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	Time 
	To 
	From 
	Chat 

	9:13am
	Hosts and panelists
	Richard Delaney
	Is there a link to the FERC meeting/announcement?


	9:18am
	Everyone
	Nancy Bagot 
	Before we get too far down specific discussion, should we expect to see a revised draft report -- which will then be voted on?  And based on comments over the next two meetings?

	9:18am
	Hosts and panelists
	Pat Wood 
	https://www.ferc.gov/news-events/events/pjm-capacity-market-forum-06152023

	9:25am
	Everyone
	Mark Spencer 
	Would you consider changing "...such as operationally available capacity and total scheduled quantity..." to "...such as operationally available capacity, total scheduled quantity, and actual flows..."  The reason that this is necessary is that some gas is not scheduled and some shippers may over or under burn their schedules, and actual flows would be more indicative of system conditions than scheduled gas.

	9:26am
	Everyone
	Patricia Jagtiani
	Mark, wouldn't that make it identical to Recommendation 1?

	9:28am
	Everyone
	Mark Spencer 
	Pat, I copied from #1 for my first quote and added "actual flows" to my second quote.

	9:31am
	Hosts and Panelists 
	Nancy Bagot 
	Thx - I meant revised recommendations - the record summary is what it is.  I appreciate the help - complicated process which you all are managing well. My personal opinion is that assigning the three Chairs to this process is/has been critical to this particular, non-standard process and getting someplace substantive -- appreciating with Sue's explanation.

	9:36am
	Everyone
	Nancy Bagot 
	Thx for clarification on process. I meant revised recommendations - the record summary is what it is.  I appreciate the help - complicated process which you all are managing well.
My personal opinion is that assigning the three Chairs to this process is/has been critical to this particular, non-standard process and getting someplace substantive -- appreciate Sue's explanation.

	9:43am
	Hosts and Panelists 
	Rachel Hogge 
	Thank you for the clarification, Sue. I feel better!

	9:52am
	Everyone
	Bob Anderson 
	It would be helpful if speakers would remind us who they represent. Thank you.

	9:53am
	Hosts and panelists
	Brian Fitzpatrick
	Perhaps adding a table to better categorize and eventually prioritize the recommendations with a column identifying the specific responsible party or parties that the recommendation is directed towards would help.

	9:55am
	Everyone 

	Nancy Bagot 
	There was discussion here that there are natural gas customers who are not familiar with capacity release options, timing, etc - so that there could be more capacity available if the information, process, etc,. were more clear...  That's my recollection.
I may be conflating electric-gas discussions I've been involved in, though!

	9:56am
	Hosts and Panelists 
	Sue Tierney
	How about:  Recommendation 4:  In a manner similar to the FERC NOPR concerning the Coordination of the Scheduling Processes of Interstate Natural Gas Pipelines and Public Utilities issued on March 20, 2014 (Docket No. RM14-2-000), the FERC should facilitate the timeliness direct the natural gas and electric industries to revise the business practice standards developed by NAESB to improve the efficiency and transparency of the processes to report, transact, and facilitate capacity release, either through direction to NAESB or through policy action by FERC.

	9:59am
	Everyone 

	Nancy Bagot 
	It sounds like the "Chairs' narrative" can explain much of what Matt Agen is flagging in terms of specificity.

	10:01am
	Everyone 

	Terri Eaton
	Apologies for my audio issues.  My questions also relate to clarification.  First, in the record summary there's a reference to RTOs/ISOs changing their commitment timelines.  If I recall correctly, this recommendation (I think initially from me) came about only in the context of extreme weather.  Is recommendation 4 focused on extreme weather, or operations more generally?  Also, the record summary speaks to price transparency.  I'm not familiar with how capacity release works, but is there an aspect of capacity release that involves pricing?

	10:02am
	Everyone 
	Enrico Montesa 
	Are there any data that suggest that the holders of firm capacity on interstate pipelines would release their rights during extreme cold weather events?

