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We appreciate the opportunity to comment on the above referenced draft recommendation from the BPS. In general we agree with the recommendation that the Generator Priority Assignment and Market Flow Assignment methods be used for testing the IDC Change Order 283. As described in the recommendation the Generator Priority Assignment method included in this recommendation is not the same as the final Generator Prioritization product that may be approved sometime in the future. 
 We have several thoughts and recommendations that we would like to see included in the approved recommendation for the Interim Solution for Parallel Flow Visualization.

ASSUMPTIONS FOR THE RECOMMENDATION
We are concerned about the numerous assumptions used by the BPS, and those contained in the NERC letter, to develop this recommendation. We are also concerned that the terms and conditions contained in the recommendation are not specific enough to address all possible divergent uses of the recommendation if the assumptions turn out to be incorrect. Also, the recommendation states the options will have a “sunset” date of November 1, 2011 without indicating any necessary transition actions, consequences, or requirements that would be associated with the sunset provisions. 
Therefore we recommend the following changes:

008-1
General Requirements Regarding use of Interconnection-wide TLR procedures

008-1.7
Reporting TRANSMISSION SERVICE Priorities for use by the IDC

The following requirements provide options for reporting transmission service priorities to the IDC during the testing of Change Order 283 for the IDC. These options will be used only for testing NERC Change Order 283. This recommendation will not be filed with FERC and will have a sunset date of November 1, 2011. Once this recommendation has reached the sunset date, participating entities will cease to have any obligations or requirements associated with this recommendation.
008-1.7.1
Assignment of transmission service priorities can be done via a generator priority assignment or a market flow assignment.  

DATA SUBMITTAL - PERCENTAGE
The recommendation includes the requirement that transmission priority for a generator be submitted as either a percentage or MW value; percentage of what? Therefore we recommend the following changes that the percentage be percent of generator output:
008-1.7.1.1.1 
Generator Priorities Submittal via the SDX

Generator priorities may be submitted via the SDX.  The transmission priority for the generator will be submitted as either a percentage of generator output or MW value according to the timing requirements of the SDX data updates. 

ASSIGNMENT OF TRANSMISSION PRIORITIES BY INTRA-BA TRANSACTIONS
Entergy has the following concerns regarding the Priorities Submittal via Intra-BA Transactions. First, transmission service contracted by transmission customers for specific generators for use within a BA can be any combination of Firm, or Non-firm, and PTP or network service. The recommendation unnecessarily restricts the use to “non-firm PTP and network service”. We recommend the following changes to remove this restriction as follows:
008-1.7.1.1.2
Generator Priorities Submittal via Intra-BA Transactions
BAs may use Intra-BA Transactions to represent Firm and Non-firm PTP and network service from designated Network Resources and sources not designated as Network Resources . A generator MW output provided via the SDX will be subtracted by the scheduled MW of the tags mapped to the generator, whether these are Intra-BA Transactions or e-Tags. Intra-BA Transactions will follow the same update requirements as NERC Interchange Transactions.
We expect the subtraction of the “scheduled MW of tags mapped to the generator” from the “generator MW output provided via the SDX” will not be zero in all cases and the remainder of that subtraction could be a positive or negative value of MWs. Our second concern is that the business practices do not address the use or priority of those remaining MWs other than assuming that the remaining MW default to the “firm” transmission service priority. We suggest that this scenario be more specifically addressed by the business practices. 
PSEUDO-TIES

The industry makes extensive use of dynamically transferred generator capacity, also known as pseudo-ties. This term is used to describe the situation where a generator is physically located on one transmission providers transmission system (within a specific BA, Native BA) and some or all of that generator’s output is telemetered into another BA’s balancing authority area (Receiving BA). There are no BA-to-BA schedules nor e-tags for the output of these MWs. We recommend that the following be added to the recommendation to make it clear that the Receiving BA will submit an Intra-BA Tag to identify these pseudo-tied MWs: 
008-1.7.1.1.2
Generator Priorities Submittal via Intra-BA Transactions
………….. NERC Interchange Transactions.
The transmission service associated with generator capacity dynamically transferred to a Receiving BA will be submitted to the IDC by the Receiving BA using an Intra-BA Tag.
DEFINE “INTRA-BA TRANSACTION”
The term Intra-BA Transaction is used in the recommendation as a defined term, but it is not defined in the Definition of Terms. We recommend the following change to define the term or to use the term in lower case (intra-BA transaction):

Intra-BA Transaction – the Point-to-Point transmission service reservation associated with the sale of generator MW capacity from the generator to a sink within a Balancing Authority Area. The PTP transmission service reservation may be Firm or Non-Firm.
