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The parties listed above are submitting the following comments in response to the OASIS Subcommittee’s request for formal 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. The recommendation provides a detail explanation of the templates and use of the templates for Coordinated Requests.  It would be helpful if an example of the Coordinated Request process was added in a new section WEQ-013.4.1.x that would provide sequencing of transactions that needed to be created and updated by the Transmission Customer and the Transmission Provider.
2. It is unclear if resales can be included as Coordinated Requests.  
3. There are existing requirements for pre-confirmed reservations that when the WEQ Business Practice Standards are reviewed in total may be in conflict with the new standards for Coordinated Requests (specific examples will be provided).

4. Considering the potential impact of Coordinated Request, there should be audit requirements for cgstatus and cgupdate in WEQ-002-4.3.11.
5. It is unclear if a Transmission Customer has to re-attest to contiguity if the customer deletes or withdraws a request that was originally used to establish contiguity.  If they do not re-attest and a request is deleted or withdrawn would this invalidate the Coordinated Request?  Can a Coordinated Request become a standalone request once the Customer has attested to the contiguity requirements?
6. Can sliding or extended monthly and sliding or extended yearly requests be Coordinated Request?  If not, the document should state that only fixed monthly and fixed yearly requests would be considered.

7. Recommend SAMTS apply to yearly requests only.  Shorter term requests such as monthly requests will have increased processing without a lot of value being added since the request can be withdrawn.

8. If a Coordinated Group consists of monthly and yearly requests is the confirmation after CR_ACCEPTED or CR_COUNTEROFFER based on the time limit for individual request or is it based on the longest or shortest time of all requests in the coordinated group?  For example if there is a monthly and a yearly request, will the Transmission Customer have 4 days to CONFIRM both requests, 15 days to CONFIRM both request or 4 days to CONFIRM the monthly request and 15 days to CONFIRM the yearly request.
9. It is unclear as to how is the CR_DISPOSITION_TIME established.  At some points in the recommendation it appears that the CR_DISPOSITION_TIME is established by the Transmission Customer and in other places it is established based on an activity by the Transmission Provider.  (Examples will be provided below.)
10. Is it reasonable to expect the Transmission Customer will enter a CR_DISPOSITION_TIME down to the exact second in multiple Transmission Provider Systems if a Coordinated Group spans three or more Transmission Providers?

11. Recommend running spell check on the document and consistently use either “preconfirmed” or “pre-confirmed.”

12. Though not a part of the standards we are proposing a number of changes to the Summary section.  These changes are documented in Attachment A.

Section Specific Comments:

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. If the decision is to keep SAMTS as an acronym then “Service Across Multiple Transmission Systems” should be either lower cased or Service Across Multiple Transmission Systems needs to be a defined term since it is capitalized.
2. WEQ-000-2

a. Coordinated Group – Depending on the decision on how to address the SAMTS abbreviation above conforming changes to the definition which uses the lower case “service across multiple transmission systems.”
WEQ-001

1. WEQ-001-xx.1.1 – 
a. Should this section reference queuing requirements contained in WEQ-001?

b. Please clarify what is meant by phrase “of the Seller of the service” in the following statement: “Coordinated Requests are only applicable for service requested directly from the Transmission Provider as the Seller of the service.” If this means that resales are not allowed to be a part of the coordinated request, then why not simply state that?
2. WEQ-001-xx.1.8 – Period is missing at the end of the sentence.

3. WEQ-001-xx.2.1 – 
a. In the first sentence suggest add the word “all” in the phrase in the second sentence: “Contiguity of a Coordinated Group shall encompass all Coordinated Requests.”  

b. Suggest adding language:  “Reservations used in establishing the contiguity requirements may start prior to the earliest START_TIME of all Coordinated Request or extend beyond the latest STOP_TIME of all Coordinated Requests in the Coordinated Group.”
4. WEQ-001-xx.2.1.4 – add a period at the end of the sentence..  

5. WEQ-001-xx-2.2 – Can conditional firm service be included within a Coordinated Group?

6. WEQ-001.xx.2.3 – Suggest changing the wording to “Any Coordinated Request within a Coordinated Group may have a requested capacity valued different from any other Coordinated Request in the Coordinated Group. Any Coordinated Requested within a Coordinated Group may have a requested capacity value different from any reservation capacity in the Coordinated Group.”

