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I. BACKGROUND 

Exports of elcctricity from the United States to a foreign country are regulated by 
the Department of Energy (DOE) pursuant to sections 30 I(b) and 402(f) of the 
Departrncnt of' Energy Organizatio~l Act (42 U, S.C. 7 15 1 (b), 7 1 72Cf)) and rcquirc 
authorization under section 202(e) of the Federal Power Act (FPA) ( Z 6 U. s.c.824a(e)j1. 

On August 16,2001, DOE issued Order No. EA-243 authorizing Tenaska Power 
Scrvices Co. (Tenaska) to transmit electric cncrgy from the United States to Canada as a 
power marketer. That authority expired on August 16,2003. 

On August 14,2006, Teilaska applied to renew the electricity export authority 
contained in Order No. EA-243 and requested the renewed authorization be issued for a 
fivc-ycar tcnn. 

In its application, Tcnaska indicated that, duc to an administrative ovcrsight, it 
did not apply for a renewal of Order No. EA-243 upon its expiration, despite its 
consistent adherence to the condittons enumerated in the Order. Tenaska also stated that 
i t  would not export electricity to Canada until such time as DOE grants renewed 
authorization for such exports. 

On September 28,2006, Tcnaska submitted a notarized declaration of its 
Associate Gcncral Counsel, Ms. Norma Rosncr Iacovo, indicating that Tenaska's failt~rc 
to renew its export authorization was inadvertent and that there was no intent to export 
electricity unlawfully. That is evidenced by the fact that Tenaska continued to file thc 
required quartcrIy reports summarizing the sales it was making at the US.-Canada 
border. The declaration states that Tenaska has developed internal safeguards to ensure 
that futurc applications for renewal of its cxport autlzorization arc t in~cly  filed, 

The declaration also stated that Tenaska understood its sales of electricity at the 
US.-Canada border to have occurred on the U.S. side of the border and that Tenaska is 
uncertain whethcr the purchasers of that electricity had in fact taken the power into 
Canada or simply rcsold it to third partics at t l~e  U.S. bordcr dcIivcry point or resold the 
power within markets operated by Regional Transmission Organizations (RTO's) in the 
US. that are accessible to the bordcr. Out of an abundancc of'caution, Tcnaska reported 
these transactions in its quarterly reports submitted to DOE in compliance with the terms 
of its cxport authorir.ntian, Thc declaration also i~~dicated that Tcnaska would not, 
engage in any transactions that could arguably be regarded as an export untiI such timc 
as DOE scncws its export authorization in this proceeding. 

Thc iruthority to admillister the Intemat~onal I<lectricity Program through the rcgulat~on of clcctricity exports and tllc 
issu:incc al' Prcsidcniial pcrni~is h:ls hccn dclogatcd to tlic Dircctor (~l' ~ h c  OSficc ol' Eilcctrici ty Dclivcry anrl En'rgy 
Kcliability in liedelegatlnn Order No. 00-002. IOA issued on January 30, 2007. 



Tenasks? proposcs to purchase surplus electric energy from clcctric utilities and 
other suppliers within the United States and to export that energy to Canada. The energy 
to hc cxportcd would bc delivered to Canada over the international electric transmission 
facilities presently owned by the following: 

Basin Electric Power Cooperative Minnesota Powcr, Inc. 
Bonneville Power Administration Minnkota Power Cooperative 
Eastern Maine Electric Coopcrativc New York Powcs Authority 
International Transmission Company Niagara Mohawk Power Cop .  
Joint 0wizt.r~ of the Highgate Project Northern States Power Company 
Long Sault, Inc. Vermont Electric Power Company, Inc. 
Maine Electric Power Company Vermont Electric Transmission Company 
Maine Public Service Company 

Noticc of thc Tcnaska cxport application in Docket No. EA-243-A was placcd in 
the FcdcmlRe@ter on January 19,2007, (72 FR 2503) requesting that comments, 
protests, and petitions to intcwenc be submitted to DOE by Fehmary 20,2007. Nonc 
were received. 

