General Comments

EPSA General Comments
While the current draft of the standard is an improvement over the status quo, EPSA is concerned that it still falls short of achieving FERC’s objectives.  Specifically, in FERC Order 890, there are 186 uses of the word “transparency” and 165 uses of “transparent”, all of which clearly demonstrate a priority for the Commission that is shared by EPSA and its members.  In outlining its need for reform of Order 888, FERC notes at paragraph 42 of Order 890, that:

It is thus clear to us that, notwithstanding the Commission’s efforts in Order No. 888, opportunities to engage in undue discrimination can and will persist unless the existing pro forma OATT is reformed. We therefore exercise our broad remedial authority today to limit these remaining opportunities for undue discrimination. The Commission concludes that any additional costs incurred by transmission providers to implement the reforms required in this Final Rule are fully justified by the need to ensure open, transparent and non-discriminatory access to transmission service (emphasis added). 

FERC also notes that the lack of clarity in the rules around ATC provides unnecessarily broad discretion to Transmission Providers.  As a result, at paragraph 209 of the Order they state:

This discretion also hampers the detection of undue discrimination and, thereby,  undermines the Commission's ability to enforce (emphasis added) the general requirement in Order No. 888 that transmission service be provided on a not unduly discriminatory basis.

Clearly in the citations above FERC has indicated a high level of interest in:

1. Increasing transparency in the calculation of ATC and its component parts, and  

2. Reducing the amount of discretion and therefore increasing the degree of standardization in the calculations such that the Commission can enhance its ability to enforce the requirements of the OATT

Two important aspects of transparency that should be achieved by standard WEQ-001 are:

1. The ability for market participants and the Commission to be made aware that changes to ATC or its components have occurred, and 

2. The ability for market participants and the Commission to reproduce the results. 

 If sufficient notice is provided and information is posted to allow for these elements of transparency to be present, market participants can assure themselves that transmission service is being offered in a non-discriminatory manner and the Commission can provide appropriate oversight of the transmission service market. 

EPSA supports FERC’s conclusion that there remains the potential for undue discrimination in the allocation of transmission services, particularly in the portions of the country that lack organized markets.  For the most part, in organized markets, where independence is the norm and market power arising from control of transmission is not an issue, much of the additional information being requested in these comments, and in the standard more broadly, has already been made available.  

EPSA also believes that there can be no better check on whether or not this potential for undue discrimination is being exploited than by increasing transparency.   Such transparency will allow market participants who are the transmission service customers, and the Commission, who have the responsibility for market oversight, to monitor the calculation of these important variables and how they change over time.  EPSA firmly believes, based on its members’ 10 years of operating experience since Order 888, that greater confidence in the validity of these calculations will lead to greater confidence in the fairness of the marketplace and greater market liquidity.

Subcommittee Actions:

Who:
BPS/ESS/ITS and ESS/ITS
Notes:
Consider transparency in the writing of new and revised Business Practice Standards.
MISO General Comment

The proposed standard references in several places the term “affiliate” as related to the Transmission Provider.  These references are found in sections: (c)(4), (d)(3), (e)(1)(v), (h)(1), (h)(3), and (i)(1)-(i)(4). The term “affiliate” does not apply to an RTO/ISO such as the Midwest ISO.  

The Midwest ISO recommends additional language exempting ISO/RTOs from this requirement. The justification for this recommendation can be found in Order’s 890 and Order 676-B.

Order 890 paragraph 414:  The Commission agrees with PJM and Ameren that affiliate posting requirements do not apply to RTOs and ISOs, since they do not have affiliates to transact with.  The Commission also agrees with Entergy that the metrics established for its weekly procurement process are outside the scope of this proceeding.

