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Midwest ISO is submitting the following comments in response to the OASIS Subcommittee’s April 18, 2011, request for informal comments to the draft recommendation 2011 WEQ AP Item 2.a.iii.1 through 2.a.iii.3 – Service Across Multiple Transmission Systems (SAMTS).  The comments are divided into general comments and specific comments.
General Comments:

1. We believe that the recommendation does cover the broad scope required for service across multiple transmission systems and appreciate the significant effort the subcommittee invested in creating this recommendation in parallel with the Network Integration Transmission Service (NITS) recommendation. (ES)
2. We understand that the subcommittee’s current approach is to complete its work on this recommendation and vote it out of subcommittee prior to its work being completed for NITS on OASIS.  We question this approach.  In reviewing the SAMTS recommendation it is structured as if NITS on OASIS will be approved prior to SAMTS.  There are numerous references to what the Network Customer can/cannot do with the NITS requests that is a Coordinated Request.  If there is no NITS on OASIS when the SAMTS recommendation is acted upon how can this recommendation in essence build upon standards that do not or will not exists when the Executive Committee is expected to approve the SAMTS recommendation. (ES)
3. It is unclear whether a reference to another section is intended to reference that particular section or a particular section and all of its subsections.  For example in WEQ-001-xx.3.4.1 it references WEQ-001-xx.3.4 and WEQ-001-xx.3.5.  The WEQ-001-xx.3.4 reference appears to be specific to that section while WEQ-001-xx.3.5 may be referring to the section and all of its subsections. (ES)
4. There are instance where changes to the standards are not documented for deletions and additions.  For example, in section WEQ-001-4.7.3.5 the section indicates that the word “shall” has been added.  There is no indication that “may’ has been deleted. In WEQ-003-0 under the STATUS Data Element instances were identified in the Definition of Data Element column where text was added for “CONFIRMED” (“or the NITS Application is completed”), “DISPLACED” (“(PTP and Secondary Network Transmission Service only)”) and “ANNULLED” (“NITS Application, or pre-“ ) which is not redlined. (ES)
5. FERC articulated specific requirements for coordination cross multiple transmission systems as follows:

“In order to provide guidance to NAESB, we will articulate the principles that should govern processing across multiple systems. All the transmission providers involved in a request across multiple systems should consider a request that requires studies across multiple systems to be a single application for purposes of establishing the deadlines for rendering an agreement for service, revising queue status, eliciting deposits and commencing service. In order to preserve the rights of other transmission customers with studies in the queue, the priority for the single application should be based on the latest priority across the transmission providers involved in the multiple system request. …  according to existing NAESB business practice standard 001-4.16, the transmission provider is required to consider the full duration of the linked requests when determining reservation priority pursuant to section 13.2 of the pro forma OATT.”

It is not clear how the proposed standard addresses these specific directives from the Commission.  Indeed, the proposed standard appears to allow sellers to continue to: (1) implement/establish their individual deadlines for rendering agreements, eliciting deposits, and commencing service; (2) assign queue status and reservation priority based on the Transmission Service Request (TSR) submitted on their OASIS only; and (3) evaluate coordinated TSRs as entirely separate applications. (CB) 
6. The specific FERC directive that is addressed by the standard is the requirement that a transmission customer be able to rebid capacity granted so that it is similar across all linked requests and transmission systems.  If this is the only directive to be addressed, it could be addressed in a significantly shorter, simpler standard. (CB)
Section Specific Comments:

Summary

1. There is missing language; we suggest adding the word “is”. “This is due to:”
Problem to be Addressed (Simplified Statement)
Currently, a Transmission Customer hoping to move energy across multiple transmission systems could be left with a financial obligation to pay for a reservation on one system without a guarantee that the whole transmission path may be reserved. This is due to: (MK)
WEQ-000

1. WEQ-000-1 – SAMTS abbreviation.  The only time the abbreviation is used is in a section header and to reference requirements in WEQ-001-xx.  Suggest deleting the abbreviation and making changes noted in WEQ-001-xx as noted later in these comments. (ES)
2. WEQ-001-2 – In both the Coordinated Group and Coordinated Request there are references to NITS requests.  If this recommendation is to be acted on before the recommendation for NITS on OASIS the recommendation is referencing requests that will not be available for entry on OASIS. (ES)
WEQ-001

1. WEQ-001-4.6 – in “VI.” suggest re-sequencing the list to be “REFUSED, COUNTEROFFER, CR_COUNTEROFFER, ACCEPTED or CR_ACCEPTED” for consistency purposes.  In many cases the “CR” status appears after the status in the current standards.  See “IV” and “V” in this section and also section 001-4.7. (ES)
2. WEQ-001-4.7.2 – The word “customer’s” is used. Should this not be Transmission Customer?