11. DISCUSSION AND ANALYSTS 

Thc authority requested of DOE by Tenaska is a necessary condition for 
exporting under section 202(e) of the FPA. Before an electricity export authorization is 
granted, DOE evaluates the impact of the export on the reliability of the U.S. electric 
system. 

Specifically, under the first criterion of section 202(e), DOE shall approve an 
electricity export application "unless, aftcr opportunity for hearing, it finds that thc 
proposed transmission would impair the sufficiency of electric supply within the United 
States.. .." DOE lias interprctcd this critcrion to mean lhat sufficient generating capacity 
must exist such that the exportcr could sustain the export while still maintainins 
adequate generating reservcs to mcet all native load obligations. Power marketers, like 
Tenaska, do not have francliised service arcas and, consequently, have no native load 
obligations like the traditional local distribution utility. Marketers build a power 
purchase portfolio from cleclric powcr purclzascd from various entities inside and 
outside the United States. The power purchased by a power marketer is, by definition, 
surplus to thc nceds of the selling entities. With no nativc load obligations, the powcr 
marketer is free to sell its power portfolio on the open market domestically or as an 
export. Bccausc a marketer has no native load obligations and bccausc powcl- pul-chased 
by a nlarkcter would be surplus to the needs of the entitics selling thc power to the 
marketer, an export occurring under such circumstances would meet the first statutory 
critcriotl of scct ion 202(e) of t l~c  FPA of no1 impairing the sufficiency of supply within 
the United States. 



Under the second criterion of section 202(e), DOE shall approve an electricity 
export application "unlcss, after opportunity for hearing, it finds that the proposed 
transmission.. .would impede or tend to impede the coordination in the public interest of 
facilities subject to the jurisdiction of the Commission." DOE has interpreted this 
second critcrion primarily as an issue of the operational reliability of the domestic 
electric transmission system. 

Prior to the restructuring of the electric power industry, the only entities able to 
export wcrc those clectric utilities that wcre contigt~otls with the U.S. international 
border that owned international transmission facilities. The exported energy generally 
originated from within the exporter's system and standard tr;insmission studics could hc 
performed to determine the impact of rile export on regionaI electric systems. 

FIowcvcr, dcrcgulation of wholesale power markets and the introduction of open- 
acccss transmission expanded the geographic scope of entities capable of exporting 
electric encrgy. Today, at the time it submits its application to DOE, the typical cxporter 
cannot identify the source of the exported energy or the electric systems that night be 
called upon to provide transmission scsvicc to the border. Consequently, tradi tiowl 
transmission studies cannot be used to determine the impact of such exports on thc 
operational reliability of the regional electric transmission systems. 

In evaluating the operational reliability impacts of export proposals, DOE 11as 
always uscd a variety of rnetl~odologies and inforn~ation, including established industry 
guidelincs, operating procedures andlor infrastructure, as well as traditional technical 
studics wherc available and appropriate. When determining tlaese impacts for exports by 
power marketers or other entities operating in a similar manner, it is convenient to 
separate tlle export tra~lsaction into two parts: ( I )  moving the cxport from the source to 
a bordcr systcnl that owns thc international transmission connection; and, (2) moving thc 
export through that border system and across the border. 

In order to deliver the export from the source to a border system, Tenaska must 
make thc ncccssary con~mercial arrangements and obtain sufficient transmission 
capacity to wheel the exported energy to the border system. In doing so, Tenaska 
generally would be expected to use domestic transmission facilities for which open- 
access tariffs have been approved by the Fcderal Energy Regulatory Colnnlission 
(FERC). Tenaska also must make reservations for transmission service in accordance 
with thc FERC Open-Access Same-Timc Information System (OASIS), and must 
schedule delivery of the export with the appropriate RTO ' s, Independent System 
Operator(s) (ISO), a ~ ~ d l o r  control arca opcratarqs). The posting of transmission capacity 
on OASIS indicates that transmission capacity is available. Furthermore, it is the 
responsibility O F  the RTO. TSQ, and/or control arca operator to schedule the delivery of 
the cxport consistctlt with established operational re1 iability criteria. During each step of 
the process of obtaining transmission service, the owners andlor operators of the 
transniission facilitics will evaluatc thc impact on thc systcm and schedulc the 
movement of the export only if it would not violate established operating reliability 
standards. DOE has detcrmincd tliat the existing industry proced~[res for obtaining 



