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I. INTRODUCTION 

The Edison Electric Institute (“EEI”) and Electric Power Supply Association (“EPSA”) 

(together, “Joint Trades”) respectfully submit the following comments on behalf of their 

members in response to the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission’s (“FERC” or 

“Commission”) Notice Seeking Comments (“NSC”) issued on March 8, 2021 in the above-

referenced rulemaking docket.  In the NextEra PDO Order,1 the Commission clarified that 

1) institutional investor ultimate upstream affiliates (“UUA”) that cannot assert control of 

market-based rate sellers (“Sellers”) in light of the commitments such investors made to obtain 

blanket section 203(a)(2) authorization (herein, “II NC-UUAs”2) are to be treated as ultimate 

upstream affiliates; and 2) such II NC-UUAs are to be included in the relational database, despite 

the fact that II NC-UUAs, barring unusual circumstances, will not render otherwise unrelated 

Sellers “affiliates.”  Through the NSC, the Commission proposes changes to the Data Dictionary 

associated with Order No. 8603 necessary to implement the NextEra PDO Order.  Specifically, 

 
1 NextEra Energy, Inc., 174 FERC ¶ 61,213 (2021) (NextEra PDO Order). 

2 I.e., “Institutional Investor Non-Controlling Ultimate Upstream Affiliate.” 

3 Data Collection for Analytics & Surveillance & Mkt.-Based Rate Purposes, Order No. 860, 168 FERC ¶ 61,039 
(2019), order on reh’g and clarification, Order No. 860-A, 170 FERC ¶ 61,129 (2020). 
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the Commission proposes to collect additional data from those Sellers that have a UUA that has 

been granted authority to purchase securities pursuant to a section 203(a)(2) blanket 

authorization order. 

EEI is the association that represents investor-owned electric companies in the United 

States.  Our members provide electricity for more than 220 million Americans and operate in all 

fifty states and the District of Columbia.  The electric power industry supports more than seven 

million jobs in communities across the United States.  EEI’s members are committed to 

providing affordable, safe, and reliable electricity to customers now and in the future.  EEI’s 

members are or own Sellers subject to Order No. 860 and includes holding companies that either 

are UUAs or would be UUAs, but for the fact that an II NC-UUA holds more than 10% of the 

voting shares of their holding companies.  Thus, EEI has a direct interest in this proceeding.     

EPSA is the national trade association representing leading independent power producers and 

marketers.  EPSA members provide reliable and competitively priced electricity from 

environmentally responsible facilities using a diverse mix of fuels and technologies.  EPSA seeks to 

bring the benefits of competition to all power customers.  EPSA member companies are subject to 

Order No. 860 and are impacted by UUA designations and obligations based on those designations 

and affiliations, and therefore EPSA has a direct interest in this proceeding.  The comments 

contained in this filing represent the position of EPSA as an organization, but not necessarily the 

views of any particular member with respect to any issue. 

The Commission has found that II NC-UUAs are subject to conditions that prevent them 

from exercising control over Sellers (or such public utilities’ holding companies).4  The Joint 

Trades agree and appreciate the Commission’s recognition that “utilities commonly owned by an 

institutional investor are not affiliates of each other under 18 CFR § 35.36(a)(9)(iv), so long as 
 

4 NSC at P 6.  
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their institutional investor owners remain under the conditions imposed in its section 203(a)(2) 

blanket authorization order.”5  As discussed herein, in Section III, Joint Trades question the need 

for information on II NC-UUAs in the relational database.  If the Commission nonetheless 

moves forward with its proposal to collect information about II NC-UUAs (“Data Dictionary 

Change Proposal”), changes are needed to make the Data Dictionary Change Proposal less 

cumbersome, more understandable, and easier to implement.  EEI and EPSA provide suggestions 

below and include a modified Data Dictionary in Attachment A. 