If the Transmission Provider determines there is sufficient ATC available to grant the Transmission Customer’s request and the customer’s bid price is at least… (MK)
3. WEQ-001-4.7.2.1 – Since this section has no redlined changes it is unclear as to why it is included in the recommendation. (ES)
4. WEQ-001-4.7.3.4.1 – Delete the word only. It does not appear to be needed. If you keep it, please add commas or reword.
If negotiation of price on one Coordinated Request is continued by the Transmission Provider, through CR_COUNTEROFFER, such negotiation of price only does not automatically initiate negotiation of price or capacity on other Coordinated Requests in the Coordinated Group. (MK)
5. WEQ-001-4.9.1 through WEQ-001-4.9.3 are not in the document. What happened to them? If they were intended to be deleted, then the numbering needs to be fixed. The document previously read:
· WEQ-001-4.9.1 Preconfirmed requests for short-term firm PTP and non-firm PTP shall not be allowed to be WITHDRAWN by the Transmission Customer unless counteroffered by the Transmission Provider, after which the Transmission Customer shall be allowed to withdraw the request.   
· WEQ-001-4.9.2 For a preconfirmed request for short-term firm PTP, if the Transmission Provider has notified the Transmission Customer that a System Impact Study is needed, the Transmission Customer may, prior to execution of the System Impact Study Agreement, request that the Transmission Provider void (status of DECLINED) the request.  The Transmission Provider must honor such request.
· WEQ-001-4.9.2 In cases of inadvertent error, the Transmission Customer may in the very near term request that the Transmission Provider void (status of ANNULLED) a pre-confirmed request/reservation for short-term firm PTP or non-firm PTP.  Honoring such a request is at the discretion of the Transmission Provider. (MK)
6. If WEQ-001-4.9.1 through WEQ-001-4.9.3 are included as I have written above, then in WEQ-001-4.9.3 Is this the language we want or is anything missing here? “In cases of inadvertent error, the Transmission Customer may in the very near term request that the Transmission Provider void (status of ANNULLED) a pre-confirmed request/reservation for short-term firm PTP or non-firm PTP.  Honoring such a request is at the discretion of the Transmission Provider.” (MK)
7. WEQ-001-4.9.4 – suggest adding “(status of WITHDRAWN)” after “withdraw.”  All of the other subsections under WEQ-001-4.9 include status values.  For consistency the subcommittee may want to consider the suggested language. (ES)
8. WEQ-001-4.10 – suggest re-sequencing the status values as noted in the comments for WEQ-001-4.6. (ES)
9. WEQ-001-4.10.5 – Why is the Data Element CAPACITY_GRANTED used rather than the CR_CAPACITY_GRANTED? (ES)
10. WEQ-001-4.10.6 – the section references WEQ-001-xx.3.4.1.1 for identifying how the CR_ACCOMMODATED is set to “N.”  In reviewing the reference section there is no explanation as to how CR_ACCOMMODATED is set to “N.” (ES)
11. WEQ-001-4.13 - SAMTS is not only PTP is it? Is NITS not a part of SAMTS? Why is it that the timing requirements do not apply to PTP and Network requests? (MK)
12. WEQ-001-4.13 – It is unclear why the response deadlines from Table xxxx in section WEQ-001-xx.3.7 are adding in the appropriate rows in Table 4.2.  If this was done rather than cross referencing sections it appears that the table in WEQ-001-xx.3.7 could be deleted. (ES)
13. WEQ-001-xx 

· Suggest deleting “(SAMTS)” from section heading

· Suggest deleting “for Service Across Multiple Transmission Systems (SAMTS)”. (ES)
14. WEQ-001-xx.1.2 – This section references Network Customers.  If there are no standards requiring NITS on OASIS are there Network Customers submitting Coordinated Requests? (ES)
15. WEQ-001-xx.1.3 – If this recommendation is to be voted on by the EC prior to the NITS on OASIS recommendation there is no way to submit NITS requests yet NITS requests are referenced in this section. (ES)
16. WEQ-001-xx.1.5 – the same comments in WEQ-001-xx.1.2 and WEQ-001.1.3 apply to this section. (ES)
17. WEQ-001-xx.1.7 – this section references alliances of Transmission Providers.  It might be helpful to define what is meant by “alliances” or “regional alliances.” (ES) (MK)
18. WEQ-001-xx.1.8 and WEQ-001-xx.1.9 are practically the same. Is it necessary to have these as two different requirements? Offer vs. procure? Can one be deleted or can they be combined? (MK)
19. WEQ-000-xx.3.4- Reduce the font for “CR_PRIMARY_PROVIDER_CODE” to match the font of the other information. (MK)
20. WEQ-001-xx.3.4 – 
· CR_CAPACITY_GRANTED – recommend change “NULL” to null since the reference is a null value rather than the word “NULL”.

