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3 2h

{ Applicant files revised \
Study Plan for
Commission approval

\ 58 3/
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No disputes

Study Plan
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\ 8513 9/
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needs, process plan,
and schedule
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Comments on PAD,
SD1 and
Study Requests

45

( Applicant Files \

QQ Comments

Proposed Study Plan
§5.11

Commission issues
SD2, if necessary

\g5.10 6/

& on
Proposed
Study Plan

Study Plan
Meeting(s)
(informal
resolution of
study issues)

\g5.11

{ First season studies

11a

Mandatory conditioning

agencies file notice of

\§5. 13 10 J

ﬂ\pplicant's Preliminary\

Licensing Proposal

(not later than 150
days before

( Comments on \

Applicant's Preliminary
Licensing Proposal

application)

\§516 16/

Additional Information
Requests, if needed

\§5.16 17/

~—/

ars before expiration for relicense
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License Application

study disputes
\85.14 11h

Study Dispute
Resolution Process

§5.14 12

Determination on
Study Dispute
§5.14 13

P and Study Review: 1)

Applicant files initial

study report 2) Study

meeting 3) Requests
for study plan
modification

5.15 14/

Tendering Notice

§5.19 19a
)

Commission decision on

18/

5.17, §5.18

Notice of Acceptance

Notice of Ready for
Environmental Analysis

any outstanding pre-
filing AIR

\§5.19 19 )

§522 20

SR

Comments,
Interventions,
preliminary terms and
conditions

Second season
studies, if needed, and
Study Review
(same as first season)

Reply comments

\ §5.23 21a )

Parties request trial-
type hearing

EPAct-1b

15

r =
Interventions and
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EPAct-2 ]

Agency response to trial-
type hearing
EPAct-3

75;( Commission issues

Post-Filing Activity

L§5_24 non-draft EA 224

Comments on EA

Commission issues Draft
1355( EAor EIS

22b

Trial-type hearing
decision £pPAct5

60

Comments on Draft EA {
or EIS

§5.25 23

) 60 [ Modified terms and ]

conditions J

23) §6.24 242
~

Modified terms and
conditions based on any
hearing decision,
comnments, and proposed
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.25 24p,

Commission issues
Final EA or EIS

§5.25 25

Commission issues
license order

Qs. 25

*Section 241 of the Energy Policy Act of 2005 in pink.

[FERC may refer conditions to FERC's Dispute Resolution Service
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Scoping and Study Request Process

Scoping [see 18 CFR §§ 5.8 &/, 5.9 &, and 5.10 ]

Commission notices
NOI/PAD and issues Scoping
Document 1 (SD1)

Commission acts on
TLP or ALP requests

§5.8
30 v

Commission holds
Scoping Meetings/ Site Visit

Discuss issues, mgmt
obj, existing info, info
needs, process plan,
and schedule

§5.9
30 ¥

Comments on PAD,
SD1 and
Study Requests




Study Request Criteria

Describe goals and objectives of study proposal
Explain relevant resource management goals

Explain relevant public interest considerations
Describe existing information and need for more info

Explain nexus to project operations and effects and
how study results would inform license requirements

Describe methodology and how 1t’s consistent with
accepted practice

Describe consideration of level of effort and cost of
study and why alternative study Is needed



* Increased understanding of
stakeholder information needs

* More focused studies

* Better study plans and more
efficient use of time




Study Plan Development
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Initial Scoping

Proposal & Meetings & Study Plan
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Study Plan Development [see 18 CFR §§ 5.11 &, 5.12 &, and 5.13 ]

Applicant Files
Proposed Study Plan

§5.11

Commission issues
SD2, if necessary

§5.10
i 30

Study Plan Meeting(s)
{informal resolution
of study issues)

§5.11

90 l

Comments
on Proposed
Study Plan

§5.12 8

0

Applicant files revised
Study Plan for
Commission approval

File reply comments
within 15 days

§5.13

30 v

Commission issues
Study Plan
Determination




Study Plan Development

Study Requests

1 45 days
Proposed Study Plan
1 90 days
Study Plan Meetings
30 days
Revised Study Plan

1 30 days
OEP Director s Study Plan Determination



Study Dispute Resolution



Formal Study Dispute Resolution
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Numbers in red indicate the number of days permitted for each step from the date of the filing of the notice of the study dispute




Study Plan Dispute Process

Formal Study Dispute Resolution Process [see 18 CFR 5.14 &
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* Mandatory conditioning agency may dispute
the OEP Director’s determination for studies
directly relating to the exercise of their
conditioning authorities

— A three-member panel of technical experts make
recommendation

— OEP Director considers the panel findings and
makes decision with respect to study criteria and
any applicable law or FERC policy

) Study Dispute Resolution
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‘ Conduct Studies & Prepare Application

= Scoping/ Study Plan StUdI'.e s/
— NOI/PAD Process S Application
"5 Plan Dev.

=9

1 year 1-2 years
- Applicant conducts studies

- Applicant files study reports and parties review
studies each year

- Applicant prepares Preliminary Licensing Proposal
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ILP Lessons Learned

 Improved process efficiency by requiring:
— Application preparation in conjunction with
NEPA Scoping

— Coordination with other participants’ processes
— Increased public participation
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|LP Lessons Learned (cont’d)

 Improved process timeliness by requiring:
— Early FERC staff assistance
— Process plan & schedule

— Early study plan development &
Informal/formal dispute resolution
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) |LP Lessons Learned (cont’d)

 Not appropriate for every project

» Works well for relicenses and projects that are
complex, controversial, and benefit from structured
timelines

» Does not work as well for original projects or
projects with little controversy and low complexity

» Post-filing can still be slowed down by other
participants’ processes
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Questions?

Emily Carter
202-502-6512
Emily.Carter@ferc.gov



