicly available due to such concerns, the list is not established in a NAESB standard, nor is there currently a proposal to do so.  There should be a standard to more clearly identify the scope of “Market Sensitive Information”, “CEII Information”, Security Sensitive Information” or “Reliability Sensitive Information”.
Background:

· The subcommitee co-chairs received an email from Andy Rodriquez of NERC indicating that there was no additional work required associated to the SAR for FAC-012 and FAC-012 http://www.naesb.org/pdf3/weq_atc_afc050108w4.txt.  

· The NAESB Joint ESS/ITS & BPS subcomittee met with the NERC ATC Drafting Team on May 1, 2008, to discuss the SAR to identify if there were any items associated to this SAR which were not included in MOD’s 001, 004, 008, 028, 029, and 030.  There was only one concern raised during this conference call as to whether the NAESB Joint Subcommittee had addressed MOD 003.

· The Joint ESS/ITS & BPS also met in a separate meeting on May 1, 2008, to review this annual plan item.  In this meeting concern was raised as to whether MOD 003 had been addressed.  It was pointed out that the subcommitee had discussed MOD 003 in detail and reached a decision in 2007 on how to proceed with incoporating MOD 003.  Upon review of the May 3, 2007 Final Meeting Minutes, the Joint subcommittee determined (on May 1, 2008) that MOD 003 had been addressed by NAESB and had been appropriately included in the ATC Information Link Recommendation.

There is a June 6th meeting of the WEQ EC Group Addressing List of ATC Related Information to discuss:
1. the need for the list and its treatment by NAESB

2. if needed, identify the components of the list

The outcome of this Group discussion should be considered prior to the EC vote on the Recommendation item, 2008 AP Item 2.b.vi.
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