· CR_ACCOMMODATED – is set to “PENDING” but “PENDING” is not a valid value in per the Data Dictionary in WEQ-003-0. (ES)
21. WEQ-001-xx.3.4.1 – What is an “off-OASIS NITS request”? Will all NITS requests not be required to be on OASIS? (MK)
22. WEQ-001-xx.3.4.1 – See General Comments 2 and 3. (ES)
23. WEQ-001-xx.3.4.2 – See General Comment 2. (ES)
24. WEQ-001-xx.3.4.2.2 – See General Comment 2. (ES)
25. WEQ-001-xx.3.4.2.3 – See General Comment 2. (ES)
26. WEQ-001-xx.3.4.3 – See General Comments 2 and 3. (ES)
27. WEQ-001-xx.3.5 – 

· See General Comment 2.
· CR_ACCOMMODATED – is set to “PENDING” but “PENDING” is not a valid value in per the Data Dictionary in WEQ-003-0.

· “CR_ACOMMODATED” should be changed to “CR_ACCOMMODATED” (ES)
28. WEQ-001-xx.3.5.1

· See General Comment 2.

· Suggest changing “Null” to “null” and removing the quotes. (ES)
29. WEQ-001-xx.3.5.2 – suggest changing “state” to “STATUS” since the sentence contains values for the Data Element STATUS. (ES)
30. WEQ-001-xx.3.5.3 – suggest changing “state” to “STATUS” since the sentence contains values for the Data Element STATUS. (ES)
31. WEQ-001-xx.3.5.4 – suggest changing “state” to “STATUS” since the sentence contains values for the Data Element STATUS. (ES)
32. WEQ-001-xx.3.5.5 – suggest changing “state” to “STATUS” since the sentence contains values for the Data Element STATUS. (ES)
33. WEQ-001-xx.3.5.7 – 

· Suggest changing “status” to “STATUS” since the sentence contains values for the Data Element STATUS. (ES)
· It is unclear why this has to be a separate table from 4-2 which is included in WEQ-001-4.13. (ES)
34. WEQ-001-xx-3.7

a. It is not clear how/when the seller will review the information regarding other coordinated requests without access to each OASIS.  The current language appears to require sellers to verify status on other systems prior to initiating the customer confirmation time limit and appears to require that the setting of such time limit become a manual undertaking. (CB)
35. WEQ-001-xx.3.8 

· See General Comment 2

· Suggest changing “status” to “STATUS” since the sentence contains values for the Data Element STATUS.

· The last line in the paragraph is not underlined. (ES)
36. WEQ-001-xx Appendix xx

· In the Example 1 it is unclear how monthly requests would work if Transmission provider offered Monthly Service based on the start/end of a calendar month and another provider offered Monthly Service based on say the 15th of one month through the 14th of the next month.
· In the section “The following information” item 2.  Should the timeframe for a Coordinated Group start at the latest start time for each TP.  Using Example 1, could have Res 1-1 started prior to January but the entire Coordinated group starts January? (ES)
WEQ-002

1. WEQ-002-4.3.6 – Unclear why this section is included in the recommendation when it appears that there are no changes. (ES)
2. WEQ-002-4.3.6.1

· The following fields are listed on the transrequest input template but are not documented in the Data Dictionary WEQ-003: CR_GRANTED and CR_REQUESTED
· The following fields are listed on the transrequest response template but are not documented in the Data Dictionary WEQ-003: CR_GRANTED and CR_REQUESTED. (ES)
3. WEQ-002-4.3.6.2 - The following fields are listed on the transstatus response template but are not documented in the Data Dictionary WEQ-003: CR_GRANTED and CR_REQUESTED. (ES)
4. WEQ-002-4.2.6.4 – In the last paragraph, the letter Y should have quotation marks around it, a comma should be added after “Y”, and instead of a comma after “DATA_ELEMENTS,” it should be a colon or simply delete the comma:

If the CG_FLAG is set to “Y”, the Data Elements: CR_PRIMARY_PROVIDER_CODE, CR_ASSIGNMENT_REF, CR_TS_CLASS, CR_INTERVAL, CG_CONTIGUITY, CR_GRANTED, CR_REQUESTED, CR_ACCOMMODATED may be submitted in continuation… (MK)
5. WEQ-002-4.3.6.4

· In the new paragraph there are references to CR_GRANTED and CR_REQUESTED.  These are not defined Data Elements

· The following fields are listed on the transcust input template but are not documented in the Data Dictionary WEQ-003: CR_GRANTED and CR_REQUESTED

