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RECOMMENDATION TO NAESB EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE

                                       For Quadrant: 
WEQ
                                       Requesters:
WEQ Joint ESS/ITS and BPS Subcommittee
                                       Request No.: 
2008 WEQ AP Items 2.b.iii.1-3
                                       Request Title:
Capacity Benefit Margin (CBM) 

Dear Wholesale Electric Quadrant Members and Interested Industry Participants – 

For the attached recommendation for standards that are linked to NERC standards development for FERC Order No. 890, our subcommittees have accepted these proposed standards and are asking you to comment on them in a formal comment period.  They are also asking the WEQ Executive Committee to consider this recommendation and comments that are submitted during the formal comment period, and vote on this recommendation.

The subcommittees understand that the proposed standards include references to NERC reliability standards that have not yet been approved through the NERC process, but are based on their current work products.  The proposed standards include placeholders for the NERC references, which will be added once they are approved by NERC.  The subcommittees do not expect that this recommendation will require significant rework by the subcommittees once NERC adopts its related reliability standards.  The subcommittees’ chairs will review the final NERC standards once adopted and will identify if any changes are needed to recommendations that have already been processed through commenting and EC consideration.  If changes are needed, a determination will be made whether the changes can be processed as minor actions, or for more substantive changes, the standards modification process will be used.

We are taking these steps and offering this recommendation for your comment and for EC consideration for vote rather than waiting until NERC completes its full process because:

(1) NERC has developed draft standards for the referenced items which have been processed through at least one ballotting period.

(2) The NAESB subcommittees do not expect the changes to be made by NERC in its current efforts to yield substantive changes to the NAESB related standards.   

(3) The progress being made by the subcommittees now on Order 890 towards meeting the August deadline will be adversely affected if the all NAESB Order No. 890 recommendations with NERC references are held in abeyance until NERC has concluded its efforts.
(4) The interested industry participants and the WEQ EC will have the opportunity to review the  NAESB Order No. 890 recommendations with NERC references for formal comment and consideration as NAESB completes its efforts on each recommendation.  In this manner, the industry and the EC are asked to consider proposed standards within a reasonable workflow.  The alternative is to hold all NAESB Order No. 890 recommendations with NERC references and then submit them all for industry comment and EC consideration which would provide a significant amout of documents for review, comment and consideration.  

(5) Last but certainly not least, submitting the recommendations now to the industry and to the WEQ EC will provide the necessary signals from the industry through formal comments and through EC actions.  If corrective action is needed, NAESB would have the opportunity to meet or come closer to the deadlines set by the FERC.  
Please note that the subcommittees have worked diligiently on this recommendation along with the work products available from NERC and that all steps outlined conform with NAESB operating procedures.  We appreciate your consideration and your comments.

With Best Regards,

Marcie Otondo, Co-Chair, NAESB Electronic Scheduling Subcommittee/Information Technology Subcommittee

Ed Skiba, Co-Chair, NAESB Business Practices Subcommittee

Paul Sorenson, Co-Chair, NAESB Electronic Scheduling Subcommittee/Information Technology Subcommittee

J.T. Wood, Co-Chair, NAESB Business Practices Subcommittee and Co-Chair,  NAESB Electronic Scheduling Subcommittee/Information Technology Subcommittee
1.  RECOMMENDED ACTION:
EFFECT OF EC VOTE TO ACCEPT RECOMMENDED ACTION:

      Accept as requested


  X  Change to Existing Practice

  X  Accept as modified below


      Status Quo

      Decline

2.  TYPE OF DEVELOPMENT/MAINTENANCE

Per Request:




Per Recommendation:
      Initiation




      Initiation 

  X  Modification



  X  Modification

      Interpretation



      Interpretation

      Withdrawal




      Withdrawal

      Principle 




      Principle 

      Definition 




      Definition 

      Business Practice Standard 


      Business Practice Standard 

      Document 




      Document 

      Data Element 



      Data Element

      Code Value 



      Code Value 

      X12 Implementation Guide


      X12 Implementation Guide

      Business Process Documentation

      Business Process Documentation

3.  RECOMMENDATION

SUMMARY:


The recommendation is intended to address the Capacity Benefit Margin requirements in FERC Order 890 under Docket numbers RM05-17 and RM05-25 in paragraphs 257 and 262 and in FERC Order 890-A under Docket number RM05-17 and RM05-25 in paragraphs 68 and 83. No additional determinations or clarifications regarding these annual plan items was provided in Order 890-B (Docket number RM05-17 and RM05-25).     
This recommendation addresses the WEQ 2008 Annual Plan Items:

2.b.iii 1
Determine if business practice standards are needed, and if so, develop them to set forth “how the CBM value shall be determined, allocated across transmission paths, and used” and how transmission providers will “reflect the set-aside of transfer capability as CBM in the development of the rate for point-to-point transmission service.” 

The business practices developed to address this item will require coordination with the NERC Order 890 reliability standards development.

2.b.iii.2
Business practice standards that include an OASIS mechanism to “allow for auditing of CBM usage.”