transmission capacity on the domestic transmission system provide adequate assurances 
that a particular export will not cause an operational reliability problem. Therefore, this 
cxport a~~thorization has been conditioned to ensure that the export would not cause 
operating parameters on regional transmission systems to fall o~itside of established 
industry critcria or cause or exacerbate a transmission operating problem on the U.S. 
electric power supply system (paragraphs D, E, and J of this Order). 

In determining the operational reliability impacts of moving the export through a 
hordcr systcm and across the border, DOE relies on the traditional tccl~nical studics that 
were performed in support of electricity export authorizations issued to that border 
systcm. Allowing these technical studies to suffice in this docket is sound and, thus, 
DOE necd not perform additional impact assessments here, provided the maximum rate 
of transmission for all cxports through a border system docs not exceed the authorized 
limit of the sys t e i~~  (paragraph B of this Order). 

I lowcvcs, this approacl-I is applicable only for exports over international 
transmission facilities for which export authorizations have been issued and for which 
operational re1 iabili ty studies have been pcrformcd. Scvcrid of thc intcrnational 
transmission lines over which Tenaska seeks export authority arc owned by the New 
York Powcr Authority (NYPA) and the Bonncvillc Powcr Administration (BPA). 

As an instmrncntally of the State of New York, NYPA is non-jurisdictional to 
scct io~~ 202(e) of the FPA. Consequently, DOE never issued NYPA an export 
authorization or prepared an impact assessment which could have been used to 
dcterrninc ~ I I C  allowable instantaneous rate of transmission (power) for exports ovcr 
NYPA's intcrnational transmission lines. Thus, in lieu of'that, DOE is utilizing the 
informati011 contained in the report entitled, "Load & Capacity Data, 200 1 Rcport of the 
Member Electric Systems of the New York Power POOL"' This report is prepared and 
filed with the New York Public Service Commission pursuant to section 6- 106 of the 
Encrgy Law of Ncw York State. It will bc madc part of thc rccord in this proceeding 
and included in the public docket. Section IX of this report lists the transmission 
transfcr capabilities between New York State and s~~rrounding elcctric systems, 
including Hydro-Quebec and Ontario Hydro. Since all of the major transmission 
intcrconncctions betwecn New York State and Ontario, Canada, are operated in parallel, 
it is appropriate to consider a single export pawcr limit for this "electrically logical" 
g o ~ ~ p i n g  of lines. Accordingly, the transfer capability hetwcen New York State and 
Ontario (as idcntificd in Scction IX of the above report) has been used to limit thc 
instantaneous transmission rate for exports by Tenaska over all international 
transmission lincs connccting Ncw York State with Ontario (subparagraph R(l l)(a) of 
this Order). A separate limit (subparagraph B( 1 0) of this Order) has been assigned for 
exports over NYPA's 765-kV tic with Hydro-Quebec becausc of the asynchronous 
nature of that interconnection. 

' This rcport lncroascr tlic Ncw York-Ontario tnnsfcr limit to 1650 M W rmni the 550-M W limit contnincd in the 
1995 verslcln of the report, O n  Scptcmber 26,2002, DOE authorized the New York I S 0  to export at Lh~s higher 
transfcr l ~ r n ~ t  In Order EA-227-A. New York I'ower Pool no longer exists and all o f  tl~c operational respons~b~l~ t~es  o f  
the pool arc now bcing pcrfhnncrl by ~ l ~ c  Ncw York ISO. 



