Southern Company Comments to 2007 WEQ Annual Plan Item 2(ii)
1) 002-4.3.2.1
Transmission Capacity Offerings Available for Purchase (transoffering)
The addition of the element OFFER_INCREMENT adds another element to uniquely identify a service. Combinations of the new elements uniquely identifying a service can create services not allowed by the TP’s tariff (e.g., Firm Hourly). The capability is only allowed for resellers effectively overriding the TP’s tariff.
Southern recommends an alternative be developed.

2) 002-4.3.4.4
System Data (systemdata)
Systemdata represents current data not historical values. As such, the proposed ANNOTATION information would be lost on an update that does not meet the criteria for an ANNOTATION. For example:
	Time of Last Update
	Value
	ANNOTATION

	T1
	1000
	

	T2
	800
	text

	T3
	820
	


A systemdata query invoked after T3 would show the information at T3 which does not include the annotation text.
The new element is extraneous for most of the systemdata usages since usage is perceived to be infrequent for TTC issues.
Southern recommends a separate template be implemented to support this requirement.

3) 002-4.3.6.1
Customer Capacity Purchase Request (transrequest)
OFFERING_INCREMENT
Southern recommends if OFFERING_INCREMENT concept is kept, it must be added to the template. This is required to uniquely identify the service offering in an obvious and consistent way.
4) 002-4.3.6.2
Status of Customer Purchase Request (transstatus)
OFFERING_INCREMENT
Southern recommends if OFFERING_INCREMENT concept is kept, it must be added to the template. This is required to uniquely identify the service offering in an obvious and consistent way.

5) 002-4.3.6.2 Status of Customer Purchase Request (transstatus)
PRIMARY_PROVIDER_APPROVAL
The element name is ambiguous since it must be inferred for this singular scenario of a transfer and could not be applied to other scenarios which may need PRIMARY_PROVIDER_APPROVAL. 
Southern recommends additional status states be used rather than add the PRIMARY_PROVIDER_APPROVAL element. This enforces the proper sequence of actions are followed. There are other scenarios that this approach would be applicable for usage (e.g. transferassign). 
6) 002-4.3.6.2 Status of Customer Purchase Request (transstatus)
ROLLOVER
Rollover elements all apply to a small percentage of reservations. 
Southern recommends a new template for the information and is associated with a reservation using the ASSIGNMENT_REF. This would allow the flexibility to adapt to changing ambiguous business standards without affecting the core template.
7) 002-4.3.6.2 Status of Customer Purchase Request (transstatus)
REASSESSMENT_DUE_TIME and RENEWAL_DUE_TIME
The elements apply to a small percentage of reservations. 
Southern recommends a new template for the information and is associated with a reservation using the ASSIGNMENT_REF. This would allow the flexibility to adapt to changing ambiguous business standards without affecting the core template.
8) 002-4.3.6.3
Seller Approval of Purchase (transsell)

It is not clear what the additional text “.  The Transmission Provider may, but is not obligated, to use this template to act on a transmission service request.” is attempting to address. Adding the exception note doesn’t seem to add any needed clarification since there is not a “must” for most templates to be used by the TP. It should be clear that an OASIS node implementation must provide all templates for all user roles even if the TP elects not to use them. Otherwise, product implementations will drift from the standard.
Southern recommends removing the text.
9) 002-4.3.6.3 Seller Approval of Purchase (transsell)
It is not clear what the modified text “the set of data elements START_TIME, STOP_TIME, CAPACITY_GRANTED, and OFFER_PRICE must be specified and may be repeated in continuation records” is attempting to address. Whatever the text, it should be clear that the full profile must always be represented.
Southern recommends the text be revised to address the comment.
If the Provider/Seller cannot accommodate the Customer's CAPACITY_REQUESTED and is obligated or elects to offer the Customer partial service that varies over the total period of the reservation or the Provider/Seller supports the negotiation of price on individual segments of a profiled reservation request (support for reservation profiles is at the discretion of the Provider), the set of data elements START_TIME, STOP_TIME, CAPACITY_GRANTED, and OFFER_PRICE must be specified on the first record and START_TIME and STOP_TIME must be repeated in continuation records as recessary for varing CAPACITY_GRANTED and OFFER_PRICE. In all cases the full profile should be represented.
10) 002-4.3.6.3 Seller Approval of Purchase (transsell)
The requirement for a hyperlink to conditional information should not be used. This encourages inconsistent information format and content. It is unclear how the reference information can be supported with audit and archival requirements.
Southern recommends separate standard templates should be implemented for specifying various provisions for the varying services.
11) 002-4.3.7.2 Seller Capacity Modify (transupdate)
The OFFER_INCREMENT should not be allowed to be modified any more than SERVICE_INCREMENT can be modified. It is part of the primary key for identifying a service. Allowing this leads will lead to confusion as to what the customer is purchasing or has purchased and allows redefinition of what a POST_REF refers to. 
Southern recommends the removal of the ability to update the elements identified in the comments.
12) 002-5.10
IMPLEMENTATION PLAN
Southern recommends the section should be removed from the standard and put in another document, Implementation Plan. In addition, an agreed upon implementation date should be set. There should not be the requirement to concurrently support multiple versions. Attempting to support multiple version based on the type of changes will lead to confusion to the customer.