The business practices developed to address this item will require coordination with the NERC Order 890 reliability standards development. 
2.b.iii.3
Any additional business practice standards needed to complement the NERC CBM reliability standards (MOD004) created as a result of this effort.

The business practices developed to address this item will require coordination with the NERC Order 890 reliability standards development.

Recommended Standards:

Modifications to WEQ-001 

Modifications to WEQ-001 (New Requirements)

NOTE: NAESB Staff will assign appropriate enumeration to this standard to replace “n”, with next sequential standard number within WEQ-001
Business Practice Standards for Posting the Capacity Benefit Margin

001-n 
Information to Audit Usage of CBM

001-n.1 
Load Serving Entities shall request the use of CBM in support of energy imports into the load’s Balancing Authority Area through submission of a Request For Interchange as specified in the NAESB Standard WEQ-004, Coordinate Interchange.

001-n.2
The Transmission Provider shall post all scheduled use of CBM and any curtailments of those schedules in accordance with NAESB Standards WEQ-002 and WEQ-013 such that these schedules may be queried, viewed and audited using the OASIS scheduledetail template.

Modifications to WEQ-002
Modifications to WEQ-002 (Redlined Requirements)
Revisions to section 002-4.3.4.1:
002-4.3.4.1
Transaction Schedule (scheduledetail)

Transaction Schedule (scheduledetail) provides information on the scheduled uses of the Provider’s transmission system and any curtailments or interruption thereof. Posting of transmission service schedule information shall be in accordance with regulatory requirements, and reflect scheduled uses of reserved capacity to a level of detail that such schedules are subject to a Provider’s application of transmission security procedures and policies regarding curtailment and interruptions. There is no restriction on the number of transaction schedule records that may refer to a given transmission reservation at a given point in time.  
The Query Variables ASSIGNMENT_REF, SELLER_CODE, SELLER_DUNS, CUSTOMER_CODE, CUSTOMER_DUNS, SERVICE_INCREMENT, TS_CLASS, TS_TYPE, and TS_PERIOD act to select those transmission reservations for which all applicable transaction schedule information is to be returned. The PATH_NAME, POINT_OF_RECEIPT, POINT_OF_DELIVERY Query Variables select all applicable interchange transaction schedule records that use the specified path, point of receipt, and/or point of delivery. The TIME_OF_LAST_UPDATE, START_TIME, and STOP_TIME Query Variables select those particular interchange transaction schedule records updated and/or effective: 1) on or after a particular point in time (START_TIME alone), 2) before a particular point in time (STOP_TIME alone), or 3) between particular points in time (START_TIME and STOP_TIME). The TRANSACTION_ID Query Variable selects all applicable schedule information records associated with that particular schedule. Note that the format of TRANSACTION_ID may be Transmission Provider specific.


Each scheduledetail Template record returned in response to a query shall include information associated with:

1. information specifically related to the scheduled transaction,
2. information from all applicable OASIS transmission reservations used to support the scheduled interchange transaction, and
3. information related to any curtailment or interruption of service (if applicable), including a Transmission Provider’s refusal to accept or begin a Customer’s proposed interchange transaction for reliability or economic reasons (as allowed by the Provider’s Tariff).