As a Federal agency, BPA also is non-jurisdictional to section 202(e) of the FPA. 
Consequently, BPA was never issued an export authorization which DOE could have 
used to set power limits for exports by Tenaska over BPA's international transmission 
tics with Canada. Ilowever, DOE has obtained informatioil from RPA on the 
transmission limits assigned to the: two 500-kV and the two 230-kV lines connecting the 
BPA system wit11 British Columbia Hydro and West Kootenay Power for operation in 
the export mode. This information ltas been made a part of this Docket. It has been 
used by DOE in setting limits on the power to be exported by Tenaska ovcr the BPA 
international transmission facilities (subparagraph B(12) of this Order). 

Tenaska requested, and is being authorized, to export electricity over the 
transn~ission facilities of some border utilities whose cxport authorizations still contain 
limits on the total amount of c ~ ~ e r g y  that can be exported by these utilities. These energy 
limits no longer have any direct relevance to the way DOE addresses reliability. DOE 
cxpccts to initiatc a futurc proceeding regarding t i~c  removal of these limits. 

Howcver, DOE recognizes the potential inequity of retaining cncrgy limits on 
certain exporters while currently authorizing marketers, or other entities operating in a 
similar manner, to export unlimited amounts of energy, Until the above refcrenccd 
proceeding is complctcd, cxports by power marketers, or other entities operating in a 
similar manner, will be constrained by the same energy limits, except exports by such 
cntitics will not reduce or be "charged against" tl~osc cncrgy limits contained in thc 
original export authorization. 

Open Access 

An export autl~orization issucd under section 202(c) does not in~pose on 
transmitting utilities a requirement to provide service. However, DOE expects 
transmitting utilities owning border facilities to provide access across thc bordcr in 
accordance with the principles of comparable open access and non-discrimination 
contained in the FPA and articulated in FERC Order No, 888 (Promoting Wholesale 
Competition Through Open Access Non-Discriminatory Transmission Services by 
Public Utilities, FERC Statutes and Regulations 73 1,036 (E996)), as amended. The 
actual rates, terms and conditions of transmission service should be consistent with tfle 
non-discrimination principles of the FPA and the transmitting utility's Open-Access 
Transmission Tariff on file with FERC. 

A11 recipients of export authorizations, including owners of border facilities for 
which Presidential pcrnlits have been issued, are required by their export authorization to 
conduct operations in accordance with the principles of the FPA and any pertinent rules, 
regulations, dircctivcs, policy statements, and orders adopted or issucd thereunder, 
which include the comparable open access provisions of FERC Order No. 888, as 
an~cndcd. Cross-border electric trade ought to be sul~ject to the same prii~ciples of 
comparable open access and non-discrimination that apply to transmission in interstate 
cornnicrce. (Soc Enron Power Marketing, Inc., 77 FERC 76 1,O 13 ( 1  996)). Thus, DOE 



expects owners of border facilities to comply with the same principles of comparable 
open acccss and non-discrimination that apply to thc domcstic, interstate transn~ission ol' 
electricity. 

111. FINDING AND DECISION 

DOE has assessed the impact that the proposed export would have on the 
rcliability of the U.S. electric power supply system. Based on the above, DOE has 
determined that the export of electric energy to Canada by Tenaska, as ordered beIow, 
would not impair the sufficiency of electric power supply within the Unitcd States and 
would not impede or tend to impede the coordination in the public interest of facilities 
within the meaning of section 2021e) of the FPA. 

The circumstances described in the Tenaska application ill this Docket are 
virtually identical to those for which export authority had previously been grantcd to 
Tenaska in Order No. EA-243. Consequently, DOE believes that it has satisfied its 
responsibilities under t l~e  National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 through thc 
documentation of a categorical exclusion in the Docket No. EA-243 proceeding. 

