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                                        North American Energy Standards Board

1301 Fannin, Suite 2350, Houston, Texas 77002

Phone: (713) 356-0060, Fax: (713) 356-0067, E-mail: naesb@naesb.org

Home Page: www.naesb.org


Dear Wholesale Electric Quadrant Members and Interested Industry Participants – 

For the attached recommendation for standards that are linked to NERC standards development for FERC Order No. 890, our subcommittees have accepted these proposed standards and are asking you to comment on them in a formal comment period.  They are also asking the WEQ Executive Committee to consider this recommendation and comments that are submitted during the formal comment period, and vote on this recommendation.
The subcommittees understand that the proposed standards include references to NERC reliability standards that have not yet been approved through the NERC process, but are based on their current work products.  The proposed standards include placeholders for the NERC references, which will be added once they are approved by NERC.  The subcommittees do not expect that this recommendation will require significant rework by the subcommittees once NERC adopts its related reliability standards.  The subcommittees’ chairs will review the final NERC standards once adopted and will identify if any changes are needed to recommendations that have already been processed through commenting and EC consideration.  If changes are needed, a determination will be made whether the changes can be processed as minor actions, or for more substantive changes, the standards modification process will be used.

We are taking these steps and offering this recommendation for your comment and for EC consideration for vote rather than waiting until NERC completes its full process because:
(1) NERC has developed draft standards for the referenced items which have been processed through at least one ballotting period.

(2) The NAESB subcommittees do not expect the changes to be made by NERC in its current efforts to yield substantive changes to the NAESB related standards.   
(3) The progress being made by the subcommittees now on Order 890 towards meeting the August deadline will be adversely affected if the all NAESB Order No. 890 recommendations with NERC references are held in abeyance until NERC has concluded its efforts.
(4) The interested industry participants and the WEQ EC will have the opportunity to review the  NAESB Order No. 890 recommendations with NERC references for formal comment and consideration as NAESB completes its efforts on each recommendation.  In this manner, the industry and the EC are asked to consider proposed standards within a reasonable workflow.  The alternative is to hold all NAESB Order No. 890 recommendations with NERC references and then submit them all for industry comment and EC consideration which would provide a significant amout of documents for review, comment and consideration.  

(5) Last but certainly not least, submitting the recommendations now to the industry and to the WEQ EC will provide the necessary signals from the industry through formal comments and through EC actions.  If corrective action is needed, NAESB would have the opportunity to meet or come closer to the deadlines set by the FERC.  

Please note that the subcommittees have worked diligiently on this recommendation along with the work products available from NERC and that all steps outlined conform with NAESB operating procedures.  We appreciate your consideration and your comments.
With Best Regards,

Marcie Otondo, Co-Chair, NAESB Electronic Scheduling Subcommittee/Information Technology Subcommittee

Ed Skiba, Co-Chair, NAESB Business Practices Subcommittee
Paul Sorenson, Co-Chair, NAESB Electronic Scheduling Subcommittee/Information Technology Subcommittee
J.T. Wood, Co-Chair, NAESB Business Practices Subcommittee and Co-Chair,  NAESB Electronic Scheduling Subcommittee/Information Technology Subcommittee
1.  RECOMMENDED ACTION:
EFFECT OF EC VOTE TO ACCEPT RECOMMENDED ACTION:

 X  Accept as requested



  X  Change to Existing Practice

      Accept as modified below


       Status Quo

      Decline

2.  TYPE OF DEVELOPMENT/MAINTENANCE

Per Request:




Per Recommendation:
  X Initiation




 X  Initiation 

      Modification



 
      Modification

      Interpretation




      Interpretation

      Withdrawal




      Withdrawal

      Principle 




      Principle 

      Definition 




      Definition 

  X Business Practice Standard 


 X  Business Practice Standard 

      Document 




      Document 

      Data Element 



      Data Element

      Code Value 




      Code Value 

      X12 Implementation Guide


     X12 Implementation Guide

     Business Process Documentation

     Business Process Documentation

3.  RECOMMENDATION

BACKGROUND:  The Joint ESS/ITS and BPS subcommittee reviewed the 2008 WEQ Annual Plan Item 2.b.v.2:

Business practice standards for data exchange for ATC modeling complementary to the related NERC reliability standards including any OASIS posting requirements to achieve the data exchange.  

The business practices developed to address this item will require no coordination with the NERC Order 890 reliability standards development.

