NCTPC Potential Process Changes

September 21, 2007
DRAFT Responses-1010\07

Items in BOLD RED were identified at 9/17/07 TAG meeting
1. Update Enhanced Transmission Access Planning (ETAP) Process to include the evaluation Regional Economic Transmission Paths (RETPs).
<Nina McLaurin>

NCTPC Response:  See attached revised “North Carolina Transmission Planning Collaborative Process” and “Transmission Advisory Group Scope” documents that reflect these changes.  Additional changes will also be made in other NCTPC documents to track these changes in future revisions to these documents.
2. Update TAG Scope to reflect the new ETAP/RETP process elements. 

a. Need to define scope and number of high priority studies that may be requested by TAG in ETAP Process.

b. Need to establish who will make determination and how that determination will be made as to which studies will be considered high priority studies in ETAP Process.

c. Need to establish the extent to which TAG members also may request additional economic studies at their own expense. 

<Nina McLaurin> 
NCTPC Response:  See attached revised “North Carolina Transmission Planning Collaborative Process” and “Transmission Advisory Group Scope” documents that reflect these changes.  Additional changes will also be made in other NCTPC documents to track these changes in future revisions to these documents.
3. Develop a means for providing data and information that would allow stakeholders to replicate planning studies.

<Mark Byrd>
NCTPC Response:  The NCTPC is proposing the below approach be used to provide stakeholders with data and information that is needed to allow stakeholders to replicate planning studies while ensuring that CEII and other confidential data is protected.
 

An individual or an entity that request this data must take the following steps to obtain the data:
 

1. Request and obtain from FERC the 715 data (that includes CEII data) for both the Duke Carolinas and Progress Energy Carolinas companies.  This request must be submitted each year.

 

2. Have a current SERC Confidentiality Agreement in place.

3. Have a current NCTPC Confidentiality Agreement in place (this would be a new agreement that would be created for non-NCTPC Participants).

4. Formally request the data from the NCTPC Independent Third Party (ITP) with attestations that they have fulfilled the above 3 items.

The NCTPC ITP will process the above requests, approve/deny the request, and if approved, provide the data to the stakeholder.  

Note:  Duke and PEC need to develop a consistent methodology for masking confidential customer (eg, industrial customer names for industrial deliveries)
4. Develop the means for distributing CEII information as required.  Requires changes to the NCTPC Process to allow for the disclosure of data and information not previously shared and which may be subject to CEII restrictions.

<Mark Byrd>

See response to item 3 above, element #1.  
5. Update the NCTPC Process to provide TAG the opportunity for more involvement in the following NCTPC Processes:  Evaluation of Study Results; Assessment and Problem Identification; Solution Development; and Selection of Preferred Plan.
<Rich Wodyka update>
6. NCTPC needs to address how issues raised by TAG members relating to the NCTPC Process will be resolved.



<Kendal Bowman and Jeff Trepel update>
7. Cost allocations for planning activities in the NCTPC need to be reconsidered as a result of changes expected in the NCTPC Process.




<Nina McLaurin>
Response:  In Attachment K make changes to Section 8.1 as indicated below.
 

Section 8.1.4 (minor changes -took out ETAP costs):
Costs associated with incremental reliability studies and the ITP’s costs are allocated to NCTPC Participants in the manner set forth in the Participation Agreement.

 

Insert a new Section 8.1.5 which would read as follows:
The NCTPC cost of performing the five enhanced transmission access studies, as defined in Section 4.2.3., (note that Attachment K Section 4.2.3. would need to be modified to identify the 5 "free" studies) would be allocated to the NCTPC Participants in the manner set forth in the Participation Agreement.  However, if additional enhanced transmission access studies are requested by the Participants or by TAG members and those studies can be reasonably accommodated, the cost of performing these additional studies will be allocated to the organization that requested the studies.

 

Change the Section numbers on the remaining sections within this section (8.1.5 to 8.1.6 and 8.1.6 to 8.1.7.)
8. Solicit TAG input on the interest of members to receive study information and results from all the Inter-Regional planning-related activities at future TAG meetings.

<Rich Wodyka update>
9. Update the current NCTPC documentation to reflect all changes and modifications.  NOTE:  Process diagram specifically needs updating.
<Rich Wodyka update>

10. Discuss with neighboring Transmission Providers:  1) Regional Reliability cost allocation; and 2) RETP Open Season and 3) compatibility of respective cost allocation methodologies.
Sam Waters, Mark Byrd and Ed Ernst will take lead to bring these items up for review and discussion with other transmission providers in the Southeastern Interregional Planning Process. Waters, Byrd and Ernst need to have a dialog with PJM as well. Duke and Progress will keep the OSC informed of these activities and any NCTPC process or procedures changes that might be necessary to implement any agreements with neighboring systems.

11. Duke and Progress need to provide a complete list of documents that describe their planning criteria.

Recommendation: Duke and Progress should assign their respective planning staff to develop a list and collect copies of all documents that describe their planning criteria. If the documents are not available then staff should be assigned to develop the necessary documentation. This planning criteria information and any related documentation should be shared with PWG.

<Bob Pierce, Bryan Guy and Mark Byrd update>  
12. Continue vetting the Inter-Regional Participation Process with southeast stakeholders.
Sam Waters, Mark Byrd and Ed Ernst will take lead on this based on stakeholder feedback provided to Inter-regional Participation Process coming out of 10/1/07 FERC Technical Conference in Atlanta. 
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