Infornlation contained in the application and in the declaration of Ms. Noma 
Rosner Iacovo indicated that exports by Tenaska after the expiration of Order No. EA- 
243 wcrc inadvertent and that failure to renew its export authorization was an 
administrative oversight. DOE notes that, even after the expiration of its previous export 
nuthorimtion, Tcnaska continued to notify DOE of its cxport transactions through 
submission of quarterly reports. Moreover, upoil discovering that its export authority 
had expired, Tenaska voluntarily agreed to suspend its power deliveries at the border and 
agreed ilot lo engage in any further transactions that could be considered an export 
pending approval of this renewal request. DOE i s  satisfied that any exports made by 
Tcnaska without the appropriate autllority were inadvertent and that Tenaska did not 
wilIhlly and knowingly intend to export electricity without authority. Accordingly, 
DQE has dccided not to takc any furtlicr action or pursuc any sanctions or penalties 
under the FPA against Tenaska for its export transactions that were made without the 
appropriate authority from DOE. 

Based on these findings, DOE has granted Tenaska's request for renewal of its 
authorization fbr an additional five-ycar term. 

IV. COMPLIANCE 

DOE expects Tei~aska to abide by the terins and coilditions establisl~cd for its 
authority to export electric energy to Canada, as set forth beIow. DOE intends to closely 
mori tor Tcnaska's compliance with thcsc terms and conditions, especially the 
requirement in paragraph H of this Order that Tenaska create and preserve full and 
complctc records and file quarterly reports with DOE. A violation of any of those tcrms 



and conditions, including the failure to submit timely and accurate quarterfy reports, may 
result En the loss of authority to export electricity and subject Tenaska lo sanctions and 
penalties under the FPA. 

DOE notes that paragraph K of this Order allows Tenaska to file an application 
for rencwal of this authorization up to six months prior to its expiration. This Order also 
p ~ ~ t s  Tcnaska on noticc that DOE requires at least sixty days to adequately proccss any 
renewal application. Accordingly, DOE expects Tenaska to implement appropriate 
ititcrnal procedures to monitor tllc status of its authorization so as to ensurc timely 
application to DOE for renewal of this authorization. Failure to provide DOE with 
suflicicnt time to process a renewal application may result in a gap in Tcnaska's 
authority to export electricity and, therefore, may effcct its ability to satisfy its 
contractual obligations. 

As noted above, obtaining a valid Order from DOE authorizing the export of 
electricity undcr scction 202(c) of the FPA is a necessary condition belbrc engaging in 
the export. Failure to obtain such an Order, or continuing to export after the expiration 
of such an OrcIer, may rcsuIt in a denial of authorization to expofl in the future and 
subject the exporter to sanctions and pcnalties under the FPA. DOE expects transmitting 
utilities owning border facilitics and entities charged with the operational control of 
tt~asc border facilitics, such as ISD's or RTO's, to verify that companies seeking to 
schedule an electricity export have the requisite authority from DOE to export such 
powcr. 

V. ORDER 

Based on the above and pursuant to section 202(e) of the FPA and thc Rules and 
Regulations issued thereunder (Title 10, Code of Federal Regulations, sections 205.300- 
309), it  is hcrehy ordcrcd that Tenaska is authorized to export t'lcctric energy to Canada 
under the following terms and conditions: 

(A) The electric energy exported by Tenaska pursuant to this Order may be dclivcred to 
Canada only over the following existing international transmission facilities for which 
assessments of thc tra~~smission limits l'or operation in tlte export mode havc been made: 

Present 
Owner 

Presidential 
Location Voltage Permit No. ' 

Basin Electric Power Cooperative Tioga, ND 230-kV PP-64 

Ronnevi l lc Powcr Administration Rlainc, WA 2-500-kV PP-10 
Nelway, WA 230-kV PP-36 
Nclway, WA 230-kV PP-46 

' Thcsc I'rcsidcntial pcrlnit numhors rcrcr to i l ic  gclicric IlOli pcrniit nufnbcr and arc intcnclcd to includc any 
suhsequtnt arncndmcnts to the permlt autliurizing thc facility. 

