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I appreciate the substantial effort the subcommittee made in addressing the formal comments via the subcommittee’s late comments that were posted on Friday June 24, 2011.  Some of the comments originally submitted do not appear to have been addressed in the subcommittee’s late comments.  With the proposed changes some new items of concern have been identified.  Below is a list of outstanding comments/recommendations that I have with the subcommittee’s latest comments.  
General Comments:

1. There should be audit requirements for cgstatus and cgupdate in WEQ-002-4.3.11.  A Transmission Customer may be updating these records multiple times.  Without the audit record there is no mechanism to track how the transactions changed over time. The subcommittee’s notes posted at http://www.naesb.org/pdf4/weq_oasis062011a3.doc state “this needs to be included in WEQ-002-4.3.11 as cgstatusaudit and cgupdateaudit.“ Recommend the following language be included.  
002-4.3.11
Audit Log
The OASIS audit log report facility shall be implemented by the definition of the following Templates:

transofferingaudit

 - audit counterpart to transoffering

ancofferingaudit

 - audit counterpart to ancoffering

scheduledetailaudit

 - audit counterpart to scheduledetail

securityaudit


 - audit counterpart to security

systemdataaudit

 - audit counterpart to systemdata

transstatusaudit

 - audit counterpart to transstatus
cgstatusaudit


 - audit counterpart to cgstatus

cgupdateaudit

 - audit counterpart to cgupdate

ancstatusaudit

 - audit counterpart to ancstatus

personnelaudit

 - audit counterpart to personnel

discretionaudit

 - audit counterpart to discretion

stdconductaudit

 - audit counterpart to stdconduct

Each of these audit Templates is an extension to the OASIS Template definitions of their non-audit counterparts. The requirements for implementation of the audit Templates are defined in the following sections. 

2. It appears that the subcommittee was moving towards using “pre-confirmed.”  However, there are still instances of “preconfirmed” included in the document.  (See sections WEQ-001-4.9.4, WEQ-002.4.3.6.3, WEQ-002-4.3.6.4, WEQ-013-2.6.1.1, and WEQ-013-4.1.6.1.) Recommend that NAESB make conforming changes for pre-confirmed. 
3. With Section WEQ-002-5.10 being added it became clear that the subcommittee is expecting to move from OASIS Version 1.5 to 1.6.  In making this change there are numerous references in the business practice standards that will also need to be updated, for examples headers for WEQ-001, WEQ-002, WEQ-003, WEQ-013 and examples contained in WEQ-013. Recommend that NAESB makes conforming changes to the change all references of OASIS Version 1.5 to Version 1.6. 
4. With some of the subcommittee’s responses to comment for clarification on when request meant all requests or all requests with the exception of Coordinated Requests there could be potential interpretation issues.  Below are some examples:
a. WEQ-001.4.9.1 Pre-confirmed 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.
b. WEQ-001.4.9.4 The Transmission Customer shall be permitted, but is not required, to withdraw any pre-confirmed 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.
c. WEQ-001.4.9.5 The Transmission Customer shall not change the status of any pre-confirmed Coordinated Request from CR_ACCEPTED to WITHDRAWN unless one or more of the other Coordinated Requests in the Coordinated Group was denied or granted at a lower capacity than requested.
d. WEQ-013-4.1.6.1(e) The Transmission Customer may withdraw request via transcust template at any time up to point where the Seller sets STATUS to ACCEPTED or CR_ACCEPTED.
The subcommittee’s comments indicated they did not see a conflict with these statements.  For example WEQ-001.4.9.1”is for the preconfiirmation of normal request. 4.9.4 is for the pre-confirmation of Coordinated Requests and are not in conflict.” What the subcommittee may be trying to achieve, though it is not documented, is that WEQ-001-4.9.4 and WEQ-001-4.9.5 rules for withdrawing a Coordinated Request trump all other rules for withdrawing a request.  It may be helpful to add a clarifying statement to indicate these requirements take precedence over other requirements associated with withdrawals contained within the Business Practices Standards specifically for Coordinated Requests.  Below is recommended redlined change to address this issue. 
WEQ-001.4.9.4 
For Coordinated Requests the following requirements take precedence over other requirements for withdrawing pre-confirmed requests. 
WEQ-001.4.9.4.1
 The Transmission Customer shall be permitted, but is not required, to withdraw any pre-confirmed 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.
WEQ-001.4.9.4.25 The Transmission Customer shall not change the status of any pre-confirmed Coordinated Request from CR_ACCEPTED to WITHDRAWN unless one or more of the other Coordinated Requests in the Coordinated Group was denied or granted at a lower capacity than requested.
Section Specific Comments:

WEQ-000

1. WEQ-000-2

a. Coordinated Group – in the first sentence “Transmission” should be lower case. 
WEQ-001

1. WEQ-001-xx.1.5 – In the last sentence “request” should be changed to “requests.” 
2. WEQ-001.xx.2.3 – In the last sentence change “Any Coordinated Requested” to “Any Coordinated Request.” 
3. WEQ-001-xx.3.4.3.1 – The Transmission Provider should be required to set the Coordinated Request to “INVALID” if the Transmission Customer has not provided the attestation and other Coordinated Requests information by the 24 hour deadline.  Making it optional seems as if it will cause problems where on Transmission Provider may set one of the Coordinated Request to invalid and another transmission provider may not.   Recommend changing “the Transmission Provider may set the Coordinated Request Status to INVALID” to “the Transmission Provider shall set the Coordinated Request Status to INVALID.” 
WEQ-002

1. WEQ-002-4.3.6.1 – It is unclear why Transmission Provider is highlighted next to the SELLER_CODE. Recommend removing highlight. 
2. WEQ-002-5.10 – This section was added as part of the subcommittee’s late comments. It is unclear to me why the following language was added to an implementation section: 
The eligibility requirement established in Business Practice Standard WEQ-001-xx.2 shall not apply to transmission service across areas of the interconnected transmission system under the operational control of Transmission Providers that have previously obtained waivers of WEQ-001 from the Commission.
Recommend removing this language.

WEQ-003

1. CR_ASSIGNMENT_REF – It seems to be a contradiction that the Restricted Values requires this Data Element to be unique unless it is 0.  This by default implies it is does not have to be a unique value.  Also, if you have a yearly reservation could it be used for multiple monthly Coordinated Groups?  Recommend removing “Unique” from Restricted Values. 
2. CR_SERVICE_INCREMENT – If only MONTHLY and YEARLY are valid entries per WEQ-001 why can registered values be created?  Recommend removing “{Registered}.” 
3. CR_TS_CLASS – If only FIRM, NON-FIRM, and SECONDARY are valid entries per WEQ-001 why can registered values be created? Suggest removing Recommend removing “{Registered}.”
4. CR_TS_TYPE – If only POINT_TO_POINT and NETWORK are valid entries per WEQ-001 why can registered values be created? Recommend removing “{Registered}.”
5. STATUS – 

a. Recommend that 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.” Recommend deleting NITS language and correcting typo. 
c. ANNULLED– Additional language “NITS Application” was added to the document but is not listed as redlined changes. Recommend deleting NITS language.
WEQ-013

1. WEQ-013-2.2 – 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? Recommend an arrow be added from STUDY to INVALID.  
Note: If the decisions is a request cannot go from STUDY to INVALID for Coordinated Requests clarifying language may need to be added to multiple sections of the standards which indicate that when a request is submitted the Transmission Provider may respond by setting the state to RECEIVED or STUDY. (For example WEQ-001-4.6, WEQ-013-2.3 and WEQ-013.4.1.6.2)
2. WEQ-013-2.6.9 – Second occurrence of section number 

a. Recommend moving this section to a subsection under WEQ-013-4 Example Implementation.  All of the examples within WEQ-013 are included under this section.  The next sequential number would be WEQ-013-4.1.9.  This change would also require adding the following statement at the end of the first occurrence of WEQ-013-2.6.9 “A process flow example for service across multiple transmission systems is included in WEQ-013-4.1.9.” 
b. The reference to figure yyyy needs to be updated in the first paragraph and the figure itself needs to be updated.  Recommend that NAESB update the figure reference the figure with the appropriate number before distributing for membership ratification.
c. Under the subsection “Evaluation and Initial Transmission Provider Response there is a formatting issue with the text blocking in the main numbers 2 through 4. Recommend that NAESB address this formatting issue before distributing for membership ratification.
3. WEQ-013-4.1.6.3 – Item (h) has a formatting issue. Recommend that NAESB address this formatting issue before distributing for membership ratification.
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