ATC/TTC Narrative Background Document

FERC Order 890 
369. The Commission adopts the NOPR proposal, with the modifications discussed below, to require that the transmission provider post a brief, but specific, narrative explanation of the reason for a change in monthly and yearly ATC values on a constrained path.  Rather than requiring a narrative when a monthly or yearly ATC value changes as a result of transactions being reserved, service ending, or the TTC estimate for the path changing by more than 10 percent, we will require a narrative when a monthly or yearly ATC value changes only as a result of a 10 percent change in TTC.  This will reduce the number of ATC changes for which a narrative will be required and address concerns that the new requirement unduly burdens transmission providers.  Any remaining burden is justified by the benefit to transmission customers of receiving timely information regarding changes in TTC that result in changes to ATC.  In addition, we adopt NAESB’s suggestion that posted information include the (1) specific events which gave rise to the change and (2) new values for ATC on that path (as opposed to all points on the network).

370. We reject calls for delays prior to posting data.  While commenters allege the possibility of granting others a competitive advantage through the release of “market-sensitive” data, they have proffered no evidence to support the allegation of potential harm.

371. We do require, as suggested in the NOPR, a narrative with regard to monthly or yearly ATC values when ATC remains unchanged at a value of zero for a significant period, and will set that period at six months or longer.  This information will be valuable to customers and regulators in assessing the ability of a transmission provider’s facilities to meet existing service requests.  The information also will provide assurance to customers that the transmission provider is diligent in regularly evaluating ATC on all paths, monitoring persistent constraints and addressing them in its planning processes. 

NAESB Filing:

Clarification Requested on Posting of Narrative Explanation for Available Transfer

Capability (“ATC”) Changes

For item 9 in the matrix, the requirement to post a narrative explanation for the reason for

changes in the monthly and yearly ATC values, it was not clear how to assess the level of

standardization needed to support such postings. Does this requirement to post a narrative

explanation extend to all occurrences of reservations confirmed or terminated on a constrained

path? If so, the monthly and yearly ATC values may change multiple times per day, thus

resulting in multiple narrative explanations posted each day, for each impacted path. Depending

on the number of constrained paths in a provider’s system, the amount of data could be

substantial.

Triggers:
1. On a constrained path TTC changes by at least 10% which also causes Monthly and/or Yearly ATC to changes. (paragraph 369) 
2. Firm Monthly or Yearly ATC has been or will be zero for six months or longer. (paragraph 371)
Observations:

1. Trigger #1:
a. TTC changes are posted to OASIS already in systemdata.  Order 890 adds a requirement that an annotation is needed when ATC changes because of TTC changes. 
b. Annotations for TTC changes should be posted concurrently with the TTC change, rather than being required on a defined schedule.

c. Is there a requirement that the posted monthly ATC be changed when TTC changes during the  current month (intra-month)?  If so, any TTC change will likely cause a change in monthly ATC.  FERC seems to want to minimize the number of postings, so it might be good to establish in the business practice that this applies only to future months (current month is excluded from this reporting practice). 
d. A similar argument could be made for yearly ATC.  Should the practice apply only to Yearly ATC beyond the current year?

2. Trigger #2:

a. This could be interpreted a requirement to document all past occurrences where monthly or yearly ATC has been zero for six months or longer. 
b. This could also be interpreted as a requirement to identify all instances where monthly or yearly ATC will be zero for six months in the future.  
To comply with the ATC/TTC Narrative part of Order 890, the following approach may be considered for adoption:
TTC Change

1. Require Narrative posting whenever TTC is changed by 10 percent or greater, for any time period beyond the current month. This is technically more restrictive than Order 890 because it ignores the additional requirement that the TTC change impacts monthly or yearly firm ATC.  The narrative should identify the reason for the change and at a minimum should contain the following information:
a. The path whose TTC is being changed.

b. The paths whose ATC is changed as a result of the TTC being changed.

c. The Balancing Authority Area whose evaluation triggered the change.

d. If the TP’s Balancing Authority Area triggered the change, identify which of the following caused the change (select one or more).  These roughly align with draft NERC requirements (MOD-028, 029, & 030) and should be vetted with the NERC drafting team:
i. Load Forecast Change

ii. Generation Change

iii. Transmission Change

iv. Addition or Removal of a Flowgate

v. Change in Facility Rating

2. In addition to the Narrative, post the new TTC value.

3. NAESB should seek FERC agreement that posting the new value for TTC on the path being changed is the intent of the requirement rather than the new values for ATC on every impacted path.  
ATC Zero for Six Months or Longer

1. Require periodic posting of Narrative for each posted path whose ATC remains zero for six months or longer.  These postings should be done frequently enough to provide information needed for the TP’s planning process and should be done in a similar timeframe for all TPs.

a. Two evaluations should be made each year with postings in January and July.  This would show FERC and customers that the information is being reviewed by Transmission Providers frequently enough to be included in long term planning and would also provide consistency in reporting times for all TPs.
b.  Posting should be made for each path the meets one or more of the following criteria:
i. ATC was zero for six months or longer and was restored to a non-zero value in the last six-month evaluation period.

ii. ATC remained zero for the last six months and continues into the future.

iii. ATC was set to zero during the last six months and is expected to remain at that level for at least six months.  This could be for a period starting in the last six months or could be for a period starting in the future.

c. Each OASIS posting should include the following information:

i. Date of the posting

ii.  Path 
iii. ATC value (zero)

iv. Date ATC became zero

v. Date ATC is expected to be non-zero or last date that Yearly Firm ATC is posted if unknown

vi. Narrative that tells whether this is a new occurrence, a continuation, or a termination

