Discussion Topic: 
Coordination with external entities when evaluating and providing transmissions service and to address curtailment priorities of existing approved transmission service.

Alternative Options: 
Objective is to require coordination with external entities when evaluating and providing transmissions service and to address curtailment priorities of existing approved transmission service (How to treat the transmission service that was provided before/without coordination).
(1) Should NAESB have requirement to have seams agreements that honor external constraints when providing transmission service (PTP and Network) for all entities; or
a. Impact on Hybrid Option is that there will be no two tier curtailment priorities.

b. Impact on Allocation Option is that a two tier approach will still be needed to address subordinate treatment (where the allocation amount is not sufficient for all of the firm service granted by the TSP i.e, where flows associated with the TSP’s firm service exceeds TSP’s allocation of the flowgate) of firm service.  It is unlikely that a two tier approach could be justified under this option.  
c. Seams agreements provide flexibility to address other issues beyond minimum requirements.

d. How do you require parties to enter into seams agreement negotiations in good faith without having specific requirements, and how is dispute resolved?

e. There is a concern that a TP has executed all of the required seams agreements with transmission providers across the Eastern Interconnection. (Compliance Issue)

(2) Should there be standards developed by NERC and NAESB to mandate honoring external constraints for providing transmission service (PTP and Network); or 
a. Impact on Hybrid Option is that there will be no two tier curtailment priorities.

b. Impact on Allocation Option is that a two tier approach will still be needed to address subordinate treatment (where the allocation amount is not sufficient for all of the firm service granted by the TSP i.e, where flows associated with the TSP’s firm service exceeds TSP’s allocation of the flowgate) of firm service.  It is unlikely that a two tier approach could be justified under this option.  
c. This is less flexible than having a seams agreement.  Standard needs to be very specific or prescriptive for all entities whereas seams agreement can be on a case by case basis.

d. Seams agreements could optionally be developed to address other issues beyond minimum requirements.
e. If there are NERC requirement that need to be changed/created, it could be a lengthy process.

f. There is no longer a concern that a TP has executed all of the required seams agreements with transmission providers across the Eastern Interconnection. (Compliance Issue).
(3) Should there be a two tier approach that provides incentive to have seams agreements that honor external constraints when providing transmission service (PTP and Network).

a. Impact on Hybrid Option is that there will be two tier curtailment priorities.

b. Impact on Allocation Option is that a two tier approach is already needed for the hybrid option and this option remains viable.  
c. Seams agreements provide flexibility to address other issues beyond minimum requirements.

d. How do you require parties to enter into seams agreement negotiations in good faith without having specific requirements, and how is dispute resolved?

e. There is no longer a concern that a TP has executed all of the required seams agreements with transmission providers across the Eastern Interconnection. (Compliance Issue).

f. Under this approach, transmission customers may not know which level of firm service they will receive and they will not have the ability to guarantee last to curtail because firmness is dependent on a TP action (entering into a seams agreement).

NOTE: DISCUSSION ITEMS ABOVE DO NOT REPRESENT BPS CONCENSUS AND ARE GOING TO BE USED FOR DISCUSSING OPTIONS.
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