
BPS/ESS/ITS Concepts/Discussion Items 
TRM Recommendation
On March 31, 2007 the Joint BPS and ESS/ITS Subcommittee reviewed the previous posted subcommittee documents related to FERC Orders 890 and Order 890-A .  In reviewing the documents the Subcommittee determined a number of items warranted additional discussion.  Below is a list of those items (Extract), the references (Source, Meeting, and Link) and statuses (Status) as determined by the subcommittee.

1. Source: 
Responses to Comments on Changes to DBM and TRM Workpaper Submitted by EPSA – Revised August 16, 2007
Meeting: 
August 16-17, 2007
Link: 
http://www.naesb.org/pdf2/weq_atc_afc081607a2.doc 

Extract: 
The Transmission Provider must post a 6-month historical record of amount of TRM used on all interfaces.
NAESB/NERC Response 8/9/07: THIS BEING ADDRESSED BY NAESB.

NAESB Response 8/16/07:  Standards will be developed to address this item.  See 890 Workplan item ATC Group Assignments (ESS/ITS and BPS) for TRM Business Practices.

Status: 
TRM usage is not tracked through NAESB. Refer to Motion 1. NAESB will talk to NERC to see if usage can be tracked through NERC.
2. Source: 
Response to Handoff List from NERC Comments – 8/17/07
Meeting: 
August 16-17, 2007
Link: 
http://www.naesb.org/pdf2/weq_atc_afc081607a8.doc 
Extract: 
The "make publically available" Requirements R7 and R10 are inappropriate for NERC standards.  These are communications which should be in the NAESB standards.
NAESB/NERC Response 8/9/07: THIS BEING ADDRESSED BY NAESB.

NERC’s response:

The standard drafting team will work with NAESB to determine the proper method for the posting requirements in the TRM Methodology.

NAESB Response (8/17/07):  NAESB concurs with Duke Energy’s position and is working with NERC to identify what will be made publicly available.  This will be captured in a NAESB business practice.

Status: 
The subcommittee found the references to R7 and R10 in the MOD008 standard http://www.naesb.org/pdf2/weq_atc_afc060107w4.doc posted for the May 18, 2007 BPS/ESS/ITS Meeting: 
· R7 Each Transmission Service Provider 
shall make its TRM calculation methodology publicly available.
· R10  Each Transmission Service Provider shall make publicly available(for each posted Path or Flowgate) the TRM value for each of the following time periods:
· Same day and real-time
· Day-ahead and pre-schedule
· Beyond the day-ahead
These requirements have been removed from the NERC standards.  Postings are done through the TRMID and TRM Values (via systemdata template).
3. Source: 
Summary of comments on WEQ 2007 Annual Plan Item 2(c) submitted by M. Otondo 11/14/07
Meeting: 
November 19, 2007
Link: 
http://www.naesb.org/pdf3/weq_atc_afc111907w7.doc 

Extract: 
From SC Gen
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.  

Status: 
Upon further consideration by the subcommittee, no further action is necessary on this comment
Extract: 
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.
Status:
Upon further consideration the subcommittee concluded that the data is required to be provided under the regulatory text and that no further NAESB action is required to effectuate the requirements.  It should be noted that the TRMID will be posted under the ATC Information Link (with the ability to redact per the recommendation number 2008 AP Item 2.b.vii (WEQ-001 changes for “ATC Information Link” on OASIS and TTC and ATC methodologies and values).) and the TRM values will be posted via the systemdata template.

This subcommittee feels that this item should be covered under section  “001 – XX.1 Procedure for Addressing ATC Methodology Questions” in recommendation number 2008 AP Item 2.b.vii (WEQ-001 changes for “ATC Information Link” on OASIS and TTC and ATC methodologies and values).
Extract:
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.
Status:
Upon further consideration the subcommittee concluded that the data is required to be provided under the regulatory text and that no further NAESB action is required to effectuate the requirements.  It should be noted that the TRMID will be posted under the ATC Information Link (with the ability to redact per the recommendation number 2008 AP Item 2.b.vii (WEQ-001 changes for “ATC Information Link” on OASIS and TTC and ATC methodologies and values).) and the TRM values will be posted via the systemdata template.

This subcommittee feels that this item should be covered under section  “001 – XX.1 Procedure for Addressing ATC Methodology Questions” in recommendation number 2008 AP Item 2.b.vii (WEQ-001 changes for “ATC Information Link” on OASIS and TTC and ATC methodologies and values).
Extract:
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.
Status:
Upon further consideration by the subcommittee there is no additional action required by the NAESB.
Extract:
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.
Status:
This was discussed with SPP and they are in agreement with the standard as written.  No further action on this comment is required by the subcommittee.
Extract:
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.
Status:
No further action is needed by the subcommittee.  Neither the regulatory text or NAESB standards require reposting of unchanged values.  Transmission Providers are required to meet the regulatory requirements for each service increment.
Extract:
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.
Status:
Upon further consideration no further action is required by the subcommittee.
Extract:
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.
Status:
Upon further consideration no further action is required by the subcommittee.
Extract:
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.

Status:
Upon further consideration no further action is required by the subcommittee.
Status Summary: The subcommittee determined no new changes to the Business Practices were required for TRM upon consideration of the comments submitted under recommendation number WEQ 2007 Annual Plan Item 2(c) (Modifcations to WEQ-001 to comply with modifications to 18 C.F.R. 37.6 and 37.7 within Order 890).
4. Source: 
TRM Background 
Meeting: 
March 31, 2008
Link: 
http://www.naesb.org/pdf3/weq_atc_afc033108w1.doc
Extract:
FERC Order 890 Reference

354. The Commission adopts the CBM posting requirements proposed in the NOPR.  In doing so, we amend our OASIS regulations to incorporate the directives established in the CBM Order.  Accordingly, we require transmission providers to post (and update) the CBM amount for each path.  In addition, the Commission requires transmission providers to make any transfer capability set aside for CBM but unused for such purpose available on a non-firm basis and to post this availability on OASIS.  Furthermore, the Commission requires transmission providers to post (and update) the TRM values for the paths on which the transmission provider already posts ATC, TTC, and CBM.
Status:
This is address through the use of the systemdata template for posting TRM values. See recommendation number WEQ Annual Plan item 2(ii) (Group 1: Conditional Firm, Annotations For ATC; Load Forecast And Actual Load; Re-Bid Of Partial Service; And Preconfirmation Priority).
5. Source: 
Final Meeting Minutes 
Meeting: 
July 23-24, 2007
Link: 
http://www.naesb.org/pdf3/weq_atc_afc072307fm.doc
Extract:
The subcommittee undertook to review the Comments on Changes to CBM and TRM Work paper, Submitted by EPSA, and asked Mr. Gildea to present his proposed modifications.  Mr. Gildea stated that he and Mr. Bennett collaborated to draft the comments, and that the definition for TRM is too vague.  He stated that the scope needs to be understood, and that the use of the term “reasonable” in the definition makes it too broad.  Mr. Wood noted that the scope of these terms is currently being debated at NERC.  Mr. Gildea stated that it was his impression that the NERC team had deferred the issue to NAESB.   Mr. Saini and Mr. Wood explained that the definitions in the business practice standard are more general, while the definitions under development by NERC are to be more specific.  Mr. Wood stated that NERC is the proper forum to discuss the calculations and methodologies of determining TRM, and that NAESB is responsible for development of business practice standards for posting TRM.  Mr. Smith concurred with Mr. Wood’s explanation.  Mr. Gildea stated that he believes the definition and the scope of the definition is a commercial issue and therefore under the purview of NAESB.  Mr. Sorenson asked the group if there is something in the current NERC definition of TRM that needs to be better stated.  Mr. Gildea asked how the group intended to make TRM transparent.  Ms. Rehman responded that NAESB will satisfy transparency by defining a place to post the TRM.  Mr. Gildea asked the group which document contained the posting information.  The group directed Mr. Gildea to Draft Language for NAESB business practices to complement MOD001, MOD004, MOD008, and MOD028-30 - 7/6/07.  Mr. Gildea asked the purpose of the work of the Subcommittee if NERC is supposedly handling the substantive issues.  Mr. Pritchard answered that NAESB provides the place and method for posting, while NERC provides the calculations and methodologies for what is posted.  The group discussed the Draft Language for NAESB business practices to complement MOD001, MOD004, MOD008, and MOD028-30.
  The group decided to present NERC with the comments from EPSA at the next joint meeting so that both groups could work to determine which aspects of the comments should be addressed by the NAESB ESS/ITS and BPS and which aspects of the comments should be addressed by the NERC ATC Drafting Team.
Status:
Upon further review of the meeting minutes the subcommittee determined no further action was required  on Mr. Gildea’s comments.
6. Source: 
Discussion 
Meeting: 
March 31, 2008
Link: 
none
Extract:
none

Discussion: The subcommittee discussed the ability to include historical usage in the TRM benchmarking.
Status:
NAESB will request NERC to include in TRMID historic conditions that warrant future TRM set aside or benchmarking why TRM was needed historically.  There are no additional changes to the NAESB Business Practices resulting from this discussion item.

�Mr. Gildea submitted the following comments in relation to the discussion and to relay that he must sign off from the conference call:  “I disagree that we should be working on this document given the limited scope you portrayed to me earlier in the call.  I need to sign off from this call. But want to let the minutes reflect Constellation Energy does not support this language in any fashion. 


Michael Gildea”





�R1 requires TP & TO to have methodology, not TSP.
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