	10:04am
	Everyone 

	Patricia Jagtiani
	I think it would be beneficial for the recommendation to hint at what problem it is trying to fix

	10:15am
	Everyone
	Kimberly Van Pelt
	Should this say - Similar to the policies adopted as part of FERC Order No. 712 to support the use of asset management agreements, the FERC should consider policy modifications necessary to better facilitate advanced agreements between end users and providers of natural gas supply and delivery capacity.

	10:18am
	Everyone 

	Terri Eaton 
	On recommendation #6, we strongly support.  This is an important and valuable improvement to the gas market.  The recommendation is focused on states, but I wonder whether a recommendation to Congress would be in order.

	10:21am
	Everyone 

	Andrea Chambers 
	Terri, the FERC's capacity release program has requirements for bidding on capacity and posting the results in the regulations that Jonathan cited.

	10:21am
	Everyone 

	Nancy Bagot 
	I read #6 as drawing a distinction between intrastate and interstate systems.  IE, this is NOT about any limiations on the interstate system but rather the far more limited, less transparent INTRAstate system.

	10:22am
	Everyone 

	Terri Eaton 
	I also note that for Recommendation #6, we view the issue as more of a producer issue than a pipeline issue.

	10:24am
	Everyone 

	Sam Watson 
	I read this recommendation completely differently. As a non-producing state for natural gas, I nonetheless have intrastate pipelines (LDCs) that deliver gas from interstate pipelines to end users. I agree that some rewording and clarification of this recommendation would be helpful.

	10:24am
	Hosts and Panelists 
	Ana Garza-Beutz

	Is Recommendation #6 meant for 24/7 365 days a year?  (Not just for extreme weather)

	10:24am
	Hosts and Panelists 
	Pat Wood
	Terri you are correct.  The pipeline ones show up later

	10:29am
	Everyone
	Ana Garza-Beutz
	Is Recommendation #6 meant for 24/7 365 days a year?  (Not just for extreme weather)

	10:32am
	Everyone 
	Terri Eaton
	Fair question about whether recommendation #6, fair question.  My view is that for this to work during extreme situations it has to be SOP.  And to be SOP it would, practically speaking, have to be at all times.

	10:34am
	Everyone
	Bill Wolf 
	With respect to recommendations 6, 12, and 13, there is a suggestion that FERC consider adopting regulations "to achieve identical outcomes" if states do not take a specific action with respect to various aspects of intrastate pipeline operations.  It may go without saying, but FERC is constrained by its implementing statutes, so FERC could only propose new regulations where it has legal authority and jurisdiction to do so.  While Kinder Morgan does not oppose state regulators consider the issues in these recommendations, we believe the committee recommendations should reflect jurisdictional boundaries, as well as the fact that the expertise of how these markets were developed and how they operate lies with the state regulators, and not the FERC.  Therefore, we suggest this last sentence be deleted. If the committee does not delete the last sentence, at the very least this sentence should be revised as follows to make it legally accurate, with added language in the brackets:  In instances where state authorities lack enabling authority to take such actions, the FERC should [consider whether it has authority to] adopt regulations to achieve identical outcomes.

	10:34am
	Everyone 
	Ana Garza-Beutz
	Thanks Terri.  Would be hard to imagine turning on/off the 24/7 granularity.

	10:38am
	Everyone
	Joshua Phillips 
	Hard time hearing andrea 

	10:39am
	Everyone
	Mark Spencer 
	Andrea, our experience on the interstate pipelines is different.  The inability to trade daily over a weekend does have an affect on electric reliability.  However, the easiest obstacle to remove is to allow generators to price the risk premia to make the advanced purchases in their offers.

	10:40am
	Hosts and Panelists 
	Jennifer Coffee 
	As noted before in past comments and calls, TPA agrees with Bill’s/kinder Morgan’s comments

	10:46am
	Everyone
	Andrea Chambers 
	My comments were that we support more transparency on interstate pipelines and that FERC and the states should work together to achieve this transparency.  Also, we do not support changes that would require mandatory nominations on the weekends and holidays nor do we think this would fix the problems experienced during the winter storms.  We are talking about times when capacity is scarce so unless the generators have signed up for firm transportation, they will not be able to obtain it.  Also, there were supply shortfalls, so there would not be additional gas to purchase at the time.

