Considerations for Discussion on Flow or Organization of the NITS Standard

Bonneville Power Administration


Please consider the following during the Flow discussions:

1)  WEQ 001-101 General Requirements
Paul’s WEQ 001-101.1, .2, and .3 are ok.  But, I recommend moving the following from the posted Recommendation to this General Requirements section (I have edited some of these):

001- xx(2).1.2
The Transmission Provider shall provide the capability on OASIS to enter, and revise information related to the NITS application over an extended period of time prior to submittal for consideration.. 

001- xx(2).1.3
Prior to submittal, only the Transmission Provider and the customer  may view any information on the customer’s pending NITS application if such information has been entered and stored on the Transmission Provider’s OASIS. 

001- xx(2).1.4
The customer may, as an alternative to entering the information directly on OASIS, complete the application off OASIS and subsequently upload the NITS  application to OASIS.
001- xx(2).1.5
     OASIS shall provide upload functionality to accommodate the alternative in 
                               xx(2).1.4..
 001- xx(2).1.6
Any required information, including deposits which cannot be submitted electronically through OASIS shall be postmarked and mailed to the Transmission Provider prior to submittal of the NITS application on OASIS
.

001- xx(2).1.7
The Transmission Provider shall specify the minimum requirements for a completed  application in its posted business practice, prior to implementation of the NAESB mechanisms for NITS on OASIS.

 001- xx(2).1.16
The Transmission Provider may post a business practice specifying the circumstances under which the Transmission Provider will post application and transaction request information on OASIS on behalf of a Network Customer. 
001-xx(2).3
NITS Batch Submittals

The Network Customer shall have the right to request simultaneous evaluations for NITS modifications or for NITS transactions which are dependent upon each other.

Note:  All of Section n.3 and its subsections to be discussed after determination of technical specifications.  

001-xx(2).3.1
The Transmission Provider shall allow batch request submittals from a single customer for requests which are dependent upon each other.

001-xx(2).3.2
The Transmission Provider shall process the batch submittal as a single group with the same queue time.

001-xx(2).3.2.1
Failure of any single request in a batch submittal fails all requests in the batch.

001-xx(2).3.2.2
If a  batch submittal is denied for any reason, all rights and obligations existing prior to the batch submittal shall remain.
001-xx(2).3.3
To be considered a batch submittal the requests which are dependent upon each other must be submitted at the same time and the flag must be set to indicate that the requests are to be processed together.

001-xx(2).3.3.1
Any two or more requests not submitted at the same time, but with the flag set, will be considered to be separate requests and will be processed accordingly.

001-xx(2).3.4
Counteroffers for batch submittals will be handled in accordance with the Transmission Provider’s business practices.

Question:  Should the matrix showing masked application fields be masked be included in the NAESB standard?  If not, how will masking in the application be standardized?
2) WEQ 001-102 Initial Application

I moved the following from the posted Recommendation to this section on the Initial Application [I have edited some of these]:

001- xx(2).1.1         The NITS application request shall be submitted on OASIS. 
001- xx(2).1.13       The application shall include a signed statement attesting that all of the DNRs in the NITS application satisfy the required Tariff conditions.[ also see 001-xx(2).2.2.2.3.1.1 and 001-xx(2).2.2.2.3.1.2]
001- xx(2).1.14
The application shall include a statement that the party requesting service is, or will be upon commencement of service, an Eligible Customer.

001- xx(2).1.15
Prior to submittal of the application request on OASIS, all information required under the Tarifff shall be provided in the application, including DNRs,  DNLs, specified forecasts, customer information, and any additional information required, as specified by the Transmission Provider in its posted business practice.
001-xx(2).2.2.1.5
For off-system customer-owned generation, the request shall include the TSIN-registered source name if available. If not available, the request shall include the Transmission Provider-approved name, which can later be modified to reflect the TSIN-registered name (after the initial submission, but prior to confirmation of the DNR).

001-xx(2).2.2.1.5.1
For off-system customer-owned generation, the electrical location shall be identified by the Balancing Authority Area where the generation is electrically located and the geographical location shall be the county and state where the generation is physically located.
001-xx(2).2.2.1.6
For on-system customer-owned generation, the request shall include the TSIN-registered source name if available. If not available.the request shall include the Transmission Provider-approved name, which can later be modified to reflect the TSIN-registered name (after the initial submission, but prior to confirmation of the DNR).

001-xx(2).2.2.1.6.1
For on-system customer-owned generation, the electrical location shall be identified by the Balancing Authority Area where the generation is electrically located and the geographical location shall be the county and state where the generation is physically located.
001-xx(2).2.2.1.7
For off-system purchased power, the electrical location is the point of receipt (on the network Transmission Provider’s system) and the geographical location is deemed to be “not applicable”. 