II.  COMMENTS  

A.  If the Commission Moves Forward, Changes Are Needed to the NSC’s Data 
Dictionary Change Proposal  

  

The NSC focuses on proposed changes to the Entities to Entities Table of the Data 

Dictionary.  The Entities to Entities Table serves one of the most important purposes of the entire 

Order No. 860 data collection process, tying affiliated Sellers to one another, which it does 

through an entity referred to in the Data Dictionary as the Reportable Entity.  The Reportable 

Entity is identified by a “Reportable_Entity_ID.”6  The Entities to Entities Table, as originally 

proposed, was supposed to tie each and every Seller to its UUA(s) through the 

“Reportable_Entity_ID.”  As the Commission now has implicitly recognized, however, if the 

Reportable Entity is an II NC-UUA, amassing an Asset Appendix based on the 

“Reportable_Entity_ID” (the ID associated with the II NC-UUA) would produce anomalous 

results.  Many hundreds of, if not well over a thousand, Sellers might share a common II NC-

UUA.  As a result, using the “Reportable_Entity_ID” to identify the UUA, which may be an II 

 
5 Id. (emphasis added). 

6 For clarity, all Attribute names in the Data Dictionary are set forth using quotation marks.  
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NC-UUA, to tie together affiliated Sellers would not be useful, as the Commission recognizes 

and tries to remedy in the NSC.   

If the UUA is an II NC-UUA, the new Attribute “Blanket_Auth_ Docket_Number” 

would be where the Docket Number of the UUA’s blanket authorization would be included.  If 

the Attribute “Blanket_Auth_Docket_Number” is filled out, the Attributes 

“Utility_ID_Type_CD” and “Utility_ID” must be filled out as well.  The purpose of these two 

new Attributes is to identify an appropriate entity for Asset Appendix purposes. 

The Commission acknowledges that the “relational database, as contemplated under 

Order Nos. 860 and 860-A, does not provide for a method to distinguish between ultimate 

upstream affiliates and those ultimate upstream affiliates that acquired the securities of the Seller 

through a section 203(a)(2) blanket authorization.”7  The Commission’s Data Dictionary Change 

Proposal8 recognizes that a very crucial entity must be included in the Entities to Entities Table, 

the entity that is not a UAA because an II NC-UUA exists but is the entity that ties Sellers 

together for Asset Appendix purposes.  The Commission has named this entity “the Utility” and 

proposed to identify it by the Attribute “Utility_ID.”  The “Utility” is the (otherwise) ultimate 

upstream affiliate of a Seller whose securities were acquired pursuant to the section 203(a)(2) 

blanket authorization.9  The term “Utility” here may confuse the industry because Sellers whose 

UUA is an II NC-UUA, in almost all cases, will actually be tied together by a common entity 

that is not a public utility, as defined by the Federal Power Act, but is instead a public utility 

holding company.  According to the Data Dictionary Change Proposal attached to the NSC, 

 
7 NSC at P 7 (emphasis added). 

8 The Data Dictionary attached to the NSC was not current.  For purposes of these comments, EEI assumes that 
Attribute # 7, not Attribute # 6, is the Attribute “record_type_cd”.  All other numbered Attributes should be 
increased by one.  EEI’s comments will refer to the Attributes by name to avoid confusion.   

9 NSC at P 9. 
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“Common relationships through this utility are used to identify affiliations in the asset 

appendix.”10   

In theory, under the Data Dictionary Change Proposal, if: 1) there is no II NC-UUA, the 

Asset Appendix must be compiled based on the “Reportable_Entity_ID”; and 2) there is an II 

NC-UUA, the Asset Appendix must be compiled based on the “Utility_ID.”  This theory is not 

confirmed in the proposal, which indicates that only the nullable “Utility_ID” field will be used 

for Asset Appendix purposes.  Moreover, the overall approach does not recognize that for some 

Sellers, the existence of an II NC-UUA may vary from quarter to quarter, while the Utility and 

its “Utility_ID” will typically stay constant for years, if not decades, but the Data Dictionary 

Change Proposal largely ignores this fact.  As discussed below, given that the UUA(s) but for the 

II NC-UUA will be the entity that links relevant affiliates to create the Asset Appendix, it is far 

more logical for such entity to always remain the “Reportable Entity.”  By shifting the entity that 

links true affiliates to create the Asset Appendix to the nullable “Utility-ID” Attribute,11 the 

Commission’s proposal is unworkable, confusing, and cumbersome; clarifications are needed as 

discussed below.          