7 



Eastern Mainc Elcctric Cooperative Calais, ME 69-kV PP-32 

International Transmission Detroit, MI 230-kV PP-230 
Company Marysville, Ml 230-kV PP-230 

St. Claire, MI 230-kV PP-230 
St. Claire, MI 345-kV PP-230 

Joint Owners of'thc Highgate Highgate, VT 120-kV PP-82 
Project 

Long Sault, Inc. Massena, NY 2-1 15-kV PP-24 

Maine Electric Power Company Houlton, ME 345-kV PP-43 

Mainc Public Service Company Limestone, ME 69-kV PP-12 
Fort Fairfield, ME 69-kV PP- 12 
Madawaska,ME 138-kV PP-29 
Aroostook, ME 2-69-kV PP-29 

Minnesola Powcr, Inc. International Falls, 1 15-kV PP-78 
MN 

Mjnnkota Power Cooperative Roseau County, MN 230-kV PP-6 1 

New York Power Authority Massena, NY 765-kV PP-56 
Massena, NY 2-230-kV PP-25 
Niagara Falls, NY 2-345-kV PP-74 
Devils Hole, NY 230-kV PP-30 

Niagara Mohawk Power Corp. Devils HoIe, NY 230-kV PP- 190 

Northern States Powcr Con~pany Red River, ND 230-kV PP-45 
Roseau County, MN 500-kV PP-63 
Rugby, ND 230-kV PP-23 1 

Vermont Electric Powcr Co. Derby Line, VT 120-kV PP-66 

Vcrrnont Elcctric Transmission Co. Norton, VT +-450-kV DC PP-76 
Millbury, MA 345-kV 
Medway, MA 345-kV 

(B) Exports authorized herein shall not cause a violation of the terms and conditions 
contaii~cd in existing electricity cxport authorizations associated with the international 
transmission facilities identified in paragraph (A) above. Specifically: 



( I )  Exports by Tenaska made pursuant to this Order shall net cause the total exports 
on facilitics authorizcd by Presidential Permit PP-64 (issued to Basin Electric 
Power Coop.) to exceed an  instantaneous transmission rate of 150 megawatts 
(MW). The gross an~ount of energy which Tenaska may export over the PP-64 
faci li tics shal I not cxceed 900,000 megawatt-hours (M WH) during any 
consecutive 12-month period. 

(2) Exports by Tenaska made pursuant to this Order shall not cause the total exports 
on the facilitics authorized by Presidential Permit PP-32 (issued to Eastern 
Maine Electric Coop.) to exceed an instantaneous transmission rate of 15 MW. 
The gross amount of energy which Tenaska may export over the PP-3 2 facilities 
shall not cxcecd 7,580 MWH annuaIIy. 

(3) Exports by Tcnaska made pursuant to this Order slrall not cause the total exports 
on a combination of the facilities authorized by Presidential Permit PP-230 
(issued to International Transmission Company) to exceed a coincident, 
instantaneous transmission rate of 2.2 billion volt-amperes (2,200 MVA). 

(4) Exports by Tenaska made pursuant to this Order shaI1 not cause the total exports 
on the faciIities authorized by Presidential Pemit PP-82 (issued to the Joint 
Owncrs of the Ilighgate Project) to exceed an instantai~eous transmission rate of 
200 M W nor cause a violation of the following security constrained export 
limits: 

Vermont Total Security Constrained 
Load (M W) Maximum Export (M W) 

I000 0 
900 40 
8 00 90 
700 125 
600 150 
500 1 70 

( 5 )  Exports by Tenaska made pursuant to this Order shall not cause the total exports 
on the facili tics authorizcd by Presidential Pemit PP-43 (issued to Maine 
Electric Power Company) to cxceed an i~~stantaneous transmission rare of 500 
MW. 