Information to be supplied in each scheduledetail Template’s response records related to the scheduled  interchange are, SCHEDULE_REF, TRANSACTION_ID, TRANSACTION_TYPE, TPSE_CODE, PATH_NAME, POINT_OF_RECEIPT,  POINT_OF_DELIVERY, GCA_CODE, LCA_CODE, SOURCE, SINK, SCHEDULE_PRIORITY,  START_TIME, STOP_TIME, SCHEDULE_REQUESTED, and SCHEDULE_GRANTED.
The posting and availability of schedule and curtailment information on OASIS shall be in accordance with FERC Policy.  
SCHEDULE_REF uniquely identifies a particular posting of schedule information. SCHEDULE_REF would vary with each record of data returned in response to a scheduledetail query. TRANSACTION_ID, if applicable/available, contains a unique identifier associated with an interchange transaction that may span multiple SCHEDULE_REF records. When available or applicable, the TRANSACTION_ID Data Element should reflect any industry-recognized transaction identifier rather than a Provider specific internal identifier (e.g., the NERC electronic tagging “tag-id”). TRANSACTION_TYPE and TPSE_CODE identify the type of transaction scheduled (e.g., ENERGY, EMERGENCY, etc.) and the Transmission Customer associated with the service being scheduled, respectively. PATH_NAME, POINT_OF_RECEIPT, and POINT_OF_DELIVERY identify the Transmission Provider’s specific transmission resources used by the scheduled transaction, and would typically be identical to the corresponding Data Elements associated with the OASIS transmission reservation used to support the schedule. When known, the GCA_CODE and LCA_CODE identify the NERC registered Control Area acronyms associated with the ultimate generation and load control areas respectively. When known or required to more specifically identify the ultimate points of generation and load, the SOURCE and SINK elements identify service points within the generation and load Control Areas respectively.  SCHEDULE_PRIORITY identifies the relative priority of this particular interchange transaction as compared to all other scheduled transactions with respect to the application of curtailments or interruptions as well as a representation of the type of transmission service scheduled. SCHEDULE_PRIORITY would typically reflect the curtailment priority Data Elements associated with the OASIS transmission reservation used to support the schedule (i.e., NERC_CURTAILMENT_PRIORITY or OTHER_CURTAILMENT_PRIORITY). START_TIME and STOP_TIME designate the particular time interval represented by this record associated with the scheduled transaction. Note that multiple response records may be returned for a given scheduled  transaction when information associated with the schedule vary over time (e.g.,  SCHEDULE_REQUESTED, SCHEDULE_GRANTED, SCHEDULE_LIMIT, etc.), but that  scheduledetail Template response records for a given scheduled transaction should never overlap in  time. SCHEDULE_REQUESTED reflects the MW value requested to be scheduled by the Customer during the hour, and SCHEDULE_GRANTED reflects the MW value actually scheduled by the Transmission Provider at either the point of receipt or delivery, whichever is larger, over the START_TIME/STOP_TIME time interval. When SCHEDULE_REQUESTED exceeds SCHEDULE_GRANTED, a curtailment or interruption is in effect and additional information shall be returned in the record.  
Information in each scheduledetail Template’s response record related to the OASIS transmission  reservation(s) supporting the scheduled transaction includes ASSIGNMENT_REF, SELLER_CODE,  SELLER_DUNS, CUSTOMER_CODE, CUSTOMER_DUNS, AFFILIATE_FLAG,  SERVICE_INCREMENT, TS_CLASS, TS_TYPE, TS_PERIOD, TS_WINDOW, TS_SUBCLASS,  NERC_CURTAILMENT_PRIORITY, OTHER_CURTAILMENT_PRIORITY, and  CAPACITY_USED. Transaction schedules that are supported by the use of multiple OASIS transmission reservations return the information attributable to each individual transmission reservation using continuation records (i.e., records beginning with CONTINUATION_FLAG = ‘Y’). Each continuation record shall also include the SCHEDULE_REF identifier from the first (CONTINUATION_FLAG = ‘N’) record. CAPACITY_USED reflects the peak MW amount of the reservation used to support the scheduled transaction; the sum of CAPACITY_USED over all continuation records (if applicable) should equal the SCHEDULE_GRANTED.
Transaction schedules that were either “denied or interrupted” (ref. 18 CFR 37.6(a)(4)) shall include  information in the scheduledetail Template’s response related to the reason the transaction could not  be started or continued at the requested MW amount. The information returned shall include:  PROVIDER_ACTION, SCHEDULE_LIMIT, CURTAILMENT_OPTIONS, SECURITY_REF, EVENT_ID, SECURITY_TYPE, INITIATING_PARTY, RESPONSIBLE_PARTY, PROCEDURE_NAME, PROCEDURE_LEVEL, FACILITY_CLASS, FACILITY_LIMIT_TYPE, FACILITY_LOCATION, FACILITY_NAME, and ANNOTATION. If there are no restrictions to the scheduled transaction, these Data Elements shall all be returned as null.  
PROVIDER_ACTION indicates the particular action taken by the Transmission Provider with respect to the scheduled transaction; specific values to be returned are, DENIED if the schedule was not started as requested, CURTAILED if the scheduled MW was limited for reliability reasons, or INTERRUPTED if the scheduled MW was limited for economic reasons. SCHEDULE_LIMIT reflects the maximum MW value over the START_TIME/STOP_TIME interval that the Provider has determined can be scheduled. CURTAILMENT_OPTIONS defines any options the Customer may exercise to reinstate all or part of the proposed schedule. SECURITY_REF, INITIATING_PARTY, RESPONSIBLE_PARTY, PROCEDURE_NAME, PROCEDURE_LEVEL, FACILITY_NAME, FACILITY_CLASS, and FACILITY_LIMIT_TYPE provide information related to the specific transmission security event that prompted the Transmission Provider’s denial, curtailment or interruption of the proposed scheduled transaction (see security Template).

Template: scheduledetail

1. Query

PATH_NAME*

SELLER_CODE*

SELLER_DUNS*

CUSTOMER_CODE*

CUSTOMER_DUNS*

POINT_OF_RECEIPT*

POINT_OF_DELIVERY*

SERVICE_INCREMENT*

TS_CLASS*

TS_TYPE*

TS_PERIOD*

TS_WINDOW*

TS_SUBCLASS*

START_TIME

STOP_TIME

TIME_OF_LAST_UPDATE

ASSIGNMENT_REF

TRANSACTION_ID
TRANSACTION_TYPE*

SCHEDULE_PRIORITY*
2. Response

CONTINUATION_FLAG

TIME_OF_LAST_UPDATE

SCHEDULE_REF

TRANSACTION_ID
TRANSACTION_TYPE

TPSE_CODE
PATH_NAME

POINT_OF_RECEIPT

POINT_OF_DELIVERY

GCA_CODE

LCA_CODE

SOURCE

SINK

SCHEDULE_PRIORITY

START_TIME

STOP_TIME

SCHEDULE_REQUESTED

SCHEDULE_GRANTED

ASSIGNMENT_REF

SELLER_CODE

SELLER_DUNS

CUSTOMER_CODE

CUSTOMER_DUNS

AFFILIATE_FLAG

SERVICE_INCREMENT

TS_CLASS

TS_TYPE

TS_PERIOD

TS_WINDOW

TS_SUBCLASS

NERC_CURTAILMENT_PRIORITY

OTHER_CURTAILMENT_PRIORITY

CAPACITY_USED

(if the transaction is subject to curtailment:)