The Joint Trades’ first concern with the Data Dictionary Change Proposal is that the 

Attributes “Utility_ID_Type_CD” and “Utility_ID” are nullable (presumably because not all 

UUAs are II NC-UUAs and thus many Sellers will not even have to fill out these new 

Attributes).  Thus, if left as is, thousands of Sellers (by FERC’s estimated count, only 440 Sellers 

would have IIC NC-UUAs) would have no information in the very Attribute (“Utility_ID”) used 

to create the Asset Appendix.  In theory, the Commission could program its software to create an 

 
10 NSC, Appendix A at 4. 
11 In likely every case, the Attribute will refer to the Legal Entity Identifier (“LEI”) of the public utility holding 
company that has stock that is publicly traded, not a utility.  Indeed, the term is such a misnomer, it is almost certain 
to confuse users and the public.   
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Asset Appendix for some Sellers based on the Attribute “Reportable_Entity_ID” and for other 

Sellers based on the “Utility_ID,” but presumably this would be far more complex than leaving 

the software as is and always using one Attribute, i.e., the “Reportable_Entity_ID,”12 to compile 

the Asset Appendix, particularly as this Attribute is likely to remain fixed for many years for 

most Sellers. 

Second, the revised proposed Data Dictionary is unclear as to whether the Attributes 

“relationship_start_date”/“relationship_end_date” relate to the Reportable Entity or to the Utility.  

Joint Trades assume that the Commission is interested in the “relationship_start_date”/ 

“relationship_end_date” for both the Reportable Entity and the Utility.  Indeed, the table would 

be confusing if there were not a relationship start and end date for both entities, as there would 

be nothing to even indicate to the public whether a date was associated with the Reportable 

Entity or the Utility.   

Third, if the Reportable Entity is an II NC-UUA and the Utility is treated as the relevant 

affiliate for Asset Appendix purposes, as a Reportable Entity’s holdings in a given Utility may 

change, the reported data becomes very confusing and arguably misleading.  More detail on the 

implementation process is needed if the Data Dictionary Change Proposal is adopted.  Using the 

Seller Florida Power & Light Company (“FP&L”), its holding company NextEra Energy, Inc. 

(“NextEra”), and The Vanguard Group (“Vanguard”) as an example, Joint Trades illustrate the 

concerns with the proposal in the NSC.     

Assume FP&L reports NextEra as the Reportable Entity (using the LEI of NextEra) when 

it baselines because Vanguard only owns 9.9% of NextEra’s voting stock; there would be no 

entry for the Attributes “Utility_ID_Type_CD” and “Utility_ID” (there would thus seemingly be 

 
12 In its proposal, EEI renames this entity slightly for clarity. 
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no way to create an Asset Appendix as discussed above unless the software is programmed to 

switch between different Attributes to create one).  We will also assume the 

“relationship_start_date” Attribute is intended to be associated with the Reportable Entity and for 

the sake of this example is January 1, 1984.13  Then, during the first quarter of 2022, Vanguard 

increases its stake in NextEra to above 10% between January 1, 2022, and March 31, 2022, and 

FP&L learns of this fact on May 15, 2022, through Vanguard’s quarterly FERC filing.  FP&L 

presumably will have until June 15, 2022 to: 1) “change” the existing record associated with the 

Entities to Entities Table to include a “relationship_end_date” for NextEra as its Reportable 

Entity of March 31, 2022; and 2) create a “new” record that identifies Vanguard as the 

Reportable Entity with a “relationship_start_date” of March 31, 2022, adds the docket number 

for Vanguard, and identifies NextEra as its Utility, using the Attributes “Utility_ID_Type_CD” 

and “Utility_ID.” 

