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Under the Standards Review Subcommittee (SRS) Scope of Work, which was approved by the SRS on March 6, 2008, the SRS agreed to review recommendations and if subcommittee deemed appropriate, they would submit advisory comment to the Executive Committee for consideration.  As stated in the Scope of Work these comments are “not intended to change the scope of the Business Practices or recommendation, but to provide consistency and uniformity across all WEQ Business Practices.”

The SRS is requesting the Executive Committee consider the following advisory comment in their review of this recommendation.  

General Comments
· It would be beneficial if common terms were used throughout the recommendation.
· In some instances “Redirect request” is used while in other instances the phrase “request for Redirect” is used.

· In some instance “request for Renewal” is used while other times “Renewal request” is used.

· In the main section of the WEQ-001 the term “Parent Reservation” or “Long-Term Parent Reservation” is used while the text in Appendix B (not the tables) references the “Parent”.

· In Appendix B there are multiple variations for the renewal associated to the Parent Reservation including “Parent Renewal”, “Parent’s renewal”, “renewal request on the Parent”, and “Renewal of the Parent.”
· Sometimes the recommendation uses “Long-Term Firm Point-to-Point Transmission Service”, “Long Term Point-to-Point Service”, “Long-Term Firm Point-to-Point” and “Long-Term Firm PTP” interchangeably.
· Sometimes “Firm basis” is used while other times “Firm Basis” is used.

· New data elements are being added to the transrequest and transstatus templates, however, updates to the sections under WEQ-013-4 Example Implementation that provide examples for these templates have not been updated. 

· The assumption from the SRS with the references to Footnote is for NAESB staff to make the appropriate footnotes and references and will not be included in the final standards.

· There appear to be terms for Renewals and Parent Renewals.  Should there also be one for Redirect Renewal?

· The following terms have been capitalized in the recommendation but are not defined terms:

· Business Practices (Note this is a defined term in WEQ-013 but may not have the same definitions when used in WEQ-001-B)

· Capacity

· Capacity Available for Redirect
· Firm

· Firm Basis

· Long-Term Firm Point-to-Point Transmission Service

· Long-Term Parent Reservation

· Parent

· Rebid
· Redirect

· Redirect Path

· Renewal (note sometimes renewal is capitalized and other times it is not when it is listed as renewal request.)
· Short-Term Redirect

Specific Comments:
001-0.30
It is unclear where the (90 – 25) MW is determined in footnote 2.  One possible option to consider is:

Footnote 2:  Using the example in the footnote to the definition of Capacity Eligible for Rollover, the Unexercised Rollover Rights on the Parent Reservation shall equal the lower of the Capacity Eligible for Rollover in Footnote 1 (55 MW) or 65 MW (the rollover limitation on the Parent Reservation (90 MW) less any renewed rights (25 MW)).
001-9.7.1.4
This section seems to be out of place in the standards since it references all additional requirements in section WEQ-001-9 that occur before and after this section.

001-9.7.8.2
In the second sentence consider deleting the word “such.”

001-9.7.11.1
The explanation for Capacity Eligible for Rollover is confusing with the definition in 001-0.nn.  In this requirement it references the “lower of” in the definition of Capacity Eligible for Rollover it does not reference a “lower of” value.  In the definition of Capacity Eligible for Rollover, some additional language may be added to reference this section.


001-B
Examples General
· In all of the tables the column header “Rollover Wavied” should be changed to “Rollover Waived”

· Under the Description of Transaction column reservation should be capitalized when it is used with Parent.  Parent Reservation is a defined term. (see WEQ-001-0.6)

· As a formatting issue, it would be helpful if each example starts on a new page.

· When formatting the tables it would be helpful if tables would not break across pages unless the table would not fit on an entire page.  If it does need to break across pages, we suggest that the header row of the table be repeated on the second page.

Specific Examples

· Example 8

· Suggest that TP be spelled out as Transmission Provider to be consistent with the rest of the documentation

· In the text “Unexercised Rollover Rights held on the original parent request are conveyed to the confirmed Redirect on a Firm basis per WEQ-001-9.7.10” should “request” be changed to “reservation”?

· Example 14
· In the text prior to the fifth table there is needs to be a space added between “Redirect,Renewal.”
· Example 15

· In table 8 the header “Transmission Customer confirms the Renewal” should be more specific since the table has three different RENEWALs listed.  A suggestion is “Transmission Customer confirms Renewal of Redirect”

· Example 17

· In the text prior to table 4 it references “the customer.”  From a consistency perspective, consider changing to “the Transmission Customer.”

002-4.3.6.1
“Voluntarily” is misspelled. 
013-2.6.1.3
The new language has the phrase “shall be updated appropriately.” The Executive Committee may want to consider removing “appropriately.”  The standards provide the requirements for how the data elements should be updated.  
023-2.6.5.1
In the new text added in the table, reservation should be capitalized when used with Parent since Parent Reservation is a defined term.
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