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WIRAB believes that Peak Reliability’s Draft Data Sharing Policy is a significant improvement 

over the current Universal Non-Disclosure Agreement (UNDA).  WIRAB recommends three changes to 

the draft policy.   

1. The policy should require that Peak respond to any requestor of data whose request has been 

denied.  Amend the third paragraph of the “Other Parties” section as follows:  “If Peak denies a 

data request, Peak shall provide a public written response to the requestor.” 

 

2. The policy should enable Peak to release data where such data has historically been released.  

Amend the list of data that may be made available publicly to include:  “Historical data of the 

type that has previously been in the public domain.” 

   

3. Peak should not deny a data request because of work load concerns if the requesting party is 

willing to compensate Peak.  Amend the “Cost Recovery” section to read:  “To the extent that 

any request would require resources that, as determined solely by Peak are non de minimis, 

Peak may require payment for total hours worked, including overhead.” 

The Draft Data Sharing Policy is an improvement over the existing UNDA that requires all 

signatories to agree to any change to the UNDA, no matter how minor.  Additionally, over its life, the 

existing UNDA has blocked access to data for all researchers who are not contractors to signatories of 

the UNDA.  Continuation of this practice threatens grid reliability today (e.g., potential reliability threats, 

such as currently unknown oscillations on the transmission system, are going unstudied) and in the 

future (as the changing resource mix presents new system operating challenges). 

1. Peak should respond to requestors which have been denied data.  The section of the policy 

“Other Parties” should be amended to require Peak to respond to parties which have been 

denied access to requested data. A new sentence should be added to the third paragraph of the 

“Other Parties” section of the draft policy that states:  “If peak denies a data request, Peak shall 

provide a public written response to the requestor.”   Such denials should also be tracked on 

the Peak public website.  

 

2. Peak should have discretion to release to the public unmasked data.  Western states and 

provinces have been concerned that since the adoption of the UNDA, historical path flow data, 

which had been previously public for more than a decade, has been deemed confidential.  The 

proposed policy continues this inappropriate practice.  The section of the policy “Public” should 

be amended to read: 

“In addition, the following data may be made available publicly: 

 Data that is sufficiently masked or aggregated such that no actual individual Data Provider 

data can be identified. 



 Data that is otherwise available from a public source. 

 Historical data of the type that has previously been in the public domain.” 

 

3. Denial of a data request due to work load concerns.  The section of the policy “Cost Recovery” 

should be amended to read:  “To the extent that any request for data would require resources 

that, as determined solely by Peak are non de minimis, Peak may deny the request or require 

payment for total hours worked, including overhead.”  After reviewing and determining that an 

“Other Party” data request is expected to generate reliability benefits under the “Other Parties” 

section of the draft policy, Peak should not deny the data request because of work load 

concerns when the party is willing to pay Peak the cost of delivering the data. 

With these amendments, WIRAB recommends that the Peak Board adopt the draft Data Sharing 

Policy and annually review its execution. 

 