Order 676-B paragraph 21: We are very pleased that since the issuance of Order No. 676, parties have sought to raise their regional differences at NAESB, and this effort has resulted in consideration of these issues in the revised Coordinate Interchange Standards that we are adopting in this Final Rule.
  For example, the WEQ-004 Coordinate Interchange standards have been significantly revised, incorporating regional business practices for the Eastern, Western and ERCOT regions.  NAESB also has voted to add a voting segment for ISOs/RTOs so these organizations can have any variance or other issues related to their business model addressed through the NAESB process.  Having the industry determine such variances is preferable to having these issues raised in individual waiver requests with the Commission.

Subcommittee Actions:

Who:
ESS/ITS, Appendix C
When:
11/20/2007
PJM General Comment

PJM has submitted the ISO-RTO waiver as posted to the NAESB site http://www.naesb.org/pdf3/weq_ess_its091007w17.doc.  This waiver includes the specific paragraphs and language from order 890 that cover some of the FERC approved exceptions for RTOs and ISOs.  PJM would also like to clarify that in some cases, as a market entity, some of the information that is required to be posted is already part of a much richer market structure.  Web links to these markets will be located on the PJM oasis website, instead of reposting information from these markets, outside of the structure for which this information would be useful to members of PJM, and those who do business in PJM’s markets.  We also would like to comment that information posted to the OASIS can mean information posted to the OASIS homepage as well as information posted to the OASIS system itself.  We have included below specific responses to sections of these business practices as posted. 
PJM makes the following general comment regarding the designation and undesignation of network resources: PJM has a separate, FERC approved capacity market, RPM, which is used to request designation of capacity resources (through an auction).  PJM proposes an exception for markets with a capacity market. TPs with capacity markets can post a link their market system on the OASIS.  In such case, the TP should be required to post a link to the list of designated resources on the OASIS and requests for designation and undesignation of resources should be made through the capacity market software.  

Subcommittee Actions:

Who:
Waiver: ESS/ITS, Appendix C


Meaning of posted:  WEQ 002-4.5 (no action required)

Designation/Undesignation: ESS/ITS, Appendix C or ESS/ITS, Group 3
When:
Appendix C: 11/20/2007


Group 3 NITS concept paper discussion: 12/7/2007
Specific Comments

001-1.6 (a) (1)

PJM:

Make requests for transmission services offered by Transmission Providers, Resellers and other providers of ancillary services, request the designation of a network resource, and request the termination of the designation of a network resource; 

Comment:  This should be clarified to be “the Scheduled use of the purchased transmission service” will be available on the OASIS, not the complete NERC tag.

Subcommittee Actions:

Who:
Not identified in Order 890 Work Plan


Notes:
The requirements associated with posting of schedule data are contained in the following WEQ Business Practice Standards:  001-1.6(f) (Information To Be Posted on the OASIS), 002-4.3.4 (S&CP, SCHEDULEDETAIL template information) and 013-3.2 (Implementation Guide, SCHEDULEDETAIL template implementation)
001-1.6 (a) (4)
EPSA:

Clearly identify the degree to which transmission service requests or schedules were denied or interrupted including the underlying data, analysis and assumptions relied upon to make such determination 
COMMENT: This additional language is necessary to allow market participants and the Commission to not only have transparency around the actions taken but also the rationale upon which such actions were based.
Williams:
Clearly identify the degree to which transmission service requests or schedules were denied or interrupted and the underlying data, analysis and assumptions relied upon to make such determination;

Comment:  To achieve the goal of transparency, it is essential to disclose both the action taken and the assumptions/reasons behind the results.

Subcommittee Actions:

Who:
BPS/ESS/ITS
When:
See 1.6(b)(2)(ii) below
001-1.6 (b)
EPSA:

Posting transfer capability.  The available transfer capability on the Transmission Provider’s system (ATC) and the Total Transfer Capability (TTC) of that system shall be calculated and posted for each Posted Path as set out in this section.  In addition all underlying data, analysis and assumptions necessary to allow transmission customers or the Commission to replicate such ATC and TTC calculations shall be posted.