	10:47am
	Everyone
	Enrico Montesa 

	Market rules under ISO tariffs will have to change to allow for generator commitments that would cover multiple days.  This change in ISO market rules would provide electric generators the opportunity to secure natural gas in advanced of extreme cold weather events.

	10:50am
	Everyone
	Steven Folga 

	Concerning the last chat, securing natural gas in advance of extreme weather such as hurricanes may be a similar concern as extreme cold weather events in terms of reduction in natural gas supply.

	10:52am
	Everyone
	Mark Spencer 

	I don't think it requires a multi-day ahead commitment.  It simply requires generators to be compensated to carry the risk of purchasing the weekend package.  Some weekends may not be profitable.  Some weekends may be lucrative, but the current mitigation framework treats each day individually and treats the costs of the weekend purchase as a "sunk cost."
We agree with Rec #7 but don't think it goes far enough.  As PJM's analysis shows, gas-fired generators that received DA awards had minimal issues scheduling gas during WSE.  The challenge was for the gas-fired generators that did not receive DA awards.  Recommendation #7 seems to help reduce financial risk but doesn't seem to address the issue of ensuring sufficient gas is scheduled in the timely cycle to serve load and foreseeable contingencies.

	10:53am
	Everyone
	Terri Eaton 

	On recommendation #7, we have looked at this in detail for some time and do not see a benefit from trying to further align gas and electric day during normal conditions.  We do, however, see significant benefit of moving unit commitment forward when extreme weather is anticipated, provided that generators are made whole in terms of gas price volatility.

	10:56am
	Everyone
	Joshua Phillips 

	Support Nancy's comments.  SPP has discussed market timing changes with our stakeholders and benefits from change should be front and primary to driving that question.

	10:58am
	Everyone
	Terri Eaton 

	On recommendation #8, we strongly support multi-day commitment processes in general. Some RTOs/ISOs are already doing this and others have plans to do so.  It's not clear to me that multi-day commitment is the right solution to address severe weather specifically (it may be, it's just not clear to me).  I question whether this recommendation belongs in the report given it is already being implemented/pursued by most RTOs/ISOs and isn't really targeted to severe weather.
I have to drop off due to a conflict.  I appreciate this discussion and all the work that the co-chairs and NAESB staff have done to get us to this point.

	10:59am
	Hosts and Panelists 
	Kate Daley 

	We support the concept and see benefits in RTOs reviewing their unit commitment timelines to ensure that awards are issued earlier, especially during extreme events, particularly for RUCs.

	11:01am
	Everyone
	Joshua Phillips 
	should consider may be more appropriate

	11:03am
	Hosts and Panelists 
	Jennifer Coffee 
	I don’t see my post from just before the break so I’m reposting - apologies for submitting seemingly out of context. The Texas Pipeline Association agrees wholeheartedly with Bill Wolf/Kinder Morgan comments as they pertain to intrastate pipeline issues, state regulatory jurisdiction and the role of state legislation. These comments largely mirror statements made by us in prior NAESB calls as well as prior submitted comments.

	11:03am
	Hosts and panelists

	Nancy Bagot 
	An idea to Sue's question is that FERC could direct "one-time reports" on this issue to ensure that each ISO/RTO has at least done an assessment to either show that their schedule is best for that market, or changes should be considered.
I do think it's important to include the notion of the Power Day in addition to the scheduling timeline.

	11:07am
	Everyone
	Nancy Bagot 
	To Terri and Mark's point, the timing of commitment on power side (DA) is key here, though I think there can be benefits from the power day/schedule consideration as well.

	11:09am
	Everyone
	Jennifer Coffee 
	It appears I was only posting my comments prior to the break to hosts and panelists so apologies for submitting comments out of context, but I wanted to make sure it was in the record. The Texas Pipeline Association agrees wholeheartedly with Bill Wolf/Kinder Morgan comments as they pertain to intrastate pipeline issues, state regulatory jurisdiction and the role of state legislature. These comments largely mirror statements made by us in prior NAESB GEH forum calls as well as prior submitted comments. Thus, we have nothing additional to add at this time.