If, in early 2023, Vanguard sells some NextEra stock and dips below 10% as of March 

31, 2023, which will be reported by Vanguard in its quarterly filing by May 15, 2023, 

presumably FP&L by June 15, 2023, must:  “change” the currently effective record to include a 

“relationship_end_date” for Vanguard; but Step 2 is unclear, i.e., must FP&L create another 

“new” record or can FP&L make a change to its “original record”?  In either case, the 

“relationship_start_date” for FP&L and NextEra would presumably become March 31, 2023, 

which is arguably misleading given the FP&L/NextEra relationship actually dates back to 1984.  

 
13 FPL Group Inc. was formed in 1984 and later changed its name to NextEra Energy, Inc. 
https://web.archive.org/web/20160311074744/http://www.palmbeachpost.com/ 
news/business/juno-based-fpl-group-to-become-nextera-energy/nL5ZZ/. 
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And, the Commission would have to return to using the Reportable_Entity_ID to create an Asset 

Appendix for NextEra.14  This does not seem to support the intent of FERC’s relational database. 

If however this is what the Commission intended, EEI requests that the Commission  

walk through a complete example as to how a Seller would report its Reportable Entity and 

Utility if they changed from time to time due to an investment by an II NC-UUA rising above 

10% and subsequently falling below 10%, such that the approach being adopted would be clear 

to all filers.  

Importantly, the types of Sellers the NSC impacts are those Sellers owned by publicly-

traded holding companies that are almost certain to build or buy user-friendly software that 

creates XMLs for them.  That is, the Sellers impacted by this NSC are the Sellers most likely to 

rely on software vendors.  EEI also estimates that at least one-third of all Sellers (about 1,000 

entities) will be impacted (i.e., the 440 entity estimate is low given that several public utility 

holding companies have close to or over 100 Sellers each).  The software change process likely 

renders the new effective dates proposed in the NSC impossible for these largest of the families 

of Sellers to meet.  Significant recoding of the Entities to Entities Table would be needed and the 

re-coding cannot even begin until the Commission rules in this docket.   

B. Proposed Changes to the NSC Proposal if the Commission Retains the 
Institutional Investor Data Dictionary Reporting Requirement 

If the Commission chooses to move forward with its proposal to collect information on II 

NC-UUAs though the relational database, Joint Trades offer the following changes for 

consideration to promote clarity and ease of use.  Using the terminology FERC has adopted, the 

concept of Reportable Entity always should be the entity that is used to complete the Asset 

 
14 Assuming NextEra has nearly 200 other Sellers, this approach may mean that it would need to resubmit four 
hundred new records each time Vanguard reported a change above or below the 10% threshold. 
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Appendix.  This entity could be renamed “Asset Appendix Reportable Entity” (AA Reportable 

Entity)15 and should be the focus of the Entities to Entities Table.  The Attributes 

“AA_Reportable_Entity_ID_Type_CD” and “AA_Reportable_Entity_ID” would then be used to 

identify the upstream owner to be reported for Asset Appendix purposes (i.e., the entity/person 

that would be the UUA, but for any II NC-UUAs).  Thus, the Attribute for pulling the Asset 

Appendix remains the same as before the proposed change contained in the NSC.  Also, this 

entity would remain static for most Sellers for many years; e.g., FP&L is likely to remain part of 

the NextEra family for many more decades regardless of its affiliation with Vanguard.   

For clarity, two Attributes associated with the relationship between the AA Reportable 

Entity (shortened to “AARE” for the Data Dictionary) and the Seller would be added, namely 

“AARE_relationship_start_date” and “AARE_relationship_end_date” thus providing meaningful 

information about when Sellers joined a relevant corporate family for Asset Appendix purposes.  