PROVIDER_ACTION

SCHEDULE_LIMIT

CURTAILMENT_OPTIONS

SECURITY_REF

EVENT_ID

SECURITY_TYPE

INITIATING_PARTY (e.g., CA/TP code)

RESPONSIBLE_PARTY (e.g., SC code)

PROCEDURE_NAME (e.g., "NERC TLR", or registered)

PROCEDURE_LEVEL (e.g., "2a", "3")

FACILITY_CLASS (e.g., transformer, etc.)

FACILITY_LIMIT_TYPE (e.g., thermal, stability, etc.)
FACILITY_LOCATION (e.g., "INTERNAL" or

"EXTERNAL")

FACILITY_NAME
ANNOTATION
Revisions to section 002-5.10.1:
	Template
	Deleted Data Element
	New Data Element
	Conversion Requirements

	scheduledetail (response)
	
	TRANSACTION_TYPE
	No data to convert.

	scheduledetail (response)
	
	TPSE_CODE
	No data to convert.

	scheduledetail (response)
	
	SCHEDULE_PRIORITY
	Existing data element converted prospectively upon implementation of Version 1.5 from a numeric-only curtailment priority value (e.g., 1-7) to an alphanumeric text field to contain the registered transmission product code specified in the tagged transaction.


WEQ-003 Data Dictionary Changes

Modifications to WEQ-003 (Redlined Requirements)
Revisions to 003-0:
	003-0
OASIS DATA DICTIONARY, Version 1.5

	Data Dictionary Element Name
	Alias
	Field Format :
minimum characters  
{type of ASCII} 
maximum characters
	Restricted Values
	Definition of Data Element

	SCHEDULE_PRIORITY
	SPRIORITY
	0{NUMERIC}2

0{ALPHANUMERIC}8

	Positive Number
Registered e-Tag transmission product code

	Identifies the relative priority of this particular interchange transaction as compared to all other scheduled transactions with respect to the application of curtailments or interruptions as well as the type of transmission service scheduled.  SCHEDULE_PRIORITY would typically reflect the lowest priority (if multiple reservations are used to support the schedule) registered transmission product code used to support the schedule on the Transmission Provider’s system.  Transmission product codes are registered values established by the NERC electronic tagging specifications. If the schedule is not associated with an electronic tag, this should represent the NERC_CURTAILMENT_PRIORITY or OTHER_CURTAILMENT_PRIORITY associated with the transmission service scheduled.  the curtailment priority Data Elements associated with the OASIS transmission reservation used to support the schedule (i.e., NERC_CURTAILMENT_PRIORITY or OTHER_CURTAILMENT_PRIORITY).  

	TRANSACTION_TYPE
	TRANST
	0{ALPHANUMERIC}25
	Registered e-Tag transaction type
	Registered transaction type identifier as specified in the NERC electronic tagging specifications.  If the transaction is not based on an electronic tag, this may take on any appropriate value established by the Transmission Provider.

	TPSE_CODE
	TPSE
	1{ALPHANUMERIC}8
	Registered e-Tag company code

	This is the registered code associated with the Transmission Customer whose transmission service has been scheduled.


Modifications to WEQ-004

Modifications to WEQ-004 (New Requirements)

NOTE: NAESB Staff will assign appropriate enumeration to this standard to replace “n”, with next sequential standard number within WEQ-004
Coordinate Interchange for Capacity Benefit Margin
004-n 
All scheduled use of a Transmission Service Provider’s transmission capacity set-aside for Capacity Benefit Margin (CBM) in support of energy imports into a load Balancing Authority Area served by the Transmission Service Provider shall be uniquely represented in all Requests For Interchange submitted to the IA.

004-n.1 
Until other means for submitting the RFI are adopted by NAESB, the following data fields shall be specified in each e-Tag requesting the use of the Transmission Service Provider’s CBM:

· The e-Tag transaction type shall be EMERGENCY.
· The Transmission PSE (TPSE) listed in the physical segment where CBM is being requested shall be the registered Entity Code of the Load Serving Entity requesting use of CBM.  Note that this is not necessarily the PSE submitting the e-Tag.

· The Transmission Product associated with the Transmission Service Provider whose CBM is being requested shall be 7-CB. 

004-n.2
The Transmission Service Provider may require the specification of a unique Transmission Reservation Number in association with any request for use of CBM.  Such requirement shall be fully documented in the Transmission Service Provider’s Business Practices posted on OASIS.  The TSP reserves the right to deny any RFI requesting use of CBM if the required Transmission Reservation Number is not specified.