	11:13am
	Hosts and Panelists 
	Nancy Bagot 
	No comment on #8 from me

	11:13am
	Everyone
	Andrea Chambers 
	Should it say electric suppliers should be able to recover their costs of natural gas supplies and transportation for multi-day supply commitments

	11:17am
	Hosts and panelists

	Patricia Jagtiani
	Should multi-day commitments be for critical periods only?

	11:19am
	Everyone
	Nancy Bagot 
	Pat W, agree that the "trigger" here, or "expected high demand period" is important and not easy, but needs to be included as a limitation so we don't' overly disrupt the well-functioning interaction most of the time.

	11:23am
	Everyone
	Mark Spencer 
	On Recommendation #8, our experience is that a set of market rules that are applied infrequently are not usually successful.  Not only are the market participants not honed on the temporary market rules  - e.g., potential for mistakes, but they are unwilling to take financial risks for rules that are non-standard.

	11:28am
	Everyone 

	Ana Garza-Beutz
	Agree with Mark's comment regarding Rec #8  "market rules that are applied infrequently are not usually successful."     Understand that we are trying to take a surgical approach, but we need to keep in mind the likelihood of adoption.

	11:33am
	Everyone
	Jennifer Coffee 
	With regard to existing state programs dealing with demand response and reliability services, to what extent has ERCOT and PUC of Texas been involved in these conversations.
And to the conversations regarding public service announcements and coordinated communication, what level of involvement between the Texas Division of Emergency Management and the chairs

	11:33am
	Everyone
	Jennifer Coffee 
	And to the conversations regarding public service announcements and coordinated communication, what level of involvement between the Texas Division of Emergency Management and the chairs

	11:33am
	Everyone
	Ana Garza-Beutz
	On Rec #9, California's success with public service announcements during the Sep 2022 heatwave was indeed an overwhelming success.  However, state regulators have cautioned against over-reliance on PSA as their increased frequency can be counterproductive

	11:34am
	Hosts and panelists

	Kate Daley 
	There is a lot in the summary on #10 about cross-market, but as written the recommendation is not particularly clear that this is calling for joint planning.

	11:36am
	Everyone

	Mark Spencer 
	Yes, Nancy.  I agree with your interpretation.

	11:48am
	Hosts and Panelists 
	Nancy Bagot 
	No, Pat J, you're getting at my point - I'm talking firm gas to RUN the day you are needed.

	11:49am
	Everyone
	Mark Spencer 
	I think the point is the gas is available if DAM

	11:49am
	Hosts and panelists

	Nancy Bagot 
	Craig, it's a PJM slide -- will try to find it. DA units had minimal problems showing up.

	11:55am
	Everyone
	Nancy Bagot 
	Here is the PJM slide I referenced, in particular Slide 15 - DA commitment had an extensive impact on availability.
	See slides 14 & 15 -- https://pjm.com/-/media/committees-groups/committees/oc/2023/20230309/20230309-item-04a---winter-storm-elliott-outage-data-review.ashx

	11:56am
	Everyone
	Nancy Bagot 
	Every scenario analyzed by EIA calls for more gas - not the same, not less, but more. To Andrea's point.

	11:59am
	Everyone
	Christopher Smith 
	I agree with Andrea's comments on the long-term need for the infrastructure.  To paraphrase the Mark Twain quote "the reports of natural gas' death have been greatly exaggerated."

	11:59am
	Everyone
	Jonathan Namazi
	Good afternoon.  This is Jonathan Namazi from the law firm Davis Wright Tremaine LLP on behalf of EQT Energy, LLC, a new member of NAESB.  We appreciate all of the hard work that has gone into this effort and preparing these recommendations.  While we don’t have any comments to offer today, EQT is evaluating the recommendations and the record, and plans to provide comments on some of the recommendations discussed today and in the next two Forum meetings.

	12:01pm
	Everyone
	Sue Tierney 
	Very constructive feedback.  Thanks

	12:01pm
	Everyone
	Nancy Bagot 
	THANKS

	12:01pm
	Everyone
	Mark Spencer 
	Thanks 

	12:02pm
	Everyone 

	Jonathan Namazi
	Thank you
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