As noted, changes will occur in these fields for some Sellers on occasion, but many would 

remain static for decades.16   

Joint Trades also propose that the Commission add the following, nullable Attributes to 

the Data Dictionary to address the fact that the AA Reportable Entity may be owned by an II 

NC-UUA, but that such relationships may begin, end, start again, etc.:   

• “II_NC-UUA_ID_Type_CD”;  

• “II_NC-UUA_ID”; 

• “II_NC-UUA _Blanket_Auth_Docket_Number”;  

• “II_NC-UUA_ relationship_start_date”; and  

 
15 Short for “Asset Appendix Reportable Entity.” 

16 A merger between two AA Reportable Entities, each with many Sellers, for example, will occur every now and 
again, but such mergers are somewhat rare.  More commonly, a single Seller may be “sold” to a new AA Reportable 
Entity. 
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• “II_NC-UUA_relationship_end_date.”  

An II NC-UUA may come and go as UUA for a group of Sellers, but this fact should not cause 

the other Entities-to-Entities Table Attributes to be in a constant state of flux.   

Although this proposed approach is much simpler to implement, regardless of which 

approach is selected, any order in this docket should include a step-by-step example to ensure 

that Sellers’ software developers understand the correct approach in updating records to reflect 

the potential changes in whether a Seller has an II NC-UUAs.17  Joint Trades assume if a Seller 

has a single AA Reportable Entity, only the new Attributes described above would need to be 

changed now and again, while most data would remain static.  Joint Trades have redlined the 

NSC proposal in Attachment A to reflect these proposed changes. 

C. Changes Are Not Needed to Order No. 860 and the Commission Should Not 
Move Forward with the NSC 

As discussed in EEI’s Request for Rehearing of the NextEra PDO Order,18 Joint Trades 

agree with the concurrence that “there is little to no value in listing institutional investors as the 

ultimate upstream affiliate of market-based rate sellers in the relational database.”19  Since the II 

NC-UUAs will not be used to compile the Asset Appendices for Sellers, there appears to be little 

purpose served by including them in the relational database.  In addition, the proposal to include 

the II NC-UUA in the relational database likely will cause the need for a third delay in 

implementation.  The Commission’s Data Dictionary Change Proposal would change the very 

Attribute (i.e., field) from which the Asset Appendices will be created by FERC; not knowing 

 
17 A very few Sellers may actually have two (or in theory up to ten) II NC-UUAs, but even two would be unusual.  
In any case there are Sellers that already have two or more UUAs, and it is understood they would complete the 
Entities-to-Entities Table as many times as needed to reflect multiple UUAs.  We assume the same would be the 
case if a Seller had two II NC-UUAs, which would be far less common than having two “regular” UUAs.   

18 NextEra Energy et al., Request for Clarification and Rehearing of the Edison Electric Institute, Docket No. EL21-
14-000 (Apr. 19, 2021). 
19 NextEra PDO Order, concurrence at P 3.   
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whether FERC will accept this Data Dictionary Change Proposal, or the changes proposed in 

Attachment A, until after this proceeding is complete, will result in testing delays of this most 

important software change.  Moreover, Sellers’ software developers cannot finalize their 

products until the Data Dictionary is finalized.  The timeframe between the likely end of this 

proceeding and the baseline date is insufficient for software developers.  In order to move 

forward, Joint Trades suggest that rather than proceed with the changes in the NSC, the 

Commission could stay the II NC-UUA reporting requirement, relying on the fact that the 

quarterly filings of entities with section 203(a)(2) blanket authorizations provide the same 

relevant information, and instead simply clarify that the Reportable Entity should be the AA 

Reportable Entity, as discussed herein.    
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III.  CONCLUSION 

Wherefore, the Commission should accept these Comments and issue a Final Rule that is 

consistent with the discussion above. 

