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Midwest ISO is submitting the following comments in response to the WEQ ESS/ITS and WEQ BPS Request for Informal Comments on Draft CBM Audit Requirements.  We would request the subcommittees developing the CBM audit requirements consider these comments prior to voting a CBM audit requirements recommendation out of subcommittee.

· 001-x.1.2 – Additional clarification is needed on what is meant by CBM_SET_ASIDE.  Will this be similar to a status; is this a data element; etc.?  When new terms are being added sufficient detail must be provided so the reviewer has a basic understanding of the new term.  This may require including definitions in the definition section of WEQ 001 or corresponding changes to WEQ 002, 003, and 013.  
There should be language added to this section that would allow the Transmission Provider to set the CBM based on criteria other than the aggregate of the CBM requests (language was put in the NERC MOD standards to account for this as well).
· 001-x.1.3 – Additional clarification is requested on what is meant by the CBM_REQUEST shall be treated the same as the long term firm request.  Is this referring to the curtailment priority, evaluation process, AFC effect, etc.?  
Current proposed MOD standards require the LSE to be in an EEA 2 to declare use of CBM.  Midwest ISO would like NAESB to provide additional information explaining the linkage between and OASIS CBM and NERC TLR.
· 001-x.1.4 - Midwest ISO would like some clarification on the reasoning for the CBM Request having a request period of ten years.  Though comments suggested a 10 year requirement, we could not find a 10 year requirement in the Conclusions section of FERC Order 890. The subcommittees may want to include this detail under the “Business Purpose” or “Commentary/Rationale of Subcommittee(s)/Task Force(s)” of the Recommendation Form when submitting the request to the Executive Committee and posting for the 30 day formal comment period.
· 001-x.1.5 - Midwest ISO would like some clarification on why the CBM Request should have a SERVICE_INCREMENT of YEARLY. We did not find references in the 890 conclusions that required CBM Requests to be yearly.  Also there is concern that the SERVICE_INCREMENT of YEARLY may not be consistent with what is being supported in the NERC proposed MOD standards. The subcommittees may want to include their justification for SERVICE_INCREMENT being YEARLY under the “Business Purpose” or “Commentary/Rationale of Subcommittee(s)/Task Force(s)” of the Recommendation Form when submitting the request to the Executive Committee and posting for the 30 day formal comment period.
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