

From: Harshbarger, Robert 
Sent: Wednesday, November 21, 2007 6:25 PM
To: Paul Sorenson; naesb@naesb.org; weqess@naesb.org; weqits@naesb.org; Kevin Gresh
Subject: RE: Preconfirmation priority
Suggestions:

01-2.3.2 CBM

Transmission service that provides capacity that is set-aside by the Transmission Provider at the request of a Load Serving Entity for reliability purposes to support the import of energy during a generation deficiency emergency.

Phase IA Negotiation Process State Transition Diagram

…….. This diagram defines the allowable steps in the reservation request, negotiation, approval and confirmation process.[my nit pick comment is even after confirmation there can be further allowable steps, but I do not have a word to describe them other than implementation]

001-4.6 add in correct table number in  “…..defined in Table 4-2 Reservation…..”

001-4.7.2 does not specify firm or non-firm service. If the provider is obligated to counteroffer only firm requests, and elects to counteroffer a non-firm request, is this an act of discretion (if so it would be logged)?  Are such things as this (what is obligated and what is electable) expected to be outlined in each individual providers posted business practices?

001-4.7.2 does this allow or include duration?  Besides price or not having enough capacity, the provider may only be able to accommodate the request a portion of the time.  Or is duration generally accepted as included in capacity?

001-4.9.1 should it start out with “In general, the Customer….” or “In most instances, the Customer….”?

001-4.9.2 – what is “void”?  The TP exercising discretion (and posting, of course) by setting the request state to…..?

001-4.10.3 – this positively acknowledge and agreement, how is this accomplished?  Is this the TPs Accept and TCs Confirm?  Or is this achieved via “check boxes” to be described elsewhere?

Has there been any suggestion of creating a new reservation state (or other attribute) titled Conditional for short term firm?  Such a reservation would transmogrify to Confirmed once the conditional deadline passes.  Maybe for a rainy day.

13.2 (ii) and (iii) of our OATT read with some difficulty regarding reservation priority in table 4-3.  To answer the comment, yes price needs to be introduced to short term firm.  It appears rows 3a, 3b, and 3c are all still under development.

Ah 2 pages to go, but it is time to go.  Happy Thanksgiving!

Bob Harshbarger
OASIS Trading Manager
Puget Sound Energy


From: weqess-owner@naesb.org [mailto:weqess-owner@naesb.org] On Behalf Of Paul Sorenson
Sent: Wednesday, November 21, 2007 1:50 PM
To: naesb@naesb.org; weqess@naesb.org; weqits@naesb.org; Kevin Gresh
Subject: Preconfirmation priority
Attached are suggested changes to some of WEQ-001.  I have done some misc updates on things other than pre-confirmation priority – like adding “GI” as recognized ancillary service.  I also wove in the re-bid of capacity (partial service).  Kevin, please review section 001-4 for the changes.  They are not extensive.  The mechanics of this process, flow diagrams, etc., should be confined to the Implementation Guide.  If people really think more detail has to be added we can do that.  I have made comments in the doc that need to be addressed – like should price be a factor in firm service?  Also, by FERC strict order of duration > preconfirmed > price, technically a pre-confirmed request for lower price gets priority.  Do you all think that is warranted?

Paul R. Sorenson
Open Access Technology International, Inc.
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