Respectfully submitted, 
  
/s/ Lopa Parikh 
_____________________________ 
Lopa Parikh 
Senior Director, Federal Regulatory Affairs 
Edison Electric Institute 
701 Pennsylvania Ave., N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20004-2696 
202-508-5098 
lparikh@eei.org 
 

 
      /s/ Nancy Bagot 
      ________________________________ 

Nancy E. Bagot 
        Senior Vice President 
      Sharon Theodore 
        Senior Director of Regulatory Affairs  
      Electric Power Supply Association 
      1401 New York Ave, NW, Suite 950 
      Washington, DC 20005 
      nancyb@epsa.org 
 
 
 
June 7, 2021 
 
 



Appendix A20 
entities_to_entities  DRAFT DATA DICTIONARY UPDATING THE ENTITIES TO ENTITIES TABLE 

Mapping of reporting entities to ultimate upstream affiliates 
(gray rows auto-populated by database system were removed for readability) 

# Attribute Description Identifier 
Type 

Nullable SQL Type Format Validations 

7  record_type_cd Indicates whether 
this is a new 
submission or a 
submission to update 
an existing record. 

Options 
List: 
• New 
• Updat

e 

N CHARACTER 
(6) 

NA Must either be 
“New” or “Update” 
if information is 
included in this 
table. 

8  reference_id Identifier of existing 
record being 
updated. 

 Y INTEGER  Required if 
record_type_cd is 
“Update.”  Must 
match an existing 
entry from the 
“Entities to  
Entities ID” column 
of the Entities to 
Entities Submitted 
Data Table, found 
here.  

9  AA_reportable_entity_ 
ID_type_CD 

User selects one of 
the three identifier 
types it will provide 
for these 2 fields: 
-Company 
Identifier/CID of the 
reportable entity. 
(Required if 

Options 
List: 
• CID 
• LEI 
• GID  

N CHARACTER 
(3) 
  

 Must be “CID,” 
“LEI,” or “GID.”  

 
20 The baseline Appendix A has been changed to reflect the numbering of Data Dictionary posted in March 2021 (i.e., “record_type_cd” is actually number 7). 

https://mbrweb.ferc.gov/LookupData/Index/entities_to_entities
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entities_to_entities  DRAFT DATA DICTIONARY UPDATING THE ENTITIES TO ENTITIES TABLE 
Mapping of reporting entities to ultimate upstream affiliates 

(gray rows auto-populated by database system were removed for readability) 
# Attribute Description Identifier 

Type 
Nullable SQL Type Format Validations 

available.) 
-Legal Entity 
Identifier/LEI of the 
reportable entity. 
(Required if 
available and CID is 
not available.) 
-FERC generated 
ID/GID of the 
reportable entity. 
(Required if CID 
and LEI are not 
available.) 

10  AA_reportable_entity_ 
ID 

CID, LEI, or GID 
for the entity being 
reported. 

Foreign 
Key (CID) 
Foreign 
Key (LEI) 
Foreign 
Key (GID) 
  

N CHARACTER 
(7) 
CHARACTER 
(20) 
CHARACTER 
(10) 
  

 Common 
relationships 
through this Asset 
Appendix 
Reportable Entity 
are used to 
identify affiliations 
in the asset 
appendix. 
Must match an 
active record 
identifier. These 
identifiers can be 
found using 
General Search, 
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entities_to_entities  DRAFT DATA DICTIONARY UPDATING THE ENTITIES TO ENTITIES TABLE 
Mapping of reporting entities to ultimate upstream affiliates 

(gray rows auto-populated by database system were removed for readability) 
# Attribute Description Identifier 

Type 
Nullable SQL Type Format Validations 

found here. 
11  AARE_relationship_start_date Date reported 

relationship 
started. 

  N DATE YYYY-
MM-
DD 
(ANSI) 

Valid date 

12  AARE_relationship_end_date Date reported 
relationship ended. 

  Y DATE YYYY-
MM-
DD 
(ANSI) 

Valid date 
Value must be ≥ 
relationship_start_ 
date 

13  II NC UUA Blanket_Auth_ 
Docket_Number  

Docket number of 
the section 203(a)(2) 
blanket 
authorization. 