Modifications to WEQ-008

Modifications to WEQ-008 (Redlined Requirements)

Revisions to WEQ-008-2.1.8:

008-2.1.8
Priority 7. Firm Point-to-point Transmission Service - (F), and Network Integration Transmission Service from Designated Resources – (FN), and Capacity Benefit Margin – (CB)

Modifications to WEQ-013
Modifications to WEQ-013 (Redlined Requirements)
Changes to WEQ-013-3.2:
013-3.2
scheduledetail
The scheduledetail template shall be used to query specific information posted by the Primary Provider related to the scheduled usage of reserved transmission service.  

For (transmission) schedules derived from implemented electronic tags (e-Tags) submitted in accordance with the North American Electric Reliability Corporation (NERC) Electronic Tagging Functional Specification, (ver.1.8.0) the following information must be provided on OASIS.
From the physical path segment of the e-Tag associated with the Primary Provider:

	Data Element
	Restriction/Requirement

	TRANSACTION_ID
	The full e-Tag transaction identifier, including the GCA, creating PSE and LCA codes

	TRANSACTION_TYPE
	The transaction type field from the e-Tag

	TPSE_CODE
	Registered acronym for the Transmission Customer whose transmission service was (is) scheduled. 

	PATH_NAME
	Optional; defined by the Primary Provider based on POR/POD and transmission services used to support the schedule.

	POINT_OF_RECEIPT
	POR as identified in the e-Tag physical path

	POINT_OF_DELIVERY
	POD as identified in the e-Tag physical path

	GCA_CODE
	Registered acronym for the generating control area (balancing authority)

	LCA_CODE
	Registered acronym for the load control area (balancing authority)

	SOURCE
	Registered value of the source from the e-Tag located within the GCA

	SINK
	Registered value of the sink from the e-Tag located within the LCA

	SCHEDULE_PRIORITY
	The effective curtailment priority that will be used by the Primary Provider in assessing any curtailment action that may be taken against the schedule.  This shall correspond to the transmission product code from the e-Tag transmission allocation profiles associated with the physical segment with the lowest curtailment priority on the Primary Provider’s system used to support the schedule over the start/stop interval.

	START_TIME/STOP_TIME
	The time interval associated with the information associated with this segment of the schedule.

	SCHEDULE_REQUESTED
	The value from the PSE Market Level profile information contained in the e-Tag

	SCHEDULE_GRANTED
	The actual MW level to which the e-Tag was scheduled; for block schedules, SCHEDULE_GRANTED should always be the lower of SCHEDULE_REQUESTED and SCHEDULE_LIMIT; for dynamic schedules SCHEDULE_GRANTED may be higher than SCHEDULE_REQUESTED.


Note: Elements are listed on basis of importance, which may be different from the order required in the template.
For each start/stop segment of the posted schedule, the following information shall be provided for each transmission service reservation that is used to support that segment of the schedule.  There may be one or more transmission service reservations used to support a given schedule segment.  These “stacked” reservations shall be communicated through continuation records as defined in the OASIS S&CP (WEQ 002).

	Data Element
	Restriction/Requirement

	ASSIGNMENT_REF
	The unique OASIS identifier assigned to the reservation supporting the schedule

	SELLER_CODE

SELLER_DUNS
	Identification of the Seller as listed in the transmission service reservation

	CUSTOMER_CODE

CUSTOMER_DUNS
	Identification of the Transmission Customer as listed in the transmission service reservation

	AFFILIATE_FLAG
	Identification of the reservation as being made by an affiliate of the Primary Provider

	SERVICE_INCREMENT

TS_CLASS

TS_TYPE

TS_PERIOD

TS_WINDOW

TS_SUBCLASS

NERC_CURTAILMENT_PRIORITY

OTHER_CURTAILMENT_PRIORITY
	The transmission service attributes and curtailment priority information as specified in the transmission service reservation

	CAPACITY_USED
	The actual MWs of reserved capacity used in support of the schedule derived from the transmission allocation information as specified in the e-Tag


Note: Elements are listed on basis of importance, which may be different from the order required in the template.
If the tagged transaction has been subject to a Reliability Adjustment the following information shall be supplied.  This is typically, but not necessarily, indicated by SCHEDULE_GRANTED being less than SCHEDULE_REQUESTED.

	Data Element
	Restriction/Requirement

	PROVIDER_ACTION
	As specified in the OASIS Data Dictionary, text descriptive of the action being taken by the Primary Provider, e.g., CURTAILMENT.

