List of Items Reviewed with NERC During 
April 7, 2008 Joint NERC/NAESB ATC/AFC Conference Call
1. NAESB believes that the following reference is within NERC’s scope because NERC defines the frequency for the calculations, (FERC Order 890 paragraph 301 and Order 890-A paragraph 101 “The Commission stated that this process must also consider whether ATC should be calculated more frequently for constrained facilities.”).  Has NERC considered, addressed, or plans to address this item?
Status: 
NERC has considered and believes they have established the appropriated guidelines for reliability purposes.  If NAESB wants to have additional frequency for calculations for commercial purposes they could.  NERC will discuss the frequency for constrained path at their meeting in New Orleans on April 8th. Section 37.6 b 3 is the regulatory text reference for posting. If NERC determines that the timing should change this change needs to be communicated back to NAESB.
NAESB will consider posting requirements for non-constrained paths when the ATC value changes between the minimum posting periods.

2. Is NERC addressing (FERC Order 890-A 104 “ The Commission agrees with Powerex that the standards adopted through the NERC and NAESB processes should serve as minimum or "no less frequent than" requirements to recalculate ATC.  Transmission providers also must update their ATC calculation when they receive substantial and material changes in data, such as updated load forecasts, changes in topology and dispatch patterns, which may be adopted through the NERC and NAESB processes should serve as minimum or ‘‘no less frequent than’’ requirements to recalculate ATC. Transmission providers also must update their ATC calculation when they receive substantial and material changes in data, such as updated load forecasts, changes in topology and dispatch patterns, which may be more frequent than the NERC and NAESB standards would otherwise require. In the absence of substantial and material changes in data, transmission providers are not required to update ATC on a more frequent basis than the minimum frequency that the NERC and NAESB standards require, once implemented. The Commission will consider the adequacy of the time frame for ATC updates on review of these standards.”) NAESB believes this reference is within NERC’s scope because NERC defines the frequency for the calculations.
Status: 
NAESB to consider inclusion of confirmed sales within ATC without using the terms recalculation and update. For example could use a sentence like, “the posted ATC should reflect the status of confirmed sales within xxxx timelines.”  Xxxx to be determined by NAESB.
NERC does define minimum calculation requirements.

See FERC Order 638 4.18 for additional detail
3. NERC and NAESB to discuss including a tracking mechanism for “use of TRM” in MOD008.
Status: 
At this time NERC is not looking at creating any benchmarking type studies or other specific study requirements for TRM. Consistent with NERC’s explanation of the status of the “use of TRM”, it would be inappropriate for NAESB to consider at this time as well.  NERC has confirmed that there currently is not a mechanism in place to track usage of TRM (i.e. through schedules, reservations, or tags).
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