Upon review of this annual plan item and the requirements developed by NERC under MOD-001, MOD-004, MOD-008, MOD028, MOD-029, and MOD-030 the joint subcomittee is recommending no NAESB Business Practice Standards be developed for this annual plan item.  The joint subcommittee has opted to take no action on this annual plan item, as the data exchange requirements have been addressed in the NERC standards.  Members of the NERC ATC Drafting Team agreed with this action.   This position was supported by the WEQ EC on May 13 through a simple majority vote to support no changes (2008 WEQ Annual Plan Item 2.b.v.2).  In doing so, on May 13, 2008, the WEQ Executive Committee formed an ad hoc group to consider the need for a list of publicly available and not publicly available ATC/TTC related information.  
SUMMARY:

The WEQ EC ad hoc group met on June 6, 2008 and determined to pursue the list, not through the proscriptive means of detailing each piece of information that should be made available or not made available publicly, and then uniformly apply such requirements to all transmission providers.  Instead the group determined to pursue the list through a standardized report that the TPs would post on OASIS.  The report would be standardized, and each TP would complete the report specific to its own operations, and would maintain the currency of the information posted.  In this approach, the TPs would not have a “one size fits all” approach to the information to be made public or to remain not-public, and the market participants would have access through a standardized report to the TPs decisions on acess to ATC related information. The ad hoc group met also on PUT DATES HERE  to finalize this approach and draft the needed business practices.  
Recommended Standard:

WEQ-001.n
Each Transmission Provider (TP) shall prepare a report according to the format given herein,completing colums  and will post such report on OASIS for public access and download. 
LIST OF ATC RELATED INFORMATION
This List identifies the data associated with ATC calculations, as addressed in NERC ATC Standards (MOD - 001, MOD – 004, MOD – 008, MOD – 028, MOD – 029 and MOD – 030).  The Transmission Provider shall indicate whether or not the data will be publicly available. 1
	Item

#
	NERC Reference
	ATC-Related Item 

	Publicly Available 

	Comments 


	1
	MOD-001
	The Available Transfer Capability Implementation Document (ATCID) to include the following:

How the methodology has been implemented

How counterflows are accounted for:

· How confirmed transmission reservations, expected Interchange, and internal counterflow are addressed, including rationale for that accounting

A description of the allocation processes listed below that are applicable to the

Transmission Service Provider:

• Processes used to allocate transfer or Flowgate capability among multiple lines

or sub-paths within a larger ATC Path or Flowgate.

• Processes used to allocate transfer or Flowgate capabilities among multiple

owners or users of an ATC Path or Flowgate.

• Processes used to allocate transfer or Flowgate capabilities between

Transmission Service Providers to address issues such as forward looking congestion management or seams coordination

· A description of how partial period outages or outages from other providers that cannot be directly mapped are handled
	
	

	2
	MOD-001
	Expected generation outages


	
	

	3
	MOD-001
	Expected generation additions


	
	

	4
	MOD-001
	Expected generation retirements
	
	

	5
	MOD-001
	Expected Transmission outages


	
	

	6
	MOD-001
	Expected Transmission additions 


	
	

	7
	MOD-001
	Expected Transmission retirements
	
	

	8
	MOD-001
	Load forecasts
	
	

	10
	MOD-001
	Unit commitments and order of dispatch, to include all designated network resources and other resources that are committed or have the legal obligation to run, as they are expected to run, in one of the following formats chosen by the data provider:

· Dispatch Order

· Participation Factors

· Block Dispatch
	
	

	11
	MOD-001
	Aggregated firm capacity set-aside for Network Integration Transmission Service 
	
	

	12
	MOD-001
	Aggregated non-firm capacity set-aside for Network Integration Transmission Service (i.e., Secondary Service)
	
	

	13
	MOD-001
	Firm Transmission reservations
	
	

	14
	MOD-001
	Non-firm Transmission reservations
	
	

	15
	MOD-001
	Aggregated capacity set-aside for Grandfathered obligations
	
	

	16
	MOD-001
	Firm roll-over rights
	
	

	17
	MOD-001
	Any firm adjustments applied by the Transmission Service Provider to reflect parallel path impacts
	
	

	18
	MOD-001
	Any non-firm adjustments applied by the Transmission Service Provider to reflect parallel path impacts
	
	

	19
	MOD-001
	Power flow models and underlying assumptions
	
	

	20
	MOD-001
	Contingencies, provided in one or more of the following formats:

     - A list of Elements

     - A list of Flowgates

     - A set of selection criteria that can be applied to the Transmission model used by the Transmission Operator and/or Transmission Service Provider
	
	

	21
	MOD-001
	Facility Ratings
	
	

	22
	MOD-001
	Any other services that impact Existing Transmission Commitments (ETCs)
	
	

	23
	MOD-001
	Values of Capacity Benefit Margin (CBM), Transmission Reliability Margin  (TRM) for all ATC Paths or Flowgates
	
	

	24
	MOD-001
	Values of Total Flowgate Capability (TFC) and (AFC) for any Flowgates considered by the Transmission Service Provider selling the Transmission Service
	
	

	25
	MOD-001
	Values of Total Transfer Capability (TTC) and Available Transfer Capability  (ATC) for all  ATC Paths or Flowgates
	
	

	26
	MOD-001
	Source and sink identification and mapping to the model
	
	


	27
	MOD004 
	The Capacity Benefit Margin Implementation Document (CBMID) including the procedures and assumptions for establishing CBM for each ATC Path or Flowgate
	
	

	28
	MOD 004
	The amount of  CBM set aside for  Load-Serving Entities and Resource Planners over each ATC Path or Flowgate
	
	

	
	MOD 004
	Applicable supporting data, including any models, used for determining CBM or allocating CBM over each ATC Path or Flowgate
	
	

	30
	MOD 008 
	The Transmission Reliability Margin Implementation Document (TRMID), including a list of the components of uncertainty used in calculating TRM for each ATC Path or Flowgage and a description of how the component is used and of the method used to allocate TRM across ATC Paths or Flowgates.
	
	


	Item

#
	NERC Reference
	ATC-Related Item 2
	Publicly Available 3
	Comments 4

	31
	MOD 028
	Each Transmission Service Provider shall include in its ATCID, at a minimum, the following information relative to its methodology for determining TTC:

· Information describing how the selected methodology has been implemented

· A description of the manner in which the Transmission Operator will account for Interchange Schedules in the calculation of TTC

· Any contractual obligations for allocation of TTC

· A description of the manner in which Contingencies are identified for use in the TTC process

· The following information on how source and sink for transmission service is accounted for in ATC calculations including:

a. Define if the source used for ATC calculations is obtained from the source field or the POR field of the transmission reservation

b. Define if the sink used for ATC calculations is obtained from the sink field or the POD field of the transmission reservation

c. The source/sink or POR/POD identification and mapping to the model

d. If the Transmission Service Provider’s ATC calculation process involves a grouping of generation, the ATCID must identify how these generators participate in the group
	
	


	Item

#
	NERC Reference
	ATC-Related Item 2
	Publicly Available 3
	Comments 4

	32
	MOD 029
	The TTC study report documenting the assumptions used and steps taken in determining the current value for TTC for that ATC Path.
	
	

	33
	MOD 029
	The firm capacity set aside for Native Load commitments, including losses and native load growth
	
	


	34


	MOD 030
	.  The Transmission Service Provider 

     shall include in its ATCID:

· The criteria used by the Transmission Operator to identify sets of Transmission Facilities as Flowgates that are to be considered in Available Flowgate Capability (AFC) calculations

· The following information on how source and sink for transmission service is accounted for in AFC calculations including:

a. Define if the source used for AFC calculations is obtained from the source field or the Point of Receipt (POR) field of the transmission reservation.

b. Define if the sink used for AFC calculations is obtained from the sink field or the Point of Delivery (POD) field of the transmission reservation

c. The souce/sink or POR/POD identification and mapping to the model

d. If the Transmission Service Provider’s AFC calculation process involves a grouping of generators, the ATCID must identify how these generators participate in the group


	
	


	35
	MOD 030
	Regarding the firm and non-firm ETC calculations, identify the elements of the calculation as follows:

· The impact of firm and non-firm NITS including the impacts of generation to load and based on the load forecast including native load and network service load and unit commitment and dispatch order as specified in the ATCID for the TSPs area.

· The impact of firm or non-firm NITS including the impacts of generation to load for the areas of adjacent TSPs and any other TSPs with coordination agreements where the distribution factor is equal to or greater than DF%, where DF% is the percentage distribution factor used to determine which are included in the AFC analysis for ETC calculations.