7. WEQ-001-xx.3.1 –

a. Suggest deleting the phrase “on OASIS”

b. How are NITS requests identified on OASIS since the NITS recommendation has not been completed?

8. WEQ-001-xx-3.3 – For reservations that are used in establishing the contiguity requirements should at CR_DISPOSITION_TIME be entered?  In reviewing the document there is no requirement to enter a CR_DISPOSITION_TIME for a reservation.  Considering the reservation is in a final state it may be appropriate to enter in a CR_DISPOSITION_TIME.  
9. WEQ-001-xx.3.4.1

a. Should “prior to the deadline established in WEQ-001-xx.3.3” be changed to “prior to the deadline established in WEQ-001-xx.3.2”?
b. Does the reference to WEQ-001-xx.3.5 refer to WEQ-001-xx.3.5 or to WEQ-001-xx.3.5 through WEQ-001-xx.3.5.4?  In reviewing the document it appears that it includes all of the subsections.  There seems to be an inconsistency in this requirement where the reference to WEQ-001-xx-3.4 applies only to one specific section while the reference to WEQ-001-xx.3.5 applies to that section and all of its subsections.

10. WEQ-001-xx.3.4.2
a. Should “prior to the deadline established in WEQ-001-xx.3.3” be changed to “prior to the deadline established in WEQ-001-xx.3.2”?

b. There is an extra space at the end of the sentence prior to the period.

11. WEQ-001-xx.3.4.2.1 – Request should be capitalized in both instances since “Coordinated Request” is a defined term.

12. WEQ-001-xx.3.4.2.2 – There is an extra space between “identify” and “the.”

13. WEQ-001-xx.3.4.3 – Should “prior to the deadline established in WEQ-001-xx.3.3” be changed to “prior to the deadline established in WEQ-001-xx.3.2”?
14. WEQ-001-xx.3.4.3.1 – There is extra space between “Provider” and “may.”
15. WEQ-001-xx.3.5.1 – This section allows a Transmission Customer or Network Customer to withdraw a request originally entered to attest that the contiguity requirements have been met.  Is the only requirement for the Transmission Customer or Network Customer to re-verify contiguity?  Is there any obligation on the Transmission Provider to continue to treat the request made on its transmission system as a Coordinated Request if the Customer has violated the contiguity requirement by either deleting or withdrawing a Coordinated Request on another Transmission Provider’s system?

16. WEQ-001-xx.3.5.2 – 
a. There is a typo “n” should be “in.”
b. Suggest deleting the phrase “to the request.”

17. WEQ-001-xx.3.5.3 – Suggest adding the following language at the end of this section.  “This is accomplished by changing the CR_DISPOSITION to PARTIAL.”

18. WEQ-001-xx.3.5.4 – Suggest adding the following language at the end of this section.  “This is accomplished by changing the CR_DISPOSITION to FULL.”

19. WEQ-001-xx.3.5.6 – It is unclear as to when the clock starts for the confirmation time limit.  From this section it appears when the last PENDING Coordinated Request was changed to a status other than PENDING.  There is no reference to the CR_DISPOSITION_TIME.  This could result in different confirmation time limits for requests on different Transmission Providers’ systems for the same type of service such as monthly.  It would also potentially allow for a Customer to delay entering a status of something other than PENDING thus granting them more time to decide whether or not to confirm the reservation.
20. WEQ-001-xx.3.6 – Should the reference to WEQ-001-4.13 be WEQ-001-4.10?  WEQ-001-4.10 provides information as to when the clock starts on the time limits.
21. WEQ-001-xx Appendix xx – Example 4 suggest changing text “(The requirement is only met on TP3.)” to “(There are no reservations or requests for TP1 and TP2 that extend to latest stop date for Res 2-3, so the contiguity requirement is not met.)