001-xx(2).2.2.1.8
For on-system purchased power, the electrical location is the point of receipt (on the network Transmission Provider’s system) and the geographical location is deemed to be “not applicable”.
3) WEQ 001-103 Completed Application 
I'm basically ok with Paul’s proposal, but I'd like to expand a little on it, with respect to this section.  

Under 001-103, Paul broke down the initial application into basically three parts: 
1.     Customer information
2.     DNR
3.     DNL
When the initial application is submitted it receives a reference code.  As it stands now, that initial application reference code will follow the request through the STUDY process, etc., until the request is CONFIRMED.  
 

This approach meshes the umbrella application request to become a customer with the ATC request, as opposed to the PTP request process where the application request to become a customer is typically separate from the ATC request. 
 

When the "completed application" goes into STUDY, the request is basically evaluated on the DNR/DNL profile, submitted with the initial application.  And each part of the application/umbrella request, including the DNR/DNL profile, has the same reference code, such that if any part of the application is not acceptable, the whole application is unacceptable; that is, the baby gets thrown out with the wash.
 

BPA’s Concern

BPA's concern is that when there is a request to change the DNR/DNL profile approved under the initial application, such change should displace/replace or retract approval of only the previous profile, which may no longer be valid.  This is because a change in any portion of the profile (new DNR or new DNL) can cause a change in the overall impact on ATC.  BPA requests that NAESB considers the following:
 

Option 1:
Submit one request and use one state diagram with two parts
Evaluate the application as a whole, but assign a different reference code to the part of the application that goes into STUDY, for example, the DNR/DNL profile.  That way, each time there is a subsequent change in the profile, only the reference code of that profile portion would be replaced.  This maintains the integrity of the customer information part of the application.
 

Submit one request and use two state diagrams – BPA’s Preference
This alternative approach requires 2 state diagrams: one short, simple, JT Wood-type state diagram for determining whether the overall application is complete and a second longer, more complicated Alan Pritchard-type state diagram for evaluating the DNR/DNL profile and ATC impact when it goes into a STUDY-like state.  In any case, NAESB should allow separate tracking for each part of the application and whenever there is a change to that part of the initial application. 
The key to this BPA-preferred Option is that there is complete separation of functions through the 2 state diagrams:  Function 1) application review; and Function 2) profile designation impact analysis.  Queue time would be determined when the application is sufficient or completed vs. when it is submitted. This is because it is the completed application that triggers an evaluation of ATC. I believe this is allowed under the Tariff.
By treating the submittal of the initial application as two separate functions, the relationship between the functions can be tracked through use of primary and foreign key relationships, and they can be independently validated and have independent state changes, as appropriate.  For example, if the DNR/DNL profile needs to be counteroffered or modified by the customer at a later date, then the integrity of the application review status is maintained; the application can be linked with the new profile; and the status of the previous profile can reflect that it has been replaced with the new profile. 
Brad Hansen at BPA has drafted a process flow diagram to show how this would work.  If appropriate, Brad could work with the Technical Team on how this could be implemented on OASIS.
 

Option 2:
Submit two requests and use 2 state diagrams
The part of the application that impacts ATC (DNR/DNL profile) would be submitted as a separate but simultaneous ATC request.  For example, there would be an "initial" ATC request, referencing the DNR/DNL profile, submitted simultaneously or batched along with the initial umbrella application request.  Such batched ATC request would have the same queue time as the initial umbrella application request, but have a different state diagram and a unique reference code.  Any requests for a change to that initial ATC request would be assigned a new reference code and the status of the previous ATC request would be changed to DISPLACED or RETRACTED, or the like.  This would allow a way to track on OASIS the most current DNR/DNL profile.  Any request for a DNR/DNL profile change subsequent to the initial application would have its own queue time.
 

This Option 2 approach could apply to other parts of the application, such as the load and resource forecasts.  For example, when a forecast changes from the forecast submitted with the initial application, such change would be assigned a new reference code that would indicate displacement of the previous forecast reference code.
 

Bottom-line:  The parts of the application that can be changed, customer info/DNR/DNL/forecasts, etc. should each have its own reference code, such that it can be tracked separately whenever a change occurs.  
4) WEQ 001-104 Modifications to Service

This would include all of Paul’s suggestions plus the following:

001- xx(2).2.1.1
The Network Customer shall have the right to request modifications to the NITS application for a TCA, DNR, DNL, Generation, Load Projection, Customer Information, and Agent Information on OASIS [please ignore my earlier comment to delete this one].