· The impact of confirmed firm and non-firm point-to-point service for the TSPs area, expected to be scheduled including roll-over rights

· The impact of confirmed firm and non-firm point-to-point service for the TSPs area, expected to be scheduled with duplicate impacts eliminated, including roll-over rights using service from multiple TSPs for the areas of adjacent TSPs and any other TSPs with coordination agreements where the distribution factor is equal to or greater than DF%, where DF% is the percentage distribution factor used to determine which are included in the AFC analysis for ETC calculations.

· The impact of any firm or non-firm Grandfathered obligations, expected to be scheduled or expected to flow in the TSPs area

· The impact of any firm or non-firm Grandfathered obligations, expected to be scheduled or expected to flow for the areas of adjacent TSPs and   any other TSPs with Coordination Agreements where the distribution factor is equal to or greater than DF%, where DF% is the percentage distribution factor used to determine which are included in the AFC analysis for ETC calculations.

· The impact of any firm or non-firm Other Services as determined by the TSP


	
	

	
	Order 890A par 148
	In Order No. 890, the Commission required transmission providers to make

available, upon request, all data used to calculate ATC, TTC, CBM and TRM for any constrained posted path. Specifically, we expect transmission providers to make available, upon request and subject to appropriate

confidentiality protections and CEII requirements, the following modeling data: 

(1) load flow base cases and generation dispatch methodology; 

(2) contingency, subsystem,

monitoring, change files and accompanying auxiliary files; 

(3) transient and dynamic

stability simulation data and reports on flowgates which are not thermally limited; 

(4) list of transactions used to update the base case for transmission service request study;

(5) special protection systems and operating guides, and specific description as to how they are modeled; 

(6) model configuration settings; 

(7) dates and capacities of new and retiring generation; 

(8) new and retired generation included in the model for future years;

(9) production cost models (including assumptions, settings, study results, input data, etc.), subject to reasonable and applicable generator confidentiality limitations;

(10) searchable transmission maps, including PowerWorld or PSSE diagrams;

(11) OASIS names to Common Names table and PTI bus numbers; and, 

(12) flowgate and interface limits including limit category (thermal, steady state or transient, voltage or angular). 


	
	


4.  SUPPORTING DOCUMENTATION
a.  Description of Request:

The request can be inferred from the FERC Order No. 890 and 890-A requirements for transparency of ATC/TTC related information.  A recitation of the relevant cites from the orders can be found at the following link:  http://www.naesb.org/pdf3/weq_ec_atc060608w1.doc.
b.  Description of Recommendation:
The recommendation provides a reporting tool to aid in transparency as referenced in FERC Order Nos. 890 and 890-A.  It identifies the information for which each Transmission Provider (TP) will designate the access as public or non-public with reasons given for the access designation.
c.  Business Purpose:
The purpose served by providing the report is market transparency.  In provideing the report, the market participants can easily idntify which ATC related information is publicly available versus that information that requires restricted or no access.
d.  Commentary/Rationale of Subcommittee(s)/Task Force(s):
Joint BPS & ESS/ITS Draft Meeting Minutes March 10-13, 2008: Add Link 

ATC-AFC Motions (from March 10-13, 2008 meeting):  http://naesb.org/pdf3/weq_atc_afc031008a8.doc
WEQ EC Meeting 5-13-08:  Add Link
WEQ EC Ad Hoc group Meeting 6-6-08:  Add Link



1 This standard and table address the provision of ATC-related data to the industry at large, while the NERC MOD standards address the exchange of data amongst those entities that require the data for reliability purposes.  Compliance with the NERC MOD standards should not imply compliance with the NAESB standard or vice versa.  Nor should non-compliance with the NERC standards imply non-compliance with the NAESB standards or vice versa.  








2 The Transmission Provider should enter a response of “Yes” or “No” for each data element. 





3 All “No” responses should contain a reason in the Comment field.


       Potential “No” Comments:


Market Sensitive Information


CEII Information


Security Sensitive Information


Reliability Sensitive Information


Data not created by the Transmission Provider but provided to the Transmission Provider from xxx (include entity identity of information provider)


Data not utilized by the Transmission Provider, as it is not a requirement of the methodology utilized for ATC/AFC calculations as identified in the ATCID.





        Potential “Yes” Comments:


Available on OASIS


Available upon request (in the electronic format in which it was created along with any necessary decoding instructions)


Available upon request (in the electronic format in which it was created along with any necessary decoding instructions) but may be subject to a confidentiality agreement








Availability of ATC Information on OASIS based on the NERC ATC Reliability Standards

Revised July 25, 2008
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