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North American Energy Standards Board

Request for Initiation of a NAESB Business Practice Standard, Model Business Practice or Electronic Transaction

or 

Enhancement of an Existing NAESB Business Practice Standard, Model Business Practice or Electronic Transaction
Instructions:


1.
Please fill out as much of the requested information as possible.  It is mandatory to provide a contact name, phone number and fax number to which questions can be directed.  If you have an electronic mailing address, please make that available as well.


2.
Attach any information you believe is related to the request.  The more complete your request is, the less time is required to review it.


3.
Once completed, send your request to:




Rae McQuade




NAESB, President




801 Travis, Suite 1675




Houston, TX  77002




Phone:  713‑356‑0060



Fax:      713‑356‑0067



by either mail, fax, or to NAESB’s email address, naesb@naesb.org.

Once received, the request will be routed to the appropriate subcommittees for review.

Please note that submitters should provide the requests to the NAESB office in sufficient time so that the NAESB Triage Subcommittee may fully consider the request prior to taking action on it.  It is preferable that the request be submitted a minimum of 3 business days prior to the Triage Subcommittee meetings.  Those meeting schedules are posted on the NAESB web site at http://www.naesb.org/monthly_calendar.asp.

North American Energy Standards Board

Request for Initiation of a NAESB Business Practice Standard, Model Business Practice or Electronic Transaction

or 

Enhancement of an Existing NAESB Business Practice Standard, Model Business Practice or Electronic Transaction
   Date of Request:   __06/11/2012________________

1.  Submitting Entity & Address:




    
North Carolina Electric Membership Corporation (NCEMC)





3400 Sumner Boulevard_____________________________





Raleigh, NC 27616__________________________________





_________________________________________________

2.  Contact Person, Phone #, Fax #, Electronic Mailing Address:





Name 
:     
Robert S. Beadle_________________





Title 
:     
Manager, Transmission Resources_____





Phone :  
(919) 875-3135_____________________





Fax 
:
(919) 954-7225____________________





E‑mail
:
bob.beadle@ncemcs.com_________


Alternate Contact:
Name 
:     
James R. Manning_________________





Title 
:     
Senior Engineer, Transmission Resources_





Phone :  
(919) 645-2415_____________________





Fax 
:
(919) 954-7225____________________





E‑mail
:
james.manning@ncemcs.com_________

3. Title and Description of Proposed Standard or Enhancement:

Title:

Following up from approval of Network Service on OASIS and SAMTS recommendations, NCEMC submits this NAESB standard request in an effort to:

Improve transparency to allow Customers to determine whether they have been treated in a non-discriminatory manner by posting of additional information on OASIS when service is denied (i.e. refused or declined) by Customer(s) using new SAMTS process across multiple transmission systems to serve their NITS load on multiple systems  

Description:

NCEMC raised issues regarding the topic of “Transparency” on 4/30/2012 – 5/1/2012 during the NAESB Executive Committee meeting where the Network Service on OASIS recommendation was discussed and voted upon. This standard request follows the issues raised by NCEMC. 

With the development of the proposed SAMTS standards and proposed Network Service on OASIS standards, it is critical that existing Network Customers serving load on multiple systems be afforded transparent and timely information to allow them to plan for their network demand and manage their resources in the same manner as the Transmission Provider(s) on each system.  Improvements to OASIS functionality needs to be made by Transmission Providers to provide such transparency when service is denied to NITS Customers.  Some improvements previously submitted in prior standard requests for standards such as pending Annual Plan 3(a)(iv) associated with request R05026 would be a good start at moving forward with accomplishing the transparency on OASIS. A Customer using NITS and PTP service on a SAMTS or Coordinated Group of Requests should be provided information over the OASIS that would allow them to make decisions in a timely manner to meet minimum requirements of each Transmission Providers Network Service on OASIS and each TSP’s timing requirements of the for such requests for short-term and long-term TSRs.     

______________________________________________________________________

_______________________________________________________________________

4.  Use of Proposed Standard or Enhancement (include how the standard will be used, documentation on the description of the proposed standard, any existing documentation of the proposed standard, and required communication protocols): 

Once the SAMTS process are implemented on multiple systems, a NITS Customer submitting a Coordinated Group from ultimate source to ultimate sink receiving a “Denied” request would have no idea whether the constrained facility was on any of the areas the request passed through (i.e. “on the contract path” requested) or somewhere else, or the extent to whether the constraint is a short-term issue or a long-term issue.  NITS Customers are not always aware of coordinated efforts being made in short-term horizons by the TPs involved to rectify the constraining facility until TLR curtailments are affecting transactions that are supporting network service.

NITS Customers like NCEMC are actively engaged in multiple transmission planning processes with which it serves load as afforded to it in Order 890.  Order 890 identified the need to incorporate into the transmission planning processes information about repeated denials (full or partial) of transmission service over particular paths or flowgates that are constantly congested or constrained. This process is lacking in most transmission planning processes today, and consequently, seams issues continue to persist.

5.  Description of Any Tangible or Intangible Benefits to the Use of the Proposed Standard or Enhancement:

The proposed enhancements will provide greater transparency to Transmission Customers using both the new SAMTS process and Network Service on OASIS, in turn allowing them to provide service that is comparable to the Transmission Provider’s level of service.  The improvements on OASIS should also serve to minimize repetitive requests in TSR queues on multiple systems of multiple Transmission Providers resulting from a lack of information. Seams issues could be identified and addressed in a timely manner. 

_______________________________________________________________________

6.  Estimate of Incremental Specific Costs to Implement Proposed Standard or Enhancement:

Unknown at this time or cannot be determined without further development _______________________________________________________________________

7.  Description of Any Specific Legal or Other Considerations:


FERC Order 890 at P376-377; FERC 18 C.F.R. 37.6(e)(2) (2009); FERC Order 890-A, FERC Stats. & Regs. 31,261 at P148 ______________________________________________________________________

_______________________________________________________________________

8.  If This Proposed Standard or Enhancement Is Not Tested Yet, List Trading Partners Willing to Test Standard or Enhancement (Corporations and contacts):


Not Applicable________________________________________________________

_______________________________________________________________________

_______________________________________________________________________

_______________________________________________________________________

_______________________________________________________________________

_______________________________________________________________________

_______________________________________________________________________

_______________________________________________________________________

_______________________________________________________________________

_______________________________________________________________________

9.  If This Proposed Standard or Enhancement Is In Use, Who are the Trading Partners :


Not Applicable______________________________________________________________

_______________________________________________________________________

_______________________________________________________________________

_______________________________________________________________________

_______________________________________________________________________

_______________________________________________________________________

_______________________________________________________________________

_______________________________________________________________________

10.  Attachments (such as : further detailed proposals, transaction data descriptions, information flows, implementation guides, business process descriptions, examples of ASC ANSI X12 mapped transactions):

_______________________________________________________________________

_______________________________________________________________________

_______________________________________________________________________

_______________________________________________________________________

_______________________________________________________________________

_______________________________________________________________________