(6) Exports by Tenaska made pursuant to this Order shall not cause the total exports 
on thc combination of facilities authorized by Presidential Permits PP- 12 and PP- 
29 (issued to Maine Public Service Conrpany) to exceed a coincident, 
instantaneous transmission rate of 97.8 MW. 

(7) Exports by Tenaska made pursuant to this Order shall not cause total exports on 
the facili t ics authorizcd by Presidential Permit PP-78- 1 (issued to Minnesota 
Power) to exceed an instantaneous transmission rate of 100 MW. Exports by 
Tenaska may cause total exports on the PP-78- I facilities to exceed 100 MW 



only when total exports between the Mid-Continent Area Power Pool (MAPP) 
and Manitoba Hydro are below maximum transfer limits andlor whenever 
operating conditions within the MAPP system permit exports on the PP-78- 1 
facilities above thc 100-MW level without violating established MAPP reliability 
criteria. I-Iowever, under no circumstances shall exports by Tcnaska cause the 
total exports on the PP-78- I facilities to exceed 1 50 M W. 

(8) Exports made by Tenaska pursuant to this order shall not cause total exports on a 
cotnbinatisn of thc intcmational transmission lincs autl~orized by Presidential 
Permits PP-45 and PP-63 issued to Northern States Power, PP-61 issued to 
Minnkata Power, and PP-231 issued to Northcrn States PowerlXcsl, shall not 
exceed an instantaneous transmission rate of 700 MW on a firm basis and 1050 
MW on a non-firm basis, 

(9) Exports by Tenaska made pursuant to this Order shall not cause the total exports 
on thc facilities authorized by Presidential Pcrrnit PP-66 (isst~cd to Vennont 
Electric Power Co.) to exceed an instantaneous transmission rate of 50 MW. The 
gross amount of energy wl~ich Tenaska may export over the PP-66 facilities shall 
not excccd 50,000 MW annually. 

( I  0 )  Exports by Tcnaska made pursuant to this Order slzall not causc the total exports 
on the facilities authorized by Presidential Permit PP-56 (issued to NYPA) to 
excced an instantaneous transmission rate of 1000 M W, 

( I  1 ) Exports by Tenaska made pursuant to this Order shall not causc: (a) the total 
exports on the facilities autl~orized by Presidcntial Permits PP-25, PP-30, PP-74, 
and PP- 190 (issued to NYPA and Niagara Mohawk) to exceed a combined 
instantaneous transmission rate of 1650 MW; and (b) the total exports on the 
1 15-kV facilities autl~orized by Presidential Permit PP-24 (issued to Long Sault, 
Inc.) to excccd an instantaneous transn~ission rate of 100 M W, In addition, the 
gross amount of energy which Tenaska may export over the PP-24 facilities shall 
not excccd 300,000 M W 1  annually. 

( 1  2) Exports by Tenaska pursuant to this Order shall not cause total exports on the two 
500-kV lines authorized by Presidential Permit PP-10, the 230-kV linc 
authorized by Presidential Permit PP-36, and the 230 kV Fine authorized by 
Presidential Pcrn~Et PP-46 (issucd to BPA) to excccd thc following limits: 

PP-36 & PP-46 PP-10 Total Export 
Condition Limit Limit Limit 
Allli~zesinservic~ 400MW 1500 MW 1900 MW 
1-500 kV linc out 400 MW 300 MW 700 MW 
2-500 kV lines out 400 MW 0 MW 400 MW 
I-230kVlineout 400MW 1500 MW 1900 MW 
2-230 kV line out OMW 1500 MW 1500 MW 



(C) Changes by DOE to the export limits in other orders shall result in a concomitant 
changc to the cxport limits contained in paragraph (B) of this Ordcr. Changes to the 
export limits contained in subparagraphs B(l O), B(I l), and B(12) wilI be made by DOE 
after sub~nission of appropriate information dcrnonstrating a change in the transmission 
transfer capability between the electric systems in New York State and Ontario and New 
York State and Quebec, and between BPA and BC Hydro, or BPA and West Kootenay 
Power. Noticc of tl~ese changes will be provided to Tenaska. 