· The following fields are listed on the transcust response template but are not documented in the Data Dictionary WEQ-003: CR_GRANTED and CR_REQUESTED. (ES)
WEQ-003

1. WEQ-003-0 

· In the Definition of Data Element table, the first definition uses quotations around the values. For example, “NULL” and “Y”. The rest of the definitions should have quotations around the values also. 
· In the Definition of CR_SUBMIT_DEADLINE there needs to be a space between “required” and “information”. 
2. WEQ-003-0

· All of the new Data Elements reference specific Business Practice Standards.  Adding these types of references is inconsistent with the other data elements

· STATUS Data Element -  See General Comment 4

· STATUS Data Element – for the definition of CR_COUNTEROFFER a “)” is missing, and a period. (ES) (MK)
WEQ-013

1. WEQ-013-2 – We suggest deleting “wait” and changing m. and n. to read: “OASIS Nodes shall set the transaction’s STATUS to CONFIRMED after expiration…” The OASIS Nodes do not have the ability to “wait”. (MK)
2. WEQ-013-2 – Suggest adding the full section number where table 4.2 is found (WEQ-001-4.13) for both sections m. and n. (ES)
3. WEQ-013-2.2  
· Because of changes made to definitions of STATUS values in the Data Dictionary the definitions in this section do not match what is in WEQ-003-0 for the values “CONFIRMED”, “DISPLACED”, and “ANNULLED.”

· A period is missing at the end of the definition for CR_ACCEPTED (ES) (MK)
· In the paragraph under Exhibit 2 are there specific subsections that apply under WEQ-001.4.9 or does it apply to the entire section/subsections. (ES)
4. WEQ-013-2.2.1 – We suggest deleting “wait” and changing the third paragraph to read: “OASIS shall set the request STATUS to CONFIRMED after expiration…” OASIS does not have the ability to “wait”. (MK)
5. WEQ-013-2.2.1 – Suggest adding the full section number where table 4.2 is found (WEQ-001-4.13). (ES)
6. WEQ-013-2.6.1 
· In the Data Element Restriction/Requirement table the font is inconsistent for  PRECONFIRMED and CG_FLAG. (ES) (MK)
· For the CR_FLAG in the Requirements/Restrictions there needs to be a space between “transrequest” and “template.” (ES)
7. WEQ-013-2.6.2 – In the Data Element Restriction/Requirement table the font is inconsistent for  PRECONFIRMED and CG_FLAG. (ES) (MK)
8. WEQ-013-2.6.3 – In the Data Element Restriction/Requirement table the font is inconsistent for PRECONFIRMED and CG_FLAG. (ES) (MK)
9. WEQ-013-2.6.5 – It doesn’t appear that this section changed so it is unclear why this section was included in the recommendation. (ES)
10. WEQ-013-2.6.5.1 – In the Data Element Restriction/Requirement table the font is inconsistent for PRECONFIRMED and CG_FLAG. (ES) (MK)
11. WEQ-013-2.6.5.2 – In the Data Element Restriction/Requirement table the font is inconsistent for PRECONFIRMED and CG_FLAG. (ES) (MK)
12. WEQ-013-2.6.7 – It doesn’t appear that this section changed so it is unclear why this section was included in the recommendation. (ES)
13. WEQ-013-2.6.7.1 – In the Data Element Restriction/Requirement table the font is inconsistent for PRECONFIRMED and CG_FLAG. (ES) (MK)
14. WEQ-013-4.1.5
· The following fields are listed on the transrequest input but are not documented in the Data Dictionary WEQ-003: CR_GRANTED and CR_REQUESTED

· The following fields are listed on the transrequest  template but are not documented in the Data Dictionary WEQ-003: CR_GRANTED and CR_REQUESTED. (ES)
15. WEQ-013-4.1.5

· The following fields are listed on the transrequest input but are not documented in the Data Dictionary WEQ-003: CR_GRANTED and CR_REQUESTED

· The following fields are listed on the transrequest  template but are not documented in the Data Dictionary WEQ-003: CR_GRANTED and CR_REQUESTED

· The following fields are listed on the transstatus response template but are not documented in the Data Dictionary WEQ-003: CR_GRANTED and CR_REQUESTED. (ES) 
16. WEQ-013.4.1.6.1 – Example d. line 7, says the OASIS will wait. Please reword.

“…except where the STATUS is CR_ACCEPTED the OASIS Node shall wait to set the transaction’s STATUS to CONFIRMED.” OASIS does not have the ability to “wait”. (MK) 
17. WEQ-0134.1.6.5  - The following fields are listed on the transstatusaudit response template but are not documented in the Data Dictionary WEQ-003: CR_GRANTED and CR_REQUESTED. (ES)
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