  Y CHARACTER 
VARYING 
(15) 

XXXX-
X-
XXX; 
XXXX-
XX-
XXX; 
XXXX-
XXX-
XXX; 
or 
XXXX-
XXXX-
XXX 

Required if the 
10% or more of 
the voting 
securities of Asset 
Appendix 
Reportable Entity 
are owned or 
controlled by an 
institutional 
investor that has 
received a 203(a)(2) 
blanket 
authorization. 
Common 
relationships 
through ultimate 
upstream affiliates 
with these 
authorizations do 

https://mbrweb.ferc.gov/Search/Search
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entities_to_entities  DRAFT DATA DICTIONARY UPDATING THE ENTITIES TO ENTITIES TABLE 
Mapping of reporting entities to ultimate upstream affiliates 

(gray rows auto-populated by database system were removed for readability) 
# Attribute Description Identifier 

Type 
Nullable SQL Type Format Validations 

not impact a seller’s 
Asset Appendix. 

14  Utility II NC_UUA _ID_ 
Type_CD 

User selects one of 
the three identifier 
types it will provide 
for these 2 fields:  
-Company 
Identifier/CID of the 
reportable entity. 
(Required if 
available.) [Note:  
FERC should 
consider 
eliminating CID as 
possibility, an II 
NC-UUA could 
NEVER have a 
CID, as it could not 
be itself a public 
utility] 
-Legal Entity 
Identifier/LEI of the 
reportable entity. 
(Required if 
available and CID is 
not available.) 
-FERC generated 
ID/GID of the 

Options 
List 
• CID 
• LEI 
• GID 

Y CHARACTER 
(3) 

 Required if an 
institutional 
investor that has 
the Reportable 
Entity received a 
203(a)(2) blanket 
authorization by 
making non-
control 
commitments 
obtains 10% or 
more of the voting 
securities of Asset 
Appendix 
Reportable Entity 
(“II NC-UUA”). 
 
Must be either 
“CID,” “LEI,” or 
“GID.” 
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entities_to_entities  DRAFT DATA DICTIONARY UPDATING THE ENTITIES TO ENTITIES TABLE 
Mapping of reporting entities to ultimate upstream affiliates 

(gray rows auto-populated by database system were removed for readability) 
# Attribute Description Identifier 

Type 
Nullable SQL Type Format Validations 

reportable entity. 
(Required if CID 
and LEI are not 
available.) 

15  Utility II NC_UUA_ID CID, LEI, or GID 
for the entity whose 
securities were 
acquired pursuant to 
the blanket 
authorization.   
[Note:  FERC 
should eliminate 
CID as possibility, 
an II NC-UUA 
could never have a 
CID]  

Foreign 
Key (CID) 
Foreign 
Key (LEI) 
Foreign 
Key (GID) 

Y CHARACTER 
(7)  
CHARACTER 
(20) 
CHARACTER 
(10) 

 Required if the II 
NC-UUA 
Reportable Entity 
received a 203(a)(2) 
blanket 
authorization. 
Common 
relationships 
through this utility 
are used to identify 
affiliations in the 
asset appendix. 
Must match an 
active record 
identifier. 
These identifiers 
can be found using 
General Search, 
found here.  

16  II NC-UUA_relationship_ 
start_date 

Date reported 
relationship started. 

  N DATE YYYY-
MM-
DD 
(ANSI) 

Valid date 

17  II NC-UUA_relationship_ Date reported   Y DATE YYYY- Valid date 

https://mbrweb.ferc.gov/Search/Search
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entities_to_entities  DRAFT DATA DICTIONARY UPDATING THE ENTITIES TO ENTITIES TABLE 
Mapping of reporting entities to ultimate upstream affiliates 

(gray rows auto-populated by database system were removed for readability) 
# Attribute Description Identifier 

Type 
Nullable SQL Type Format Validations 

end_date relationship ended. MM-
DD 
(ANSI) 

Value must be ≥ 
relationship_start_ 
date 
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