These are the comments of We Energies: 

1) General Comment:  In looking at the business practices, NAESB should be taking into account the changing market with the expansion of PJM and the implementation of the MISO Day 2 market.  With the initial start-up of the MISO Day 2 market, there will be multiple Control Areas (which will serve as Balancing Authorities using the new definitions) operating for the foreseeable future.  Many of the proposed business practices do not take into account the structure of MISO operating a LMP market with multiple Balancing Authorities.
2) The Area Control Error (ACE) Equation:  For "Load or Generation Transfer By Telemetry", such a transfer should be allowed to occur by either a Dynamic Schedule (as indicated in the business practice) or by a Pseudo-tie.  The business practice allows for the use of a Pseudo-tie for a Jointly-Owned-Unit and the difference between transferring a full unit or a load versus only a part of a unit is not dramatically different.  
3) Coordinate Interchange Business Practice:  The start of the MISO Day 2 market with multiple Balancing Authorities does not fit well with the current tagging requirements nor those spelled out by NAESB.  Under Day 2, MISