Midwest ISO NAESB SAMTS Proposal

While we understand the need for SAMTS functionality there is definitely a need for TP protection as well.  The existing scope of the proposal covers only marketing protection and leaves “gaping” holes in overall reliability and transmission utilization performance.  This proposal is not to change the scope, but to add to it.

As we discussed last week, one proposal is to require MPs to provide ALL transmission requests for the FULL physical path of the transaction; in STUDY, ACCEPTED or CONFIRMED status (requires some template modification) to confirm path and MW request reasonableness.  This allows the TP to perform their own analysis as to the need for “linked” service in order to prevent transmission hoarding practices and at minimum should allow the TP to verify the POR-POD association to preceding and/or succeeding transmission requests in the path as necessary and that service times (start-stop) are at minimum overlapping.  Granted, this demands additional manual work by both the MP and TP but is deemed necessary due to the time constraints placed on NAESB by NERC to implement this as well as the technical limitations imposed due to implementing tools to automate this process.
Another proposal would be to allow TPs the right to develop and implement individual business practices necessary to grant this service functionality.  The business practices shall not inhibit in any way the basic functionality of SAMTS service requests but simply place the necessary requirements of the TP in wording as posted publicly on their OASIS.  This leaves the scope of the requirement alone but allows the TP to perform the same tests and verifications as noted above per their individual requirements.
The purpose of this general proposal is to put reasonable and practical limits on what transmission requests are allowed to be linked in order to receive the “pre-confirmed”, and therefore exempt from preemption, request status.  In either of the proposals above, the TP should have the permission and/or ability to disable or invalidate the pre-confirmed status of linked service only AFTER communication with the service requester with explanation of why.

This is not the perfect solution and it is open to human interpretation (i.e. not computer automated).  The procedure as dictated as well as its general scope is also not perfect and open to error/interpretation/manipulation.  The intended proposals and/or scope additions are intended to protect both TPs as well as MPs from the impacts of potential transmission hoarding.

Proposed language (below):

Proposed language:

Transmission customers shall provide all transmission requests for the full physical path of the transaction.  While a transmission request is in STUDY, ACCEPTED or CONFIRMED, COUNTEROFFER or REBID status, Transmission Providers have the ability to confirm the path and capacity request reasonableness.

Transmission Providers can develop and implement individual business practices necessary to confirm the path and capacity request reasonableness.  The Transmission Providers’ business practices shall not inhibit in any way the basic functionality of Scheduling Across Multiple Transmission Systems service requests.  The Transmission Provider requirements should be posted on said Transmission Providers’ OASIS website.  