COMMENT: This additional language is necessary to not only afford transparency to the market, but also to provide market participants and the Commission sufficient information to allow for reproduction of the results.

Williams:
Posting transfer capability.  The available transfer capability on the Transmission Provider’s system (ATC) and the total transfer capability (TTC) of that system shall be calculated and posted for each Posted Path as set out in this section.  All underlying data, analysis and assumptions necessary to allow transmission customers to replicate such ATC and TTC calculations should be posted.

Comment:  It is essential that transmission customers be able to replicate the ATC/TTC calculations.  Otherwise, the same “black box” results will add nothing to the transparency requirements envisioned by the Commission in Order 890.

Subcommittee Actions:

Who:
See 1.6(b)(2)(ii) below
001-1.6 (b) (1) (v)

SCGen:

Available Transfer Capability (“ATC”) shall have the same meaning as that provided in the NERC Glossary of Terms Used in Reliability Standards as adopted by the NERC Board of Trustees on May 2, 2007.

Comment: The definition ends with the phrase, “or such definition as contained in Commission-approved Reliability Standards.”  SCGen believes that this conjunctive addition to the definitions in WEQ-001-1.6 creates ambiguity and uncertainty to this standard.  Use of the conjunction “or” provides an alternative which can introduce discrepancies between the definition used by some entities and the definition used by other entities.  According to the grammatical structure of this standard, market participants will have the option to choose between the definition provided and the definition contained in FERC approved Reliability Standards.  Such would be acceptable so long as the provided definition and the definition used in the Reliability Standards were consistent.  That, however, cannot be guaranteed.  Furthermore, since there is no specific Reliability Standard referenced, there is the risk, remote but nevertheless plausible, that different Reliability Standards may contain different definitions for these terms.  Therefore, SCGen recommends that NAESB make a choice between one of the following:

· Providing a NAESB-specific definition that is applicable only to this NAESB Business Practice

· Reference a specific definition as provided in a specific Reliability Standard or 

· Reference a given publication date for the NERC Glossary of Terms used in Reliability Standards.  

SCGen suggests the above definition.
Subcommittee Actions:

Who:
BPS/ESS/ITS
When:
NERC dependent action. Will begin work after complete non-NERC dependent items, approximately January 2008
001-1.6 (b)(1)(vi)

SPP:

Total transfer capability or TTC means the amount of electric power that can be moved or transferred reliably from one area to another area of the interconnected transmission systems by way of all transmission lines (or paths) between those areas under specified system conditions, or such definition as contained in Commission-approved Reliability Standards. 

Comment:  Should clarify definition so that it is clear that TTC is calculated from either the total thermal limits of the interconnection or the FCITC of the interconnection.

SCGen:

Total Transfer Capability (“TTC”) shall have the same meaning as that provided in the NERC Glossary of Terms Used in Reliability Standards as adopted by the NERC Board of Trustees on May 2, 2007.

Comment: The definition ends with the phrase, “or such definition as contained in Commission-approved Reliability Standards.”  SCGen believes that this conjunctive addition to the definitions in WEQ-001-1.6 creates ambiguity and uncertainty to this standard.  Use of the conjunction “or” provides an alternative which can introduce discrepancies between the definition used by some entities and the definition used by other entities.  According to the grammatical structure of this standard, market participants will have the option to choose between the definition provided and the definition contained in FERC approved Reliability Standards.  Such would be acceptable so long as the provided definition and the definition used in the Reliability Standards were consistent.  That, however, cannot be guaranteed.  Furthermore, since there is no specific Reliability Standard referenced, there is the risk, remote but nevertheless plausible, that different Reliability Standards may contain different definitions for these terms.  Therefore, SCGen recommends that NAESB make a choice between one of the following:

· Providing a NAESB-specific definition that is applicable only to this NAESB Business Practice

· Reference a specific definition as provided in a specific Reliability Standard or 

· Reference a given publication date for the NERC Glossary of Terms used in Reliability Standards.  

SCGen suggests the above definition.