22. WEQ-001-4.6 – Can resellers have Coordinated Requests?  This section implies resales could be Coordinated Requests.  Are there any unique requirements for Coordinated Requests being derived from resales?
23. WEQ-001-4.7.3 –

a. Suggest adding commas after “or” and “for a Coordinated Request”

b. Suggest deleting the second occurrence of “the Transmission Provider shall use”

24. WEQ-001.4.9.4 – This language seems to be in conflict with WEQ-001.4.9.1.

WEQ-001.4.9.1 Preconfirmed requests for short-term firm and non-firm point-to-point service 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-001.4.9.4 The Transmission Customer shall be permitted, but is not required, to withdraw any preconfirmed Coordinated Request in the Coordinated Group when the Transmission Customer has notified the Transmission Provider that one or more of the other Coordinated Requests in the Coordinated Group was denied or granted at a lower capacity than requested.

Additional language should be added to WEQ-001.4.9.1 to indicate the requirement is not applicable to Coordinated Requests.
25. WEQ-001-4.9.4 – The ability to withdraw confirmed requests could encourage gaming.  A customer could initiate Coordinated Requests with an “appearance of contiguity”, but never have any intention of actually confirming all requests.

26. WEQ-001-4.10 – We suggest adding the word “some” instead of “other”;
2nd line from the bottom: to either CR_ACCEPTED, or CR_COUNTEROFFER or some final state, and is…  The word “some” is used in other instances.  CR_ACCEPTED and CR_COUNTEROFFER are not final states, right? 
27. WEQ-001-4.10-7 – Can a customer reduce a rebid lower than the lowest capacity granted in the group.  For example, if a customer originally requested 100 MW on Transmission Provider A and Transmission Provider B.  Transmission Provider A granted 100 MW and Transmission B granted only 50 MW can the customer rebid 25 MW?
28. WEQ-001-4.13 – 
a. Footnote 9: 
i. The timing for when the confirmation time limit starts is different here than what is listed in WEQ-001.xx.3.6.  Here it states when the last Coordinated Request is changed to a status of CR_ACCEPTED or CR_COUNTEROFFERED.  In WEQ-001.xx.3.6 the timing starts based on when the Customer changes all coordinated requests using the cgupdate template to PENDING.  
ii. Is the correct term in the footnote just the word “time” or should it be more specific? Such as “the time stamp from the Last Seller Action line of the Times table of the request template”

iii. Suggest adding a comma after CR_COUNTEROFFER.

b. How is the column “Time QUEUED Prior to Start” used?  
WEQ-002

1. WEQ-002-4..3.6.1 – It is unclear why Transmission Provider is highlighted next to the SELLER_CODE.

2. WEQ-002-4.3.6.4 – In the first sentence what is meant by “after the Seller has indicated the purchase request is approved”?  Does it mean that the Seller has changed the status to ACCEPTED or CR_ACCEPTED?  It might be helpful to clarify this statement.

3. WEQ-002-4.3.6.4.1 – 
a. We suggest adding the word “some” instead of “any other”; or this should at least be consistent. The phrase is used throughout the standard.  Pg. 36 line four could read: CR_COUNTEROFFER, or some final state… CR_ACCEPTED and CR_COUNTEROFFER are not final states, right?

b. In the third paragraph, line 2 there is an extra space between “Proposed,” and “the.”
c. In the fourth paragraph suggest adding the word “initially” to “The CR_DISPOSITION data element must be initially set to PENDING for each of the other Coordinated Requests in the Coordinated Group.”

d. In the last paragraph it is confusing that the requirements are referencing statuses that are being updated on other Transmission Provider Systems using other templates that impact what has to change here. Some clarifying language could be helpful.  For example,
CR_DISPOSITION_TIME must be specified as null until the Coordinated Request identified by CR_PRIMARY_PROVIDER and CR_ASSIGNMENT_REF has been set to a STATUS of CR_ACCEPTED, CR_COUNTEROFFER, or any other final state in that Transmission Provider’s OASIS.  The CR_DISPOSITION must be updated to indicate if the associated request was granted in full (FULL), in part (PARTIAL), denied (NONE) or voluntarily withdrawn (WITHDRAWN) by the Transmission Customer.  When the CR_DISPOSITION is changed to a value other than PENDING the CR_DISPOSITION_TIME must be entered.  The CR_DISPOSITION_TIME refers to the time in the CR_PRIMARY_PROVIDE system change the STATUS of the request to CR_ACCEPTED, CR_COUNTEROFFER or some final state.

WEQ-003

1. General Comment – Most of the new Data Elements reference specific Business Practice Standards.  Adding these types of references is inconsistent with the other data elements and creates additional work to maintain the cross references.

