

From: Harshbarger, Robert 
Sent: Monday, July 07, 2008 6:07 PM
Subject: RE: JISWG Help Needed on Annual Plan Item WEQ Annual Plan Item2.b.iii.2
Good afternoon Marcie and others...

A draft table of "CBM in e-Tag" options has been developed from which a preferred option is being considered.  Here's the direction we are tending towards:

· Specified transaction type = EMERGENCY 
· Explicit listing of the LSE “calling on” the CBM as the transmission customer (PSE in the transmission segment) 
· A transmission product code of “7-CB” for the segment(s) associated with the CBM 
· Use of TP assigned transmission contract number/identifier 
We believe this will provide good tracking for the use of CBM by the LSE and will give the TP the ability to provide for additional tag validations using the TP assigned contract number/identifier.  Possible validations could be:

· Tag POR must represent interface that has CBM set-aside for import 
· Tag POD must be an internal delivery point, i.e., no wheel-throughs on CBM 
· CBM contract number/identifier may only be used in last physical transmission path – TP delivery to load within LCA 

· Sum of all tagged transactions at POR using CBM contract number/identifier must be less than CBM set-aside 
I hope this preview is helpful for your meetings the next couple of daze.  Please feel to provide feedback.

The draft table, preferred approach, and any feedback will be discussed in detail at the next JISWG meeting July 23rd and 24th in Halifax, NS.  You all welcome to attend.

Bob Harshbarger, Co-Chair JISWG, and on behalf of Jim Hansen, Other-Chair JISWG

-----Original Message-----
From: Marceline.Otondo@aps.com 
Sent: Thursday, June 19, 2008 3:46 PM
To: James Hansen
Subject: RE: JISWG Help Needed on Annual Plan Item WEQ Annual Plan Item2.b.iii.2

Jim,

Thanks.  There are two issues for which we need help from the JISWG.

Please remember that we are trying to address the 2008 Annual Plan item

2.b.iii.2, "Business practice standards that include an OASIS mechanism

to "allow for auditing of CBM usage."

First, we need to have an identifier added to the tag to indicate that

the tag is for CBM.  We don't know whether there is an existing field in

the tag that can be used, by adding another code value, or whether a new

field has to be added.  The key is that the data element can be included

in the query parameters in the scheduledetail template; we would not

want to have the data in a free form text field.  The Joint ESS/ITS and

BPS subcommittee does not want to specify which solution the JISWG

should implement (code value in existing element or new element). We

think that is best left to JISWG to decide.  Based on the JISWG decision

we can determine what changes, if any, we need to make to

scheduledetail.

Second, we need to know if there are any changes required to the NAESB

Coordinated Interchange Business Practice (WEQ-004), based on the

decision on the first issue.

Also, the Joint ESS/ITS & BPS made a determination not to write

standards to include a new transmission product nor to require a TSR be

submitted (therefore, no AREF). The Joint ESS/ITS & BPS determined that

the usage of CMB could be audited by querying the scheduledetail

template. However, to do this, the tag must have an indication that it

is CBM being scheduled (the request we're making to JISWG) and that

indication of CBM usage must get into scheduledetail as a query-able

field (work the Joint ESS/ITS & BPS will do after JISWG informs us of

the decision).

The Joint ESS/ITS & BPS meets again on July 8th and 9th.  It would be

great if we could have an answer for this meeting.  If you can't address

it by then, we definitely will need the answer by the time you wrap up

the JISWG meetings July 23-24.

Hopefully, this is enough information for you to proceed with responding

to our request. However, if it is not, we can schedule a conference call

with the co-chairs of the Joint ESS/ITS & BPS (Ed Skiba, JT Wood, Paul

Sorenson and me) and members of the JISWG to discuss further. Please

feel free to contact me if you would like to schedule something. My

phone number is 602-250-4566.

Marcie

 

-----Original Message-----

From: James Hansen  

Sent: Thursday, June 19, 2008 2:50 PM

Subject: RE: JISWG Help Needed on Annual Plan Item WEQ Annual Plan

Item2.b.iii.2

JISWGers are pretty easy going so just tell us the problem and the

target completion date and we'll get on it.

We have a meeting coming up 7/23-24 but we could address it before then

if necessary.

Cheers,

Jim

>>> "Rae Mcquade" <rmcquade@naesb.org> 6/19/2008 2:22:52 PM >>>

Ed - thank you for brining this to our attention.  As the subcommittee

to which this development effort was assigned, the subcommittee

leadership (you) have full authority to contact and work with other

subcommittees to complete the effort.  Clearly not all standards

development can be completed from one group, so the group to which it is

assigned typically works with the others that are needed to being the

standards to a full development.  Let us know if you or the JISWG

leadership anticipates any delays as this is related to Order No. 890

which has a hard date set by the FERC.  Thanks, Rae

 

Rae McQuade, President, NAESB

1301 Fannin, Suite 2350, Houston, Texas  77002 713-356-0060 (phone),

713-356-0067 (fax),

281-830-7406 (cell), www.naesb.org <http://www.naesb.org/>  (web)

 

________________________________

From: Ed Skiba 

Sent: Thursday, June 19, 2008 3:09 PM

To: Rae Mcquade; Andy Rodriquez; York, Katherine E;

Clay Norris; Lee, Laura; Robert Harshbarger; James Hansen;

Booe, Jonathan

Cc: JT WOOD; Marceline Otondo;

Paul.Sorenson 

Subject: JISWG Help Needed on Annual Plan Item WEQ Annual Plan Item

2.b.iii.2

All,

 

The Co-Chairs of the Joint ESS/ITS and BPS need a little help out on

completing its Annual Plan Item 2.b.iii.2, "Business practice standards

that include an OASIS mechanism to "allow for auditing of CBM usage.'"

The Joint Subcommittee identified after much deliberation that the audit

mechanism could be done through the OASIS scheduledetail.  However, in

order to meet this FERC Order 890 requirement something needs to be

included in the tag in the e-tagging system to identify the tag as being

CBM.  For this annual plan item, our scope document from yesterday

states:

 

Conclusions: The Joint BPS-ESS-ITS work scope will include: 

*         Requesting (of JISWG) that something be added to the e-tag

specifications to identify usage of CBM (should verify that the NERC

team hasn't already taken care of this and perhaps jointly make the

request to JISWG), 

*         Ensure that the identifier added by JISWG is included in the

query parameters scheduledetail template, 

*         Ensure that any changes to the e-tag spec will not impact

other NAESB Business Practice Standards

 

The co-chairs do not understand the protocol for requesting the JISWG to

work on this item, nor do we know if the NERC ATCDT has also requested

something similar for JISWG.  We were thinking the NERC ATCDT may need

this information on the tag as well to meet "MOD-004 R.12.1 The CBM is

available."  What is the process for requesting support from JISWG and

having an answer on how CBM would be identified in the tag (new field or

a specific value to existing field).  In looking at the organization

structure it looks like the JISWG reports up through the ESS/ITS and

they could direct the JISWG to complete this work.  Then looking at the

Mission Statement for the JISWG it appears that the JISWG takes their

direction from the Executive Committee.  From another perspective one

might think this needs to be discussed as a joint (NERC/NAESB)

development issue and we need to invoke the joint development process.  

 

Needless to say, we're not sure what path we need to follow to

request/get changes made to tags so they can be identified as CBM.

However, we are sure that the Joint ESS/ITS and BPS cannot finalize the

890 CBM recommendation until we have a decision from JISWG on how a tag

can be identified as CBM.  If the decision is to add a new field we'll

have to make a change to the scheduledetail template.  If the decision

is to add a code value to an existing field we'll need to add that

information.  Any direction you can provide on how to get things started

so these questions are resolved quickly would be most appreciated.

 

Thanks,  

Ed Skiba Tech. Mgr. 

Standards Compliance & Strategy 

Midwest ISO 

P.O. 4202 

Carmel, IN 46082-4202 
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