(D) Thc scheduling and delivery of electricity exports to Canada shall comply with all 
reliability criteria, standards, and guides of the North American Electric Reliability 
Council. Regional Councils, Regional Tmnsmission Organizations, Independent System 
Operators, and/or control area operator(s), as appropriate, on such terms as expressed 
therein, and as such criteria, standards, and guides may be amended from time to time. 

(E) Exports made pursuant to this authorization shall be coi~ducted in accordance with 
the provisions ofthc Federal Power Act and any pertinent rules. regulations, dircctivcs, 
policy statements, and orders adopted or issued thereunder, including the comparable 
open access provisions of FERC Order No. 888, as amended. 

(F) The authorization herein ganted may be modified from time to time or terminated 
by filrthcr order of the DOE. In no event shall such authorization to export ovcr a 
particular transmission facility identified in paragraph (A) extend beyond the date of 
termination of the Presidential pcrrni t authorizing such facility. 

(G) Tlris authorization shall be without prejudice to the authority of any Statc or State 
rcgulatory conlmission for the exercise of any lawful authority vested in such State or 
Statc rcgulatory commission. 

(H) Tenaska shall create and preserve full and complete records with respect to the 
clectric cncrgy exportcd to Canada, Tenaska shall furnish quarter1 y reports to the DOH, 
within 30 days following each calendar quarter, detailing for each month of the previous 
cluartcr: ( I )  the gross amount of clectricity delivered, in kilowatt hours; (2) the 
consideration received for such energy; and (3) the maximum hourly rate of 
transmission, in kilowatts. Quarterly reports must be filcd regardless of ctlnent activity 
and whether or not deliveries ofelectric cncrgy have becn ~nadc. If no transactions liavc 
been made, a one-sentence report indicating "no activity" for the previous quarter is 
sufficicnt. Each rcporl shall indicatc t l~c  DOE order number undcr which it is bcing filcd 
and the expiration date of such order. 

Reports sl~all be submitted to the U.S. Department of Energy, Office of Electricity 
Dclivery and Energy Reliability, OE-20, Forrestal Building, 1.000 Fndependcncc Avenue, 
SW, Washington, D.C. 20585-0305. Properly identified quarterly reports will also be 
accepted via facsimile at (202) 586-5860 to meet time requirements, but original copies 
should still be filed at the above address. 



(I) In accordance with 10 C.F.R. 6205.305, this authorization is not transferable or 
assignable, except in the event of the involuntary transfer of this authority by operation 
of law. Provided written notice of the involuntary transfer is given DOE within 30 days, 
this authorization shall continue in effect temporarily, This continuance also is 
contingent on the filiiag of an appiication for permanent autl~orization within 60 days of 
the involuntary transfer; the authorization shall then remain effective until a decision is 
n~adc  on the new application. In thc event of a proposcd voluntary transfcr of this 
authority to export electricity, the transferee and the transferor shall file jointly an 
application for a new export authorization, together with a statement of reasons for t l~c  
transfer. 

(J)  Exports authorized l>crcin shall be rcduced or suspendcd, as appropriate, wl~enever a 
continuation of those exports would cause or exacerbate a transmission operating 
problem. 

(K) Tl~is autl~ori~ation sl~all be effective for a pcriod of five ( 5 )  years from the date of 
issuance of this Order. Application for renewal of tf~is authorization may be filed within 
six months prior to its cxpiration. Failurc to provide DOE with at least sixty (60) days to 
proccss a renewal application and provide adequate opportunity for pubIic comment: may 
rcsult in a gap in Tenaska's authority to export electricity. 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on March 1,2007. 

Director, ~ k m i t t i n ~  and Siting 
Office of Electricity Delivery and 

Energy Reliability 