2. CG_DEADLINE – Can Reservations be added to the Coordinated Group after the CG_DEADLINE?  The definition states only Coordinated Requests have to be entered into the Coordinated Group before the deadline.

3. CR_DISPOSITION – Under the definition of NONE, remove the word “other”: Indicates the Coordinated Request was set to some final state… Is CR_ACCEPTED a final state? If not, remove CR_ACCEPTED and CR_COUNTEROFFER from the definition or take the word “final” out. 
4. CR_DISPOSITION_TIME –  I have the same issue as mentioned above: remove the word “other”: This indicates the Coordinated Request was set to some final state… Is CR_ACCEPTED or CR_COUNTEROFFER a final state? If not, remove CR_ACCEPTED and CR_COUNTEROFFER from the definition or take the word “final” out. 

5. CR_SERVICE_INCREMENT – If only MONTHLY and YEARLY are valid entries per WEQ-001 why can registered values be created?

6. CR_TS_CLASS – If only FIRM, NON-FIRM, and SECONDARY are valid entries per WEQ-001 why can registered values be created?
7. CR_TS_TYPE – If only POINT_TO_POINT and NETWORK are valid entries per WEQ-001 why can registered values be created?

8. STATUS – 

a. Request that the NAESB reformat the table so the STATUS appears at the top of each page

b. CONFIRMED – Additional language “or the NITS Application is completed” was added to the document but is not listed as redlined changes. The word “exits” should be changed to “exist.”
c. ANNULLED– Additional language “or the NITS Application is to be voided” was added to the document but is not listed as redlined changes.
WEQ-013

1. WEQ-013-2.2 – 
a. A period needs to be added at the end of the definition for CR_ACCEPTED.

b. In the last paragraph the new language seems to conflict with the first sentence.  Consider adding language to the first sentence that specifies it is applicable to requests that are not identified as Coordinated Requests.

c. In Exhibit 2 – State Diagram of Purchase Transactions – If the Transmission Provider’s OASIS automatically sets a transmission service request to “STUDY” should there also not be a line to “INVALID” where the attestation does not occur timely?

2. WEQ-013-2.2.1 – Suggest adding “(RESPONSE_TIME_LIMIT)” after “confirmation time limit in the last paragraph.

3. WEQ-013-2.6.1 –

a. In the last paragraph there is an extra space between “of” and “Coordinated”
b. In the last paragraph suggest adding language that PRECONFIRMED must also be set to YES since this is a requirement for Coordinated Requests.
4. WEQ-013-2.6.2 –

a. In the last paragraph there is an extra space between “of” and “Coordinated”
b. In the last paragraph there is a typo “ib” should be “in”.
c. In the last paragraph suggest adding language that PRECONFIRMED must also be set to YES since this is a requirement for Coordinated Requests.
5. WEQ-013-2.6.3 –

a. In the last paragraph there is an extra space between “of” and “Coordinated”
b. In the last paragraph there is a typo “ib” should be “in”.
c. In the last paragraph suggest adding language that PRECONFIRMED must also be set to YES since this is a requirement for Coordinated Requests.
6. WEQ-013-2.6.5.1–

a. It is unclear why the reference to WEQ-001-21.5.2.2.1 is highlighted.

b. In the last paragraph there is an extra space between “of” and “Coordinated”
c. In the last paragraph there is a typo “ib” should be “in”.
d. In the last paragraph suggest adding language that PRECONFIRMED must also be set to YES since this is a requirement for Coordinated Requests.
7. WEQ-013-2.6.9 

a. First Paragraph, First Sentence – suggest replacing “review, evaluation” with “processing”

b. Third Paragraph, Second Sentence – There is a typo, change “additiional” to “additional”

c. Third paragraph – There is a typo misspelling “Provider’s” should be “Providers” (just prior to the phrase “within the 24 hour submission deadline.”)

d. Third Paragraph, Last Sentence – May want to consider breaking the sentence into multiple sentences.

