Counterflow Reference Information

FERC Order 890

293. With regard to EPSA’s request for the standardization of additional data inputs, we believe they are already captured in the Commission’s proposal as adopted in this Final Rule.  Xcel asks the Commission to require consistency in the determination of counterflows in the calculation of ATC.  Counterflows are included in the list of assumptions that public utilities, working through NERC, are required to make consistent.  We believe that counterflows, if treated inconsistently, can adversely affect reliability and competition, depending on how they are accounted for.  Accordingly, we reiterate that public utilities, working through NERC and NAESB, are directed to develop an approach for accounting for counterflows, in the relevant ATC standards and business practices.  We find unnecessary Xcel’s request that we require a date certain for specific issues in the Western Interconnection to be addressed.  Above we require public utilities, working through NERC, to modify the ATC standards within 270 days after the publication of the Final Rule in the Federal Register.

310. The Commission adopts the NOPR proposal and directs public utilities, working through NERC, to revise the related MOD reliability standards to require the exchange of data and coordination among transmission providers and, working through NAESB, to develop complementary business practices.  The following data shall, at a minimum, be exchanged among transmission providers for the purposes of ATC modeling: (1) load levels; (2) transmission planned and contingency outages; (3) generation planned and contingency outages; (4) base generation dispatch; (5) existing transmission reservations, including counterflows; (6) ATC recalculation frequency and times; and (7) source/sink modeling identification.  The Commission concludes that the exchange of such data is necessary to support the reforms requiring consistency in the determination of ATC adopted in this Final Rule.  As explained above, transmission providers are required to coordinate the calculation of TTC/TFC and ATC/AFC with others and this requires a standard means of exchanging data.

FERC Order 890-A
42. The Commission also required further clarification regarding the calculation algorithms for firm and non-firm ATC.  The Commission directed public utilities, working through NERC, to modify related ATC standards by implementing the following principles:  (1) for firm ATC calculations, the transmission provider shall account only for firm commitments; and (2) for non-firm ATC calculations, the transmission provider shall account for both firm and non-firm commitments, postbacks of redirected services, unscheduled service, and counterflows.

96. The Commission also required transmission providers to use consistent data and assumptions underlying operational planning for short-term ATC and expansion planning for long-term ATC calculation, to the maximum extent practicable.  The Commission explained that such data and assumptions include, for example, (1) load levels, (2) generation dispatch, (3) transmission and generation facilities maintenance schedules, (4) contingency outages, (5) topology, (6) transmission reservations, (7) assumptions regarding transmission and generation facilities additions and retirements, and (8) counterflows.  The Commission directed public utilities, working through NERC, to modify ATC standards to achieve this consistency.
NERC MOD 001 Standard:
R3. Each Transmission Service Provider shall prepare and keep current an Available Transfer Capability Implementation Document (ATCID) that includes, at a minimum, the following information: [Violation Risk Factor: Lower] [Time Horizon: Operations Planning] 
R3.1. Information describing how the selected methodology (or methodologies) has been implemented, in such detail that, given the same information used by the Transmission Service Provider, the results of the ATC or AFC calculations can be validated. 

R3.2. A description of the manner in which the Transmission Service Provider will account for counterflows including: 

R3.2.1. How confirmed Transmission reservations, expected Interchange and internal counterflow are addressed in firm and non-firm ATC or AFC calculations. 

R3.2.2. A rationale for the defined accounting. 

Joint ESS/ITS & BPS Motion – March 12, 2008

Since Order 890 paragraph 293 requires the devleopment of Business Practice Standards to treat counterflows consistently and this issue has not been addressed in NERC standards, NAESB should develop standards to address the consistency issue.

Motioner explained that in his motion “consistency” is across transmission providers, not only consistency across horizons (e.g. planning versus scheduling) by an individual TP.
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