
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission


Washington, D.C.  20426
September 29, 2000

Via Facsimile and Regular Mail
Donald V. Bourcier

Manager, Market Monitoring and Mitigation

ISO New England Inc.

One Sullivan Road

Holyoke, MA 01040-2841

Re:
Investigation of Bulk Power Markets

Dear Mr. Bourcier:

Following up on the phone conference between ISO-New England staff and Commission staff working on the above-referenced investigation, Commission staff submits the following data requests to ISO-New England.  We request that the ISO submit its answers by October 6, 2000:

1. Identify any market rules and system operator procedures that may:

1. allow or encourage excessively high bids; 

1. artificially create scarcity.

1. For each such identified rule in response to this request:

1. explain why it has (or potentially has) this impact, and

1. provide examples

2. Have any participants in ISO-New England markets deliberately created congestion so as to drive up the price of energy or ancillary services?  If so, identify each instance, including:

2. the participants;

2. the method used; and

2. the impact on price.

3. During the period from May 2000 through August 2000, identify all generation or transmission outages or deratings that occurred on the ISO's system.  For each identified occurrence, state:

3. whether it was a generation or transmission outage or derating

3. the affected facility;

3. the duration;

3. the reason for the occurrence;

3. whether the occurrence was scheduled in advance;

3. the likelihood of recurrence;

3. quantification of any price increase caused by the occurrence;

3. quantification of any restriction of supply caused by the occurrence.

4. For each curtailment or cancellation of scheduled transmission that occurred during the period from May 2000 through August 2000:

4. explain the cause of the curtailment, including whether it resulted from:

4. correct application of system software;

4. erroneous application of system software;

4. exercise of discretion by the ISO, the security coordinator or an individual transmission provider (and the authority for the discretion);

4. explain how the ISO informs customers of the reasons for the curtailment, including when they are informed.

4. explain how curtailments are allocated between point-to-point transactions and network and native load transactions

4. state whether curtailment was pro-rated among transactions pursuant to the tariff, and if not,  why not?

5. Provide a copy of the most current interconnection queue, by project name, capacity, owner, owner affiliation, date entered in queue, status of studies, regulatory approvals, and other information maintained.

6. What is the process a generator must follow in order to become interconnected to the ISO's grid?  In answering this question:

6. identify the parties that have authority over approvals;

6. state the standard for approval;

6. state the time frame for approval.

7. For each project that has been approved for interconnection to the ISO grid since January 1, 1999, state how long the process from the initial request for interconnection.

The provisions of 18 CFR Part 1.b (2000) and 18 CFR § 388.112 (2000) will apply to any information provided in response to this request.  If you have any questions about these data requests, please call me at 202-208-2036.   Please direct your responses to me  at:

Market Oversight and Enforcement Section

Office of the General Counsel


Federal Energy Regulatory Commission

Room 92-16, 

888 1st Street, N.E.

Washington, D.C.   20426

Thank you for your cooperation.

Very truly yours,

Gerald L. Richman

Attorney

Market Oversight and Enforcement