001- xx(2).2.1.2
A request to modify shall be submitted to the Transmission Provider on OASIS.
001- xx(2).2.1.3
A request to modify for TCA, DNR, and DNL shall be queued and evaluated in the same manner as any other network request, subject to the other requirements of this standard [please ignore my earlier comment to delete this one].
001- xx(2).2.1.4
No additional deposit shall be required for a request to modify, unless otherwise specified in the Transmission Provider’s approved Tariff or posted business practices.
 001- xx(2).2.1.5
A request to modify must be submitted, and is subject to all request timing requirements consistent with requests for Network of similar duration and type [please ignore my earlier comment to delete this one].
001-xx(2).2.2.2.2
The Transmission Provider must accommodate all requests for termination of DNR’s. [please ignore my earlier comment to delete this one].
001-xx(2).2.2.2.3.1
Submittal of a Temporary Termination of a DNR constitutes a re-Designation of the specified Network Resource by the Network Customer. By submitting a Temporary Termination of a DNR the Network Customer incorporates by reference the previously submitted information regarding the specified DNR and attests that at the Stop Time of the Termination the Network Resource satisfies the following conditions[please ignore my earlier comment to delete this one].
001-xx(2).2.2.2.3.1.1 The Network Customer owns the resource, has committed to purchase generation pursuant to an executed contract, or has  committed to purchase generation where execution of a contract is contingent upon the availability of transmission service under Part III of the OATT; and[please ignore my earlier comment to delete this one].
001-xx(2).2.2.2.3.1.2 The Network Resources does not include any resources, or any portion thereof, that is committed for sale to non-designated third party load or otherwise cannot be called upon to meet the Network Customer’s Network Load on a non-interruptible basis, [please ignore my earlier comment to delete this one].
001-xx(2).2.2.2.3.2
The Network Customer shall have the right to request a partial temporary termination of a Designated Network Resource
001-xx(2).2.2.2.4.1
Once a permanent termination has been confirmed the Network Customer must request a Designation (addition) of New Network Resource WEQ-001-xx(2).2.4.1 to add the DNR back into the list of available DNR’s. [please ignore my earlier comment to delete this one].
001-xx(2).2.2.2.4.2  Once a permanent termination has been confirmed the Tranmission Provider will not be responsible for notification that the DNR has been eliminated. [please ignore my earlier comment to delete this one].
001-xx(2).2.3.1.3
If the additional load can be aggregated under an existing DNL assigned under the NITS application, the Transmission Provider shall input the name of such DNL in the the SELLER_COMMENTS field and will deny the new DNL request. [please ignore my earlier comment to delete this one].[This one might need more discussion] 

001-xx(2).2.3.1.4
The Network Customer should update the latest forecast to reflect the additional load associated with that DNL request. [please ignore my earlier comment to delete this one]
001-xx(2).2.3.1.5
If the additional load can not be aggregated under an existing DNL name under the NITS application, the Transmission Provider shall assign a unique DNL reference number, update the new DNL request with that name and register the new name with TSIN. [please ignore my earlier comment to delete this one]
001-xx(2).2.3.1.6
Upon confirmation of the new DNL request, the new  DNL will be included under the NITS application. [please ignore my earlier comment to delete this one][This one might need to be edited]
001-xx(2).2.3.2.2
The Transmission Provider must accommodate all requests for termination of DNL’s. [please ignore my earlier comment to delete this one]
001-xx(2).2.3.2.3.1
The Network Customer shall have the right to request a partial temporary termination of a Designated Network Load[please ignore my earlier comment to delete this one]
001-xx(2).2.3.2.4.1
Once a permanent termination has been confirmed the Network Customer must request a Designation (addition) of New Network Load WEQ-001-xx(2).2.5.1 to add the DNL back into the list of available DNL’s. [please ignore my earlier comment to delete this one]
5)  Annual Updates – ok
6)  Renewal – see my draft proposal posted for 11/9/09 mtg.

7) Transfers – see my draft proposal posted for 11/9/09 mtg.

8)  Aggregation/Disaggregation – Not sure how Paul intends to use this, but I would probably keep this section separate from Transfers.  If it applies to DNLs, I would add it to the Modification of Service section, as a separate subsection.
9)  Concomitant Requests – I suggest moving this under Paul’s WEQ001-101. (see above)
10)  All of the other 001-xx(2) standards which specify a named request type should be moved to WEQ 002 and/or WEQ 013.  
I agree with Christina on the need to address Ancillary Services, probably under General Requirements; however, I believe we can accomplish that primarily by simply referring to the Ancillary Services section of the existing NAESB standards.  This is because the same set of Ancillary Services schedules applies to both PTP and NITS.  I don’t believe there is a need to distinguish between Ancillary Services for PTP and Ancillary Services for NITS.
�Question:  I thought we were going to provide an electronic link mechanism on OASIS, such that the TP would not have to store hard copies.  We were waiting for more info on this from the Technical Team.
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