	SCHEDULE_LIMIT
	The value of the Reliability Limit set against the tagged transaction by any Reliability Entity over this segment of the schedule

	CURTAILMENT_OPTIONS
	Optional; Primary Provider supplied description of options that may be available to the Transmission Customer, such as redispatch

	SECURITY_REF
	Optional; If the reliability adjustment was the result of a security event that is posted on OASIS via the security template, this shall be set to the OASIS unique identifier assigned to that posting

	INITIATING_PARTY

RESPONSIBLE_PARTY

PROCEDURE_NAME
PROCEDURE_LEVEL

FACILITY_LOCATION

FACILITY_NAME

FACILITY_CLASS

FACILITY_LIMIT_TYPE

ANNOTATION
	Optional; If the reliability adjustment was the result of a security event that is posted on OASIS via the security template, these data elements will be reported as they appear in that associated security event posting


Note: Elements are listed on basis of importance, which may be different from the order required in the template.
Changes required to WEQ-013-4.1.2: 
013-4.1.2
File Example for Hourly Schedule Data
This example shows a request for the hourly schedule data from Primary Provider, AAA, related to the Seller, WXYZ, for the period 10 a.m. to 3 p.m. on April 10, 2007. 
There are two identical requests examples using two slightly different methods. The first request is using a HTTP URL request string through an HTML GET method. The second request is a similar example using fetch_http from a file using a POST method.

1. Query

URL Request (HTTP method=GET): 
http://(OASIS Node name)/OASIS/AAA/data/scheduledetail? ver=1.5& pprov=AAA& templ=scheduledetail& fmt=data &pprovduns=123456789 &path=W/AAA/ABC//& seller=WXYZ &por=BBB &pod=CCC& tz=PD& 
stime=20070410100000PD & sptime=20070410150000PD

URL Request (HTTP method=POST): 
$ fetch_http http://(OASIS Node name)/OASIS/aaaa/data/OASISdata -f c:/OASIS/wxyz/upload/infile. txt Where in-file.txt contains the following: ver=1.5& pprov=AAA& templ=scheduledetail& fmt=data &pprovduns=123456789 &path=W/AAA/ABC//& seller=WXYZ &por=BBB &pod=CCC& tz=PD& 
stime=20070410100000PD & 
sptime=20070410150000PD

2. Response Data

REQUEST_STATUS=200(
ERROR_MESSAGE=No error. (
TIME_STAMP=20070410160523ES (
VERSION=1.5(
TEMPLATE=scheduledetail(
OUTPUT_FORMAT=DATA(
PRIMARY_PROVIDER_CODE=AAA(
PRIMARY_PROVIDER_DUNS=123456789(
RETURN_TZ=PD(
DATA_ROWS=3 (
COLUMN_HEADERS=CONTINUATION_FLAG, TIME_OF_LAST_UPDATE, SCHEDULE_REF, TRANSACTION_ID, TRANSACTION_TYPE, TPSE_CODE, PATH_NAME, POINT_OF_RECEIPT, POINT_OF_DELIVERY, GCA_CODE, LCA_CODE, SOURCE, SINK, SCHEDULE_PRIORITY, START_TIME, STOP_TIME, SCHEDULE_REQUESTED, SCHEDULE_GRANTED, ASSIGNMENT_REF, SELLER_CODE, SELLER_DUNS, CUSTOMER_CODE, CUSTOMER_DUNS, AFFILIATE_FLAG, SERVICE_INCREMENT, TS_CLASS, TS_TYPE, TS_PERIOD, TS_WINDOW, TS_SUBCLASS, NERC_CURTAILMENT_PRIORITY, OTHER_CURTAILMENT_PRIORITY, CAPACITY_USED, PROVIDER_ACTION, SCHEDULE_LIMIT, CURTAILMENT_OPTIONS, SECURITY_REF, INITIATING_PARTY, RESPONSIBLE_PARTY, PROCEDURE_NAME, PROCEDURE_LEVEL, FACILITY_LOCATION, FACILITY_NAME, FACILITY_CLASS, FACILITY_LIMIT_TYPE,ANNOTATION(
N, 20070409030000PD,12345, BBB_MKTATAGCODE_CCC, NORMAL, MKTA , W/AAA/ABC//, BBB, CCC, BBB,CCC,GENX,LOADY,2-NH, 20070410100000PD, 20070410110000PD,280,280,856743, WXYZ,987654321, MKTA,987654322, N, HOURLY, NON_FIRM, POINT_TO_POINT, ON_PEAK, FIXED,,2, ,300,,,,,,,,,,,,, (
N, 20070409030000PD,12346, BBB_MKTATAGCODE_CCC, NORMAL, MKTA, W/AAA/ABC//, BBB, CCC, BBB,CCC,GENX,LOADY, 2-NH, 20070410110000PD, 20070410140000PD,295,295,856743, WXYZ,987654321, MKTA,987654322, N, HOURLY, NON_FIRM, POINT_TO_POINT, ON_PEAK, FIXED,,2, ,300,,,,,,,,,,,,, (
N, 20070409030000PD,12347, BBB_MKTATAGCODE_CCC, DYNAMIC, MKTA, W/AAA/ABC//, BBB, CCC, BBB,CCC,GENX,LOADY, 2-NH, 20070410140000PD, 20070410150000PD,300,300,856743, WXYZ,987654321, MKTA,987654322, N, HOURLY, NON_FIRM, POINT_TO_POINT, ON_PEAK, FIXED,,2, ,300,,,,,,,,,,,,, (
4.  SUPPORTING DOCUMENTATION
a.  Description of Request:

In the FERC Order 890 under Docket Nos. RM05-17-000 and RM05-25-000 dated February 16, 2007, the Commission made the following conclusions about this recommendation:
Paragraph 257 - The Commission therefore adopts a combination of the NOPR options one and two, and declines to adopt option three.  First, we require public utilities, working through NERC and NAESB, to develop clear standards for how the CBM value shall be determined, allocated across transmission paths, and used.  We understand that NERC has already begun the process of modifying several of the CBM-related reliability standards and that the drafting process is a joint project with NAESB.  Second, we require transmission providers to reflect the set-aside of transfer capability as CBM in the development of the rate for point-to-point transmission service.
Paragraph 262 - Concerning TAPS’ proposal to remove the reservation decision from the sole discretion of transmission providers, we determine that LSEs should be permitted to call for use of CBM, if they do so pursuant to conditions established in the reliability standards development process.  We direct public utilities working through NERC to modify the CBM-related standards to specify the generation deficiency conditions during which an LSE will be allowed to use the transfer capability reserved as CBM.  In addition, we direct that transmission set aside as CBM shall be zero in non-firm ATC calculations.  Finally, we order public utilities to work with NAESB to develop an OASIS mechanism that will allow for auditing of CBM usage.
In the FERC Order 890-A under Docket Nos. RM05-17-001, 002 and RM05-25-001, 002 dated December 28, 2007, the Commission made the following conclusions about this recommendation:
Paragraph 68 - The Commission directed public utilities, working through NERC and NAESB, to develop clear standards and business practices for how the CBM value is determined, allocated across transmission paths and flowgates, and used.  To ensure that CBM is used for its intended purpose, the Commission provided that CBM shall only be used to allow an LSE to meet its generation reliability criteria.  The Commission rejected requests to allow CBM to be used to meet reserve-sharing needs, explaining that TRM is the appropriate category for that purpose.  Public utilities were directed to work with NAESB to develop an OASIS mechanism that will allow for auditing of CBM usage.
Paragraph 82 – The Commission clarifies in response to Duke that utilities do not need to make CBM available to LSEs on their system if the utilities do not reserve for themselves CBM or its equivalent.  Comparability only requires transmission providers to make CBM available when they set aside for themselves transfer capability to meet generation reliability criteria.  In order to provide transparency and consistency regarding the use of CBM, public utilities, working through NERC, must develop clear standards for how CBM is determined, allocated across transmission paths, and used (footnotes omitted).  

Paragraph 83 - The Commission did not mandate a particular methodology for allocating CBM over transmission paths and flowgates in Order No. 890.  We therefore reject Southern’s argument that development of a consistent methodology for calculating CBM would be harmful to LSEs because reserve needs vary from area to area.  While we expect the NERC and NAESB process to produce a consistent and transparent process for setting aside and allocating CBM based on LSE requests, we decline to prescribe a specific method for how CBM should be obtained or allocated or otherwise determine the amount of capacity that the transmission provider has to set aside in response to requests from multiple LSEs.
No additional determinations or clarifications regarding these annual plan items was provided in Order 890-B (Docket number RM05-17 and RM05-25).

This recommendation addresses the WEQ 2008 Annual Plan Items:

2.b.iii 1
Determine if business practice standards are needed, and if so, develop them to set forth “how the CBM value shall be determined, allocated across transmission paths, and used” and how transmission providers will “reflect the set-aside of transfer capability as CBM in the development of the rate for point-to-point transmission service.” 


The business practices developed to address this item will require coordination with the NERC Order 890 reliability standards development.

2.b.iii.2
Business practice standards that include an OASIS mechanism to “allow for auditing of CBM usage.”


The business practices developed to address this item will require coordination with the NERC Order 890 reliability standards development. 

2.b.iii.3
Business practice standards that include an OASIS mechanism to “allow for auditing of CBM usage.”


The business practices developed to address this item will require coordination with the NERC Order 890 reliability standards development.

b.  Description of Recommendation:

c.  Business Purpose:

Implementation of FERC Orders 890, 890-A and 890-B.

d. Commentary/Rationale of Subcommittee(s)/Task Force(s):

Discussion of Scope
When the Joint ESS/ITS and BPS Subcommittee restarted its consideration of the CBM requirements, the group decided to assess the requirements and the current draft of the NERC CBM Requirements (MOD-004-1 dated May 23, 2008) rather than driving down into the draft standards which were developed in Fourth Quarter 2007 and were based on a prior draft version of the NERC CBM Standards.  The Joint ESS/ITS and BPS Subcommittee reviewed each CBM related annual plan item.  Below is a summary of the dicussion of each Annual Plan Item. 
2.b.iii 1
Determine if business practice standards are needed, and if so, develop them to set forth “how the CBM value shall be determined, allocated across transmission paths, and used” and how transmission providers will “reflect the set-aside of transfer capability as CBM in the development of the rate for point-to-point transmission service.” 

