ESS/ITS Parking Lot
NITS on OASIS
1. Item to look at for the business needs 
· Review Paul Sorenson’s power point document from November 2007

· Designation and undesignation of resources and loads 

· Forecasts issues

· Determine transmission providers needs including ATC calculating, auditing / tracking, billing integrity
· Initial applications requirements and process (evaluation, studies, queuing, status, deposit / queue time)
· Granularity and timing of information submitted 
· Determine network customer needs including understanding of processes and ease of use, confidentiality (masking)
· Transparency for other market participants 

· Secondary network service issues
2. Is there a need to create a business practice to define when an application becomes a completed application
· There will be a data element on OASIS but we may not need a business practice as completed application is defined in the Tariff and by the transmission provider

3. There is a need to capture agency arrangements between an authorized agent that may submit DNR’s etc. as opposed to the party receiving service i.e. the load or network customer.

4. There needs to be a way to time stamp requests for transmission service (e.g. DNR) so they can be queued properly to be in competition with point-to-point.

5. When creating standards, clarify the meaning of “day” e.g. business day or calendar day.

· Is it already defined in the NAESB standards? 

6. Want to make sure the queue hoarding and flooding language in the NAESB standards is sufficient to cover network service. 001-8 et. al.
7. If there is an agent, allow customer to also change the request?

8. Review assignment business practices to ensure network reservations can be assigned so the rollover rights can be assigned.
9. Request for DNR’s – ensure item 5 of application procedure list includes attestation.

10. Data elements for response times?

11. Data elements for ancillary services desired?

12. Data elements for deposits or does this go in miscellaneous?

13. Review tag changes for DNR associated with scheduling agents – what kind of tag changes need to happen?
14. If two different technologies (CSV for point to point, and something else for NITS), does this complicate the concommitment evaluation, would it be compatible?
15. Review all point-to-point transaction request types for applicability to NITS, including roll-overs and transfers.
16. Ability to reference information from existing designated resources to alternate path
17. Consider establishing a mechanism for defining generation resources so they can be referenced in a designation (max capacity, min capacity, operating cost).

18. Should batch submittals be required to be pre-confirmed?
19. Should there be a mechanism to bind or tie off system point-to-point reservations to a network reservation? (if the point-to-point reservation capacity is reduced due to a firm redirect, should the network reservation capacity be reduced)

20. Make sure that the undesignation does not permit undesignation to point-to-point capacity (release, annul), in particular in the batch process
21. Review timing table for transmission provider/customer response times to transactions

22. Resource forecast and DNRs don’t necessarily match in the future. Is this an issue for NAESB? (Rollover Rights -how do you align the planning with ATC calculations and rollover rights?)
23. The ability to do undesignations in shorter time increments than the designation requirements. For example, designations must be done with a minimum of a day. Can undesignations be done in terms of hours?

24. Does NAESB need to address tag processing issues?

25. We need to have discussion on preemption and competition.  Tie to duration of NITS rather than DNR. 
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