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HANDOFF ITEMS – Items identified in the draft NERC Reliability Standards that will require NAESB Business Practice Standards
NERC MOD001 (Available Transfer Capability) – References are made to the document posted at:  ftp://www.nerc.com/pub/sys/all_updl/standards/sar/MOD-001-1_ATC_30-day_comment_25May07.pdf 

· R3:  Business Practices are needed; need to address whether modification to S&CPs are needed
· Comment and continuing with this line of thought: Is it okay to post this info on OASIS?  If so, this last bullet of R3 is no longer needed and the last bullet of R4 will need to be modified.  However, if it is not okay to post on OASIS, that will substantially change how NAESB drafts the corresponding BP.  In addition, NAESB would plan to provide a link on OASIS to the document rather than creating a template in the S and CP that would detail all the elements of the requirements.  The BPS and ESS/ITS request feedback from the NERC SDT.  How would the last bullet of R4 be modified?  See R4

· Language Drafted on 6/11/2007
NERC MOD028 (Network Response Available Transfer Capability) – References are made to the document posted at: ftp://www.nerc.com/pub/sys/all_updl/standards/sar/MOD-028-1_NRATC_30-day_comment_25May07.pdf
· R2:  Business Practices are needed for posting of contingencies and assumptions
· Question from the ESS/ITS and BPS to NERC for R2:  This requirement does not say this will be a list.  Is it meant to be a list? Does it include generation outages?  Would the list be for different time horizons? If for different time horizons, NERC will need to clarify.  Will it be dynamic list for the different time horizons?  Would the list include dynamic line ratings?
· R3:  Business Practices are needed for publicly available posting
· Would this require posted paths or all POR and POD combinations, even if not commercially offered as ATC? (Need to review Order 890, Paragraph 193)
· R8:  S&CP templates include this information
· R11.7:  Review to determine what business practices are needed; may be for temporary “un-designation” of Designated Network Resources
· NAESB Subcommittee believes the NERC definition of post-backs is too narrow

· R14.6:  What is the intent of the language in 14.6?  Firm capacity is not released on the Parent Reservation’s path when a Redirect on a non-firm basis service is provided.
· R16:  Business Practices are needed for publicly available posting
· Already provided on OASIS
NERC MOD029 (Rated System Path Available Transfer Capability) – References are made to the document posted at: ftp://www.nerc.com/pub/sys/all_updl/standards/sar/MOD-029-1_RSPATC_30-day_comment_25May07.pdf
· R2:  Business Practices are needed; Question of whether there is standard report form.  There is not a formal S&CP template.
· R9:  OASIS already has a template to address this item.
· Are these the same reports referenced in R2?

· R12.7:  See NAESB Question/Comment for 11.7 of MOD028
· R13:  Need to review to determine if business practices are needed

· Question:  What are the inputs; think there may be a numbering error in there
· R14.5:  See NAESB Question/Comment for 11.7 of MOD028
· R16:  Template already provided on OASIS
NERC MOD030 (Flowgate Network Response Available Transfer Capability) – References are made to the document posted at:  ftp://www.nerc.com/pub/sys/all_updl/standards/sar/MOD-030-1_FGNRATC_30-day_comment_25May07.pdf
· R3:  Need to develop OASIS posting requirements for all flowgates
· Does the book of flowgates need to be maintained on OASIS?

· Will this information be included in the ATCID?
· Is there another place for the flowgates to be registered other than OASIS (TSIN)?
· R11:  Need to develop OASIS posting requirements for posting of TFC calculations; need to determine if on a template or on a list
· Was this required of NERC for Order 890?

· R14:  See NAESB Question/Comment for 11.7 of MOD028
· R18:  See NAESB Question/Comment for 11.7 of MOD028
· R21:  Determine if information to be provided on a template or provided in a list/report
· What was the intent of this requirement?  Must AFC calculations be converted to ATC or posted in conjunction with ATC for those using AFC?

· R24:  Already a template on OASIS
· Is there an expectation that the AFC information be posted on OASIS?

NERC MOD004 (CBM) – References are made to the document posted at:  ftp://www.nerc.com/pub/sys/all_updl/standards/sar/MOD-004-1_CBM_30-day_comment_25May07.pdf
· R1:  Need to determine if information will be provided via a template or on info.htm
· R1.1:  Would this require posted paths or all POR and POD combinations, even if not commercially offered as ATC? (Need to review Order 890, Paragraph 193)

· R1.2:  Over each posted for flowgate?
· R2:  Need to determine if need to provide a conduit for making the request; develop OASIS business practices for posting the information once it is made public
· Provision of this information is dependent on a request, should the language be “publicly available” or just “available”?

· R7.3:  Need to develop posting requirements
· R8:  Determine if have mechanism for making the request
· Should be reviewed by JISWG

· R12:  Need to develop posting requirements
· What is the name of the report in R11?

NERC MOD008 (TRM) – References are made to the document posted at:  ftp://www.nerc.com/pub/sys/all_updl/standards/sar/MOD-008-1_TRM_30-day_comment_25May07.pdf
· R7:  Develop posting requirement for posting of TRM calculation methodology
· R8:  Determine if have mechanism for making the request
· Contact information is provided in language for adoption of MOD003 as business practice

· R10:  The functionality for posting the TRM values exists on OASIS; will ensure that business practices are comprehensive enough to address the requirements
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