The business practices developed to address this item will require coordination with the NERC Order 890 reliability standards development.
Assessment: 
There is currently a place in systemdata where Transmission Providers are required to post the CBM values per path or flowgate.

There is currently a requirement for Transmission Providers to post their CBMID under the CBMID link under the ATC Information Link on the OASIS home page. There is also a requirement that if the Transmission Provider does not set aside CBM, the Transmission Provider will post that information on the CBMID link.

NERC is establishing a standard (MOD-004) for how the CBM value shall be determined, allocated across transmission paths, and used.

Upon re-reading Paragraph 257, the requirement to reflect the set-aside of transfer capability as CBM in the development of the rate for point-to-point transmission service falls on the Transmission Provider and therefore is not a task for NAESB or NERC.

Based on R12.1 of Draft NERC Standard MOD-004-1 (May 23, 2008), it appears that the usage of CBM may be on a first-in basis. If an LSE has submitted an e-tag requesting usage of CBM and there is no more CBM available, the Transmission Service Provider is not required to approve the e-tag. The subcommittee discussed and determined that to the extent members had concerns with the NERC requirements, they should address those concerns at NERC. To implement R12, e-tags will need to identify the use of CBM. WEQ 2008 Annual Plan Item 2(b)(iii)(2) will also require that the e-tags identify use of CBM and will be addressed in that AP item number.
After discussion the subcommittee agreed that first come, first served is a reasonable approach to dealing with usage of CBM inasmuch as all load is “paying” for the CBM set-aside. (Network bills are typically based on the load ratio share of the total costs of transmission, less revenues credits; therefore, the costs of the CBM set-aside is included the billing to all network customers). NAESB  advised NERC of this determination.  Upon further discussion, the determination that the first come, first served approach is reasonable was rescinded. The subcommittee discussed creating NAESB Business Practice Standards to address the allocation of usage of CBM in the event of competing requests for usage; however, a motion create such standards failed.
2.b.iii.2
Business practice standards that include an OASIS mechanism to “allow for auditing of CBM usage.”


The business practices developed to address this item will require coordination with the NERC Order 890 reliability standards development. 
Assessment: 
CBM Set-Aside

· CBMID will specify how an LSE requests a CBM set-aside.

· TP makes determination (per NERC MODs) of the CBM set-aside.

· TP documents the set-aside MW quantity per path/flowgate in systemdata

The Draft NERC Standard MOD-004-1 (May 23, 2008) includes data retention requirements for documentation on the CBM Set-Aside. (See M3 through M6.)  Therefore, no further data retention requirements need to be written by NAESB.  
Usage
· Requesting (of JISWG) that something be added to the e-tag specifications to identify usage of CBM.
· Ensure that the identifier added by JISWG is included in the query parameters scheduledetail template, 

· If changes to e-tag spec impact other NAESB  Business Practices (e.g. WEQ-004 Coordinate Interchange), the changes need to be included in this recommendation.
2.b.iii.3
Any additional business practice standards needed to complement the NERC CBM reliability standards (MOD004) created as a result of this effort.

The business practices developed to address this item will require coordination with the NERC Order 890 reliability standards development.

Assessment: 
The CBMID is required to be posted per the recommendation for the ATC Information Link, WEQ 2008 AP Item 2(b)(vii).

Based upon discussion of Parking Lot items 1 and 2, no additional work regarding allocation of set-aside or priority of usage is needed.

Studies – The subcommittee feels that the requirements for posting studies or lists of studies may be addressed by the EC Task Force discussing the List of ATC-Related Information.  Additionally, subcommittee members noted that the CBMID will be posted under the ATC Information Link (with the ability to redact per the Recommendation number 2008 AP Item 2.b.vii (WEQ-001 changes for “ATC Information Link” on OASIS and TTC and ATC methodologies and values) and the CBM values will be posted via the systemdata template.

Based on the above, the subcommittee has determined that no further action is needed on WEQ 2008 Annual Plan Item 2(b)(iii)(3).
In consultation with JISWG, the proposal for WEQ-004 modifications was created. WEQ-008 changes were agreed to with the BPS.
Supporting Documentation:
· Draft NERC Standard MOD-004-1 (May 23, 2008): 
ftp://www.nerc.com/pub/sys/all_updl/standards/sar/MOD-004_clean_30-day_comment_23May08.pdf
· CBM Reference Document: 
http://www.naesb.org/pdf3/weq_atc_afc070808w5.doc
· CBM Scope Document
· CBM Motions Document 

· Meeting Minutes

June 17-18, 2008 (Joint BPS and ESS/ITS) (unavailable – DC)
July 8-9, 2008 (Joint BPS and ESS/ITS) (unavailable – CG)
July 30, 2008 (Joint BPS and ESS/ITS) (unavailable- DC)
July 7, 2008 (JISWG) (unavailable – DC)
July 23-24, 2008 (JISWG) (unavailable – CG)
July 29, 2008 (BPS) (unavailable – DC)
July 17, 2008 (Joint NERC-NAESB ATC/AFC) (unavailable – DC)
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