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RESPONSE OF THE CITY OF RIVERSIDE, CALIFORNIA
TO THE FIRST SET OF DATA REQUESTS OF FERC STAFF

	The City of Riverside, California hereby responds to the First Set of Data Requests of the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission (“FERC”) Staff as follows:

Staff/Riverside-1

Referring to Exhibit SOC-5, page 2, lines 22-23, please provide the California ISO notification that stated that Riverside was required to comply with the DOE emergency orders.

RESPONSE:

In mid to late December 2000, the City of Riverside received the DOE certification letter of December 14 listing Riverside in Attachment A as one of the entities required to provide excess energy to the ISO.  Riverside received daily notifications from the California Independent System Operator (“ISO”) regarding the DOE emergency orders similar to those submitted to Staff by the City of Anaheim in response to Staff/ANA-1.  Unlike Anaheim, Riverside did not retain these email records.


Staff/Riverside-2

Referring to Exhibit SOC-5, page 2, lines17-19, Mr. Nolff states that Riverside sold a total of 15,373 MWh to the California ISO.  For each California ISO certification day that Riverside sold available excess energy or services to the California ISO, please specify, by hour, the amount and type of available excess energy or services the California ISO requested and agreed to purchase and the price.  Please reconcile your response with the 15,373 MWh amount stated.

RESPONSE:

The requested information for the sales made during the period when the DOE orders were in effect is provided in the attached file titled “Riverside Sales to CAISO During Periods of DOE Orders (Staff/Riverside-2).”

Because the ISO’s 10-minute dispatch requirements prevent Riverside from bidding its surplus energy into the ISO’s Supplemental Energy markets, Riverside’s only mechanism for providing this energy to the ISO is through over-scheduling.  Riverside’s sales to the ISO for the refund period were all made through this over-scheduling mechanism.  During the periods in which the DOE orders were in effect, Riverside would routinely over-schedule its resources in this manner—even when specific requests were not made—in order to provide its surplus energy to the ISO.


Staff/Riverside-3

Please provide any documents, correspondence, communications, phone logs and the like, that demonstrate that Riverside entered into the transactions indicated in response to staff data request Staff/Riverside-2 in compliance with and pursuant to the DOE Orders.

RESPONSE:

As noted in response to Staff/Riverside-1, Riverside did not retain the email notifications of emergency conditions sent by the ISO.  Riverside does not possess any other documents, correspondence, communications, phone logs, or the like demonstrating that it entered into transactions pursuant to the DOE Orders.

Staff/Riverside-4

Staff’s review of the summary refund calculations provided by the California ISO on August 15, 2001 shows that all energy provided during the refund period was uninstructed energy.  Is Riverside claiming that its sales of uninstructed energy on California ISO certifications days were pursuant to the DOE Orders?  Please explain.

RESPONSE:

The 15,373 MWh that Riverside sold to the ISO during the period when the DOE emergency orders were in effect consisted entirely of uninstructed energy.  As indicated on page 3 of Gary Nolff’s testimony in Ex. SOC-5, upon receipt of the ISO notifications regarding the DOE orders, Riverside believed that it had an obligation under the orders to provide all of its surplus capacity to the ISO.  The orders did not differentiate between the obligation of covered parties to provide uninstructed energy and those parties’ obligation to provide instructed energy.

Certification Regarding Preparation of Objection and Response:  The foregoing response was prepared by counsel for the City of Anaheim, California in consultation with Gary Nolff.

For hard copies of this data request response, please contact Mark Parsons at (202) 585-6922.
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