Subcommittee Actions:

Who:
BPS/ESS/ITS
When:
NERC dependent action. Will begin work after complete non-NERC dependent items, approximately January 2008
001-1.6 (b) (1) (vii)

PJM:

Capacity Benefit Margin or CBM means the amount of TTC preserved by the Transmission Provider for load-serving entities, whose loads are located on that Transmission Provider’s system, to enable access by the load-serving entities to generation from interconnected systems to meet generation reliability requirements, or such definition as contained in Commission-approved Reliability Standards.

Comment:  PJM proposed to modify the CBM and TTC definitions to note that CBM or TTC “may not apply to Merchant Transmission facilities.” 

SCGen:

Capacity Benefit Margin (“CBM”) shall have the same meaning as that provided in the NERC Glossary of Terms Used in Reliability Standards as adopted by the NERC Board of Trustees on May 2, 2007.

Comment: The definition ends with the phrase, “or such definition as contained in Commission-approved Reliability Standards.”  SCGen believes that this conjunctive addition to the definitions in WEQ-001-1.6 creates ambiguity and uncertainty to this standard.  Use of the conjunction “or” provides an alternative which can introduce discrepancies between the definition used by some entities and the definition used by other entities.  According to the grammatical structure of this standard, market participants will have the option to choose between the definition provided and the definition contained in FERC approved Reliability Standards.  Such would be acceptable so long as the provided definition and the definition used in the Reliability Standards were consistent.  That, however, cannot be guaranteed.  Furthermore, since there is no specific Reliability Standard referenced, there is the risk, remote but nevertheless plausible, that different Reliability Standards may contain different definitions for these terms.  Therefore, SCGen recommends that NAESB make a choice between one of the following:

· Providing a NAESB-specific definition that is applicable only to this NAESB Business Practice

· Reference a specific definition as provided in a specific Reliability Standard or 

· Reference a given publication date for the NERC Glossary of Terms used in Reliability Standards.  

SCGen suggests the above definition.

Subcommittee Actions:

Who:
BPS/ESS/ITS
When:
NERC dependent action. Will begin work after complete non-NERC dependent items, approximately January 2008
001-1.6 (b) (1) (viii)

SCGen:

Transmission Reliability Margin (“TRM”) shall have the same meaning as that provided in the NERC Glossary of Terms Used in Reliability Standards as adopted by the NERC Board of Trustees on May 2, 2007.

Comment: The definition ends with the phrase, “or such definition as contained in Commission-approved Reliability Standards.”  SCGen believes that this conjunctive addition to the definitions in WEQ-001-1.6 creates ambiguity and uncertainty to this standard.  Use of the conjunction “or” provides an alternative which can introduce discrepancies between the definition used by some entities and the definition used by other entities.  According to the grammatical structure of this standard, market participants will have the option to choose between the definition provided and the definition contained in FERC approved Reliability Standards.  Such would be acceptable so long as the provided definition and the definition used in the Reliability Standards were consistent.  That, however, cannot be guaranteed.  Furthermore, since there is no specific Reliability Standard referenced, there is the risk, remote but nevertheless plausible, that different Reliability Standards may contain different definitions for these terms.  Therefore, SCGen recommends that NAESB make a choice between one of the following:

· Providing a NAESB-specific definition that is applicable only to this NAESB Business Practice

· Reference a specific definition as provided in a specific Reliability Standard or 

· Reference a given publication date for the NERC Glossary of Terms used in Reliability Standards.  

SCGen suggests the above definition.

Subcommittee Actions:

Who:
BPS/ESS/ITS
When:
NERC dependent action. Will begin work after complete non-NERC dependent items, approximately January 2008
001-1.6 (b) (2) (ii)
EPSA:

On request, [T]he Responsible Party must make all post all data used to calculate ATC, TTC, CBM and TRM for any constrained posted paths on OASIS (including the limiting element(s) and the cause of the limit (e.g. thermal, voltage, stability), as well as all assumptions including load forecast assumptions) within one week of a determination that a posted path has become constrained pursuant to the definition in (b) (1) (ii).

COMMENT: By definition in section (b) (1) (ii) a path is determined to be constrained based on conditions applicable during a 168 hour historical period or based on forecast conditions for the next 168 hours.  By definition, such a designation can appear and disappear quickly, potentially leaving market participants unaware that a path was constrained.  Yet any path that is constrained even periodically is inherently of interest to the market.  For these constrained paths, it is inappropriate to expect market participants to receive such data only upon request and therefore language requiring participants to make such requests has been struck.  To achieve the necessary transparency around the resultant calculations, language was added to require the posting of underlying assumptions as well. 

Williams:
The Responsible Party must post all data used to calculate ATC, TTC, CBM and TRM for any constrained path(s) (including the limiting element(s) and the cause of the limit (e.g., thermal, voltage, stability), as well as all assumptions including load forecast) in electronic form within one week of the denial, interruption or any other actions taken as a result of such constraint.

SPP:
On request, the Responsible Party must make all data used to calculate ATC, TTC, CBM, and TRM for any constrained posted paths publicly available (including the limiting element(s) and the cause of the limit (e.g., thermal, voltage, stability), as well as load forecast assumptions) in electronic form within one week of the posting. The information is required to be provided only in the electronic format in which it was created, along with any necessary decoding instructions, at a cost limited to the cost of reproducing the material. This information is to be retained for six months after the applicable posting period. 

Comment: This requirement should be to make data publicly available within one week of request rather than one week of posting.

Subcommittee Actions:

Who:
BPS/ESS/ITS
When:
NERC dependent action. Will begin work after complete non-NERC dependent items, approximately January 2008
001-1.6 (b) (2) (iii)
EPSA:

System planning studies, facilities studies and specific network impact studies performed for customers or the Transmission Provider’s own network resources and all underlying data, analysis and assumptions relied upon to perform such studies are to be made publicly available in electronic form on request and a list of such studies shall be posted on the OASIS.

COMMENT: The additional language regarding transparency of background data and the removal of the phrase “on request” is necessary to not only afford transparency to the market, but also to provide market participants and the Commission sufficient information to allow for reproduction of the results.

Williams:
System planning studies, facilities studies, and specific network impact studies performed for customers or the Transmission Provider’s own network resources are to be made publicly available in electronic form and a list of such studies shall be posted on the OASIS.

Comment:  the phrase “on request” was struck.  Given the inability of transmission customers to know when all such studies are performed, it is essential that the Transmission Provider be required to post such data.  Rather than placing the burden on customers to request/”pull” the information, the requirements should provide that the Transmission Provider post/”push” such information any time such studies are done.  The Transmission Providers are the only ones who know when such studies are performed and are in possession of the information that must be posted.

Subcommittee Actions:

Who:
Not identified in Order 890 Work Plan
Notes:
Order 890 did not direct NAESB action with regard to the posting of system planning studies, facilities studies and specific network impact studies.
001-1.6 (b) (3)

SPP:

Posting. The ATC, TTC, CBM, and TRM for all Posted Paths must be posted in megawatts by specific direction and in the manner prescribed in this subsection.  

Comment: This requirement should allow posting by flowgate for TSPs that calculate CBM and TRM  by flowgate.

Subcommittee Actions:

Who:
BPS/ESS/ITS
When:
NERC dependent action. Will begin work after complete non-NERC dependent items, approximately January 2008
001-1.6 (b) (3) (i) (A) (1)

PJM:

The posting shall show ATC, TTC, CBM, and TRM for a 30day period. For this period postings shall be: by the hour, for the current hour and the 168 hours next following; and thereafter, by the day. If the Transmission Provider charges separately for on-peak and off-peak periods in its tariff, ATC, TTC, CBM, and TRM will be posted daily for each period. 

Comment:  If there is no change between the TTC, ATC, CBM, or TRM for each individual posting, then a single posting to cover them in any interval should be permissible.  For example, if a TTC does not change during month, a single posting (record) can be made for all hours, days and weeks of that month.  This will help reduce the volume of postings and data storage.

Subcommittee Actions:

Who:
BPS/ESS/ITS
When:
NERC dependent action. Will begin work after complete non-NERC dependent items, approximately January 2008
001-1.6 (b) (3) (i) (C) (3)
EPSA:

When the monthly and yearly capability posted under paragraphs (b)(3)(i)(A) and (B) of this section are updated because of a change in TTC by more than 10 percent on any affected path, the Transmission Provider shall post a brief, but specific, narrative explanation of the reason for the update.  This narrative should include, the specific events which gave rise to the update (e.g., scheduling of planned outages and occurrence of forced transmission outages, de-ratings of transmission facilities, scheduling of planned generation outages and occurrence of forced generation outages, changes in load forecast, changes in new facilities’ in-service dates, or other events or assumptions changes) and new values for ATC, TTC, CBM and TRM on the affected path.

COMMENT: When a there is a change in TTC, disclosure at the path level of all assumptions and the new values for the resultant ATC, CBM and TRM should also be posted on OASIS to provide market participants and Commission staff with the needed transparency.  We note as well that with respect to this section of the draft standard, NAESB has indicated in response to comments from ISO-NE that “further discussion is needed by this group to consider tightening the requirements for posting to recognize the widespread use of computerized ATC calculations”.  We support this suggestion.

Williams:
When the monthly and yearly capability posted under paragraphs (b)(3)(i)(A) and (B) of this section are updated because of a change in TTC by more than 10 percent on any affected path, the Transmission Provider shall post a brief, but specific, narrative explanation of the reason for the update.  This narrative should include the specific events which gave rise to the update (e.g., scheduling of planned outages and occurrence of forced transmission outages, de-ratings of transmission facilities, scheduling of planned generation outages and occurrence of forced generation outages, changes in load forecast, changes in new facilities’ in-service dates, or other events or assumption changes) and new values for ATC, TTC, CBM and TRM on the path (as opposed to all points on the network).

Comment:  Disclosure should be made at the path level for all data values which affect ATC which also includes TTC, CBM and TRM.

SCGen:
Comment: This section describes the information that the Transmission Provider must post on OASIS whenever there is a change in TTC by more than 10 percent.  Specifically, this section provides examples of the types of information that may be posted, including “scheduling of planned generation outages and occurrence of forced generation outages”.  SCGen would remind the Executive Committee as well as all NAESB members that information associated with generation outages of any kind is considered to be highly confidential information and should remain confidential.  Furthermore, while Order 890 does require that the narrative descriptive include the “specific event” which gave rise to the event (see Order 890 at paragraph 369), it does not specifically suggest that a given entity’s market sensitive data should necessary be disclosed. Rather, it suggests that the narrative must be specific enough so that potential users of the system understand the change in ATC.  As such, it is SCGen’s position that this section should be properly modified to ensure that the confidential nature of the generation outage information be protected.  Specifically, while a Transmission Provider may post that generation outages are impacting its TTC calculation, a Transmission Provider should not post the name of the generation facility that has experienced the outage or the amount of capacity that has been lost as a result of the outage.  Unless such protections are in place for this section, SCGen cannot support this standard.

Subcommittee Actions:

Who:
BPS/ESS/ITS
When:
11/7/2007
001-1.6 I (b) (3) (i) (C) (4):

EPSA:

When the monthly and yearly capability posted under paragraphs (b)(3)(i)(A) and (B) remain unchanged at a value of zero for a period of six months, the Transmission Provider shall post a brief, but specific, narrative explanation of the reason for the unavailability of ATC, when ATC is expected to become non-zero, what system improvements or changes are anticipated which will mitigate the unavailability of ATC and, where studies have been conducted with respect to such changes, the expected minimum costs which would be incurred.  

COMMENT: The requirement in this standard to post a “brief but specific narrative explanation of the reason for unavailability of ATC” under these circumstances is a good addition to current practices.  As the unavailability of ATC implies a high probability of unfilled market needs, the responsible party should also indicate if there are any plans to relieve this congested interface or if any studies have been done to consider alternatives for providing such relief.  

Subcommittee Actions:

Who:
BPS/ESS/ITS
When:
11/7/2007
001-1.6 (b) (3) (ii) (A):

EPSA:

Postings of firm and non-firm ATC, TTC, CBM, and TRM shall be posted separately by the day, showing for the current day and the next six days following and thereafter, by the month for the 12 months next following.  If the Transmission Provider charges separately for on-peak and off-peak periods in its tariff, ATC, TTC, CBM, and TRM will be posted separately for the current day and the next six days following for each period.  These postings are to be updated whenever the ATC changes by more than 10 percent of the Path’s TTC.

COMMENT: A threshold of 10% would be consistent with the threshold elsewhere in the standard.  In this case, since the item being changed is ATC, and the triggering threshold is based on a change in TTC, which by definition is greater than or equal to ATC, a threshold of 5% would be justifiable. 

Williams:
These postings are to be updated whenever the ATC changes by more than 10 percent of the Path’s TTC.

Comment:  Given the consistent use of a ten percent threshold, there is not basis provided for a broader standard being applied to the relative changes in ATC.

SPP:
Postings of firm and non-firm ATC, TTC, CBM, and TRM shall be posted separately by the day, showing for the current day and the next six days following and thereafter, by the month for the 12 months next following. If the Transmission Provider charges separately for on-peak and off-peak periods in its tariff, ATC, TTC, CBM, and TRM will be posted separately for the current day and the next six days following for each period. These postings are to be updated whenever the ATC changes by more than 20 percent of the Path's TTC. 

Comment: Some TSP’s do not calculate CBM and TRM 12 months in advance. Change requirement to post 3 months ahead.

Subcommittee Actions:

Who:
BPS/ESS/ITS
When:
NERC dependent action. Will begin work after complete non-NERC dependent items, approximately January 2008
001-1.6 (b) (3) (iii) (C)
EPSA:
The Transmission Provider must post the amount of CBM reserved for all posted paths annually and any time CBM is re-evaluated or values change for a given path.  In addition, the Transmission Provider must provide the actual CBM used for such posted paths since the previous CBM update.
COMMENT: The draft standard identifies an obligation on Transmission Providers to re-evaluate its CBM at least annually and to provide its methodology for such re-evaluation.  The recommended additional wording would allow that when such a re-evaluation is undertaken, the actual historical usage since the previous re-evaluation would be posted for market participants and the Commission to see.  This will increase transparency, provide information that will allow for a comparison of different methodologies being utilized by different transmission providers and provide an opportunity to insure that there is an appropriate degree of consistency between Transmission Providers.   

Williams:
The Transmission Provider must post the amount of CBM reserved on each path and the actual CBM used for the same period.

Comment:  It is essential that all market participants be able to assess the degree to which the Transmission Provider is being overly conservative in their use of CBM relative to the amount actually relied upon.  Over time, a patter of excess CBM should be reviewed to determine if such amounts on each path can be reduced and thereby increase the amount of ATC all other factors being equal.

Subcommittee Actions:

Who:
BPS/ESS/ITS
When:
NERC dependent action. Will begin work after complete non-NERC dependent items, approximately January 2008
001-1.6 (b) (3) (iv)

SCGen:

Comment: This section states that “The Transmission Provider must post on a daily basis, its actual daily peak load for the prior day.”  Except in the case of a Regional Transmission Organization, Independent System Operator, Independent System Administrator, or the like, most Transmission Providers are associated with a vertically integrated utility.  However, many of these utilities provide transmission service to multiple load serving entities.  This section of WEQ-001-1.6 should clarify that the Transmission Provider is to post the aggregate daily peak load for all load serving entities for which it provides transmission service and not to post the individual peak load of its affiliate utility or any other individual load serving entity under its tariff.

Subcommittee Actions:

Who:
BPS/ESS/ITS
When:
12/7/2007
001.1.6 (d) Posting Ancillary Service Offerings and Prices.

PJM:

Comment:  RTOs and ISOs should not be required to post request and post ancillary services to the OASIS in the event a market is in place for such services.  RTOs and ISOs should be required to post a link to the appropriate market systems.  Please see the included link to the document for the specific 890 language.  

Subcommittee Actions:

Who:
ESS/ITS, Appendix C
When:
1120/2007
001-1.6 (e) (1) (v)
EPSA:

For any request to designate or terminate a network resource, the Transmission Provider (at the time when the request is received), must post on OASIS (and make available for download) information describing the request (including: name of requestor, identification of the resource, effective time for the designation or termination, identification of whether the transaction involves the Transmission Provider’s wholesale merchant function or any affiliate, any impact such request has on CBM for any impacted path(s); and any other relevant terms and conditions), and shall keep such information posted on the OASIS for at least 30 days.  A record of the transaction must be retained and kept available as part of the audit log required in WEQ 001-1.7.

COMMENT: The additional language is necessary to provide market participants and the Commission with transparency around the impact, if any, of the requested designation or termination of a network resource on CBM requirements. 

Subcommittee Actions:

Who:
ESS/ITS, Group 3
When:
Group 3 NITS concept paper discussion on 12/7/2007
001-1.6 (e) (1) (vi)
SCGen:

Comment: This section describes the information about designated resources that should be posted on OASIS.  Specifically, it says “The list of network resources should include the name of the resource, its geographic and electrical location, its total installed capacity, and the amount of capacity to be designated as a network resource” (emphasis added).  SCGen notes that “total installed capacity” is not a defined term but that within the industry, “total installed capacity” has a generally accepted definition that equates total installed capacity with “nameplate capacity”.  However, many facilities have and operate to a demonstrated rating that can be higher than nameplate capacity.  Furthermore, many facilities (specifically combustion turbine and combined cycle resources) can have demonstrated ratings that vary significantly by season.  As written, therefore, it is possible for a generating resource to have an “amount of capacity to be designated as a network resource” that is greater than its “total installed capacity”.  As a practical matter, this can create confusion, especially if the designated amount is higher than the installed amount.  Furthermore, SCGen would note and point out the fact that paragraph 378 of FERC Order 890 only requires that the Transmission Provider post the “resource name, geographic and electrical location, and amount of capacity of the designated network resource.”   Order 890 does not require that the transmission provider post the total installed capacity.  Therefore, to avoid this potential confusion and to remain more consistent with Order 890, SCGen recommends that total installed capacity be removed from the list of data to be posted per WEQ-001-1.6 section (e)(1)(vi).

Subcommittee Actions:

Who:
ESS/ITS, Group 3
When:
Group 3 NITS concept paper discussion on 12/7/2007
001-1.6 (h) (1) (ii) System impact study processing time.

SPP:

Comment: Should clarify whether this time should be an average.

Subcommittee Actions:

Who:
ESS/ITS, Group 2
When:
11/20/2007
001-1.6 (j) (2) requires a monthly posting “as soon as practical” for redispatch data.
MISO:

Comment: The Midwest ISO recommends removal of this statement to allow the posting “no later than when it sends invoices…”.  “As soon as practical” is a subjective term and can be interpreted quite differently. With the understanding that these standards will be filed with FERC and subsequently approve by FERC we are recommending this ambiguous statement be removed from the recommendation. 

Subcommittee Actions:

Who:
ESS/ITS, Group 2
When:
11/20/2007
� See, supra, discussion in P 18.





Page 1 of 13