“That is, the Coordinated Group associated with a given Coordinated Request will not include that Coordinated Request; submission of a record to the Transmission Provider where the ASSIGNMENT_REF refers to the same request as the CR_PRIMARY_PROVIDER_CODE and CR_ASSIGNMENT_REF data elements will be returned as an error.”

e.  Fourth Paragraph, First Sentence – There is a typo, change the word “be” to “by”.

f. Seventh Paragraph, First Bullet – This bullet seems to have restrictions on withdrawals.  In earlier sections withdrawals appear to apply to any request in the Coordinated Group without restrictions.  Recommend clarification and consistency throughout the document. It seems the request can be withdrawn at any point in time for any reason.  Instead of WITHDRAWN, why not REBID the request capacity to zero instead of withdrawing it? If the request is WITHDRAWN, then there is no audit trail for the TP.  

i. It conflicts with what is stated in section 001-4.9.
g. Furthermore we request that more language be provided concerning how a withdrawal will take place. How does the Transmission Provider know that the Coordinated Request was withdrawn because another Transmission Provider denied its Coordinated Request? Based on good faith? If the Transmission Provider discovers the Transmission Customer did withdraw the Coordinated Request against the guidelines what type of ‘penalty/recourse’ do the Transmission Provider(s) have to prevent the same incorrect behavior in the future?
h. General comment – This section could be easier to understand if it was broken into subsections such as: Creating a Coordinated Request, Creating Coordinated Group, Updating Coordinated Request, Updating Coordinated Group.

8. WEQ-013-4.1.6.1

a. Item d – Do not think the exceptions for CR_ACCEPTED need to be included in this item.  A separate item may be needed for CR_ACCEPTED.

b. Item e – Indicates a Transmission Customer may withdraw a request “at any time up to the point where the Seller sets the STATUS to ACCEPTED or CR_ACCEPTED.”  WEQ-001-4.9.5 allows for changing the STATUS to WITHDRAWN under certain circumstances.  These two requirements appear in conflict.

9. WEQ-013-4.1.6.3 – Item h has a formatting issue.

10. WEQ-013-4.1.6.5 – Item g indicates that the Transmission Customer/Seller go through negotiation iterations “until negotiations are broken off or the reservation is confirmed.” 
Within this item it is does not explain that 1) a Transmission Provider may have agreed to the terms originally requested setting the status to CR_ACCEPTED but the Customer wants to continue negotiating because the customer is negotiating with another Transmission Provider on one of the other Coordinated Requests; or 2) a Transmission Provider agreed to the terms of the request, setting the status to CR_ACCEPTED but the Customer withdraws the request and it never goes to confirmed.
Attachment A

SUMMARY:


The Commission issued Order 890 directing Transmission Providers to develop through NAESB, Business Practice Standards, including OASIS functionality related to Service Across Multiple Transmission Systems (SAMTS).

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:

· Transmission Providers processing transmission requests independently of one another (and often on different approval timelines), 

· Transmission Providers adhering to strict confirmation deadlines, and 

· Transmission Providers having no consistent mechanism to accommodate coordination of requests.

Summary of Recommendation 

The basic recommended process relies on the customer identifying requests that will be coordinated (“Coordinated Requests”) at the time of submission and communicating status changes of Coordinated Requests to all Transmission Providers who are evaluating Coordinated Requests.  The process requires each Transmission Provider processing Coordinated Requests to delay final processing of such Coordinated Requests until all Transmission Providers have evaluated and responded to the Coordinated Requests. The proposed process is not intended to apply to Transmission Providers that are exempt or substantially exempt from WEQ-001, 002, 003, and 013. 
Proposed Process  

1. The customer identifies the set of Coordinated Requests for service across multiple systems.  The Transmission Customer submits these requests as preconfirmed requests and provides information about the other Coordinated Requests in the group in each request.
2. Each Transmission Provider processes the request submitted for service on its system in the same manner that it would process any other request for service on its system.  The customer response time deadline for these requests is, however, extended until all Transmission Providers that received an identified Coordinated Request for service on their system have processed the identified Coordinated Request for service on their system.
3. After all Transmission Providers have responded, the customer response deadline is established.  If all requests have been accepted the Transmission Customer must confirm all requests.  If one or more of the requests for transmission capacity could not be accepted in full, the customer may reduce or withdraw any or all of the Coordinated Requests in the group.

4. If the Transmission Customer fails to act before the customer response deadline, the requests that were accepted may be moved to a confirmed state and the requests that had been counteroffered may be retracted.
	
	Page 2
	

	
	
	



