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Midwest ISO is submitting the following comments in response to the WEQ ESS/ITS and WEQ BPS Request for Informal Comments on Draft Business Practice Standards for Posting ATC/TTC Narratives. We would request the subcommittees developing the Business Practice Standards consider these comments prior to voting a Business Practice Standards recommendation out of subcommittee.

· Z – The new change in draft standard Z according to “Supporting Documentation – d” would make all TSPs who are using AFC methodology become not in compliance, because, according to draft NERC standard MOD-030, TTC doesn’t play a role in AFC methodology. Original Order 890 language is: “we will require a narrative when a monthly or yearly ATC value changes only as a result of a 10 percent change in TTC.” For entities using the AFC methodology, there would not be any case where “ATC value changes as the result of a change in TTC”. Literally nothing has to be posted. However, to meet FERC’s intention, most TSPs using AFC will post “ATC value changes as a result of a change in TFC,” which is still in compliance and exceeding Order 890’s requirement. The new draft requires posting all TTC changes. For TSPs using the AFC methodology, that means:

1. For TSPs not defining TTC, they do not know which TTC to post.

2. For TSPs who “back-calculate” TTC from ATC or AFC such as Midwest ISO, The TTC value changes literally ever hour for every path for every time point. The information would be too big to produce and does not provide any useful information to the customer.

We request to change the draft back to posting ATC changes as a result of 10% TTC changes. Systemdata template should also be modified to provide flexibility for entities using the AFC methodology to post ATC changes as a result of TFC changes.

· Y.1.1 – We believe FERC Order 890’s intention is to provide narrative for (a) only, not (b), based on paragraph 371 in the Order “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.” Word “regularly” implies it is referring from calculation to calculation, not from calculated timepoint to timepoint. Requiring both (a) and (b) would burden TSPs unnecessarily. We request to remove (b) from the standard.
· Y.1.2.b – This requirement is not understandable. What “successive narratives” should be posted when “A narrative has been posted six months and is still applicable”? If nothing changes, what additional things do we need to do? We request clarifications.
· Y.1.2 – The last sentence is not understandable. “… update the ATC narrative… if those conditions have not changed.” If nothing changed, what is there to update? We request clarifications.

· Y.1.3 – One business day is a very strict requirement and would require automation of the narrative process, while some narrative information cannot be provided by automated process. We request the subcommittee consider the feasibility of this requirement, especially for TSPs whose OASIS have thousands of paths and each path has monthly ATC value for several years, and ATC value for any path for any month may change every hour.
· Y.2.2 – SYSTEM_ELEMENT: Rather than “”Name of the path,” it should be “Name of the ATC value (including both path and month information, e.g. ATC value for path FE-PJM for month June 2008). 
· Z.2.2 – See comments for Y.2.2.
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