	BPS/ESS/ITS Motions

Capacity Benefit Margin Recommendation

	
	Date
	Motion By
	Second
	Status
	Motion

	1
	6-18-2008
	N. Saini
	B. Rehman
	Motion Passed
	Based on the current version of the NERC MOD 004 which contains data retention requirements for LSE requests for a CBM set-aside, the Joint BPS-ESS-ITS will not consider the following as part of the work for 2008 Annual Plan item 2.b.iii.2:
Optional mechanism (through definitions in the Data Dictionary) for Transmission Providers to track the individual LSE requests for set-aside.

	2
	7-8-2008
	A. Pritchard
	
	Motion Passed
	One or all of the co-chairs will draft a response to the JISWG thanking them for their work and recognizing that the first 3 bullets (per the B. Harshbarger e-mail dated 7-7-2008) address the essence of our request and request that they move forward as quickly as possible to finalize their work so that we can proceed with our next steps.

	3
	7-8-2008
	JT Wood
	
	Motion Passed
	First come, first served is a reasonable approach to dealing with usage of CBM inasmuch as all load is “paying” for the CBM set-aside. (Network bills are typically based on the load ratio share of the total costs of transmission, less revenues credits; therefore, the costs of the CBM set-aside is included the billing to all network customers). NAESB will advise NERC of this determination.

	4
	7-30-2008
	B. Green
	
	Motion Passed
	Rescind Motion #3 and revisit the allocation of usage of CBM.

	5
	7-30-2008
	D. Kimm
	
	Motion Failed
	The NAESB Business Practice Standards should address the allocation of usage of CBM in the event of competiting requests for usage.

	6
	7-30-2008
	J. Harmon
	
	Motion Passed
	Send the recommendation 2.b.iii.1-3 for formal comment subject to:

· A small group cleaning up the example(s) in 013-4.1.2

· M. Otondo cleaning up the red-line to make it hard coded

· Any necessary NAESB staff clean up.
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