NN E V I L L E P O W E R AAD M I NI S TR ATI O N

Tariff Engagement Design Questionnaire
Updated December 8, 2016

Please provide feedback to the questions below as well as any additional comments,
feedback or questions to techforum@bpa.gov by Friday, January 6, 2017. The purpose
of the feedback is to help BPA shape the content of the first workshop scheduled for
January 17, 2017. Any feedback provided that is used in a workshop presentation will
be presented anonymously.

1.

10.

11.

Based on the presentation on December 13", are there particular topics or questions
you would like BPA to include either in the January 17" or February 22" workshops or in
a separate mini-workshop that BPA would schedule?

Which, if any, of the three straw proposals presented on December 13th do you prefer
BPA to adopt? Should any of the proposals be eliminated from further consideration?

Are there specific elements to the three proposals, or other proposals, that BPA should
consider and discuss at a future workshop?

Are there alternative proposals for the public process that BPA did not present today that
BPA should consider and discuss in a future workshop? Would you be interested in
presenting the proposal to customers and stakeholders in a workshop?

If BPA adopts the Scalable process, what criteria would be appropriate to determine if a
proposed revision to the BPA tariff requires a more formal process, such as a mini-7(i)?

Should BPA consider using different public processes for revising different sections of
the BPA tariff? For example, should BPA use a more formal public process for revisions
to specific sections of the BPA tariff and use a less formal process for revisions to all
other sections? If so, which sections warrant the more formal process?

Would a process similar to the BPA business practice process suffice for minor revisions
to the BPA OATT? (post for comment for 20 business days, respond to comments by
posting comment/response, post final decision, use Tech Forum emails to communicate)
If so, what do you consider a minor revision?

Should customers or stakeholders be able to propose revisions to the BPA tariff?
Should BPA adopt a threshold or criteria for bringing customer or stakeholder proposed
revisions through the public process?

What is the best method for communicating any proposed revisions to the BPA tariff to
you or your organization? (Tech Forum email announcement, external website, AE
contact, executive contact, etc.)

Should BPA adopt a set schedule for conducting the public process? If yes, would you
prefer BPA conduct a public process for tariff revisions every year, every two years, or
another schedule?

Should we consider other BPA or regional processes when selecting a schedule? For
example, if BPA adopted a revision process for the BPA tariff that occurred every two
years, would you like the process to run concurrently with the BPA Rate Case or on the

off year?



12. Should participation be limited during the public process? For example, should the
public process be limited to BPA transmission and interconnection customers?

13. What form of resolution process would you be looking for should customers and/or BPA
disagree on an issue?

14. Do you have any suggestions on how BPA can improve the Tariff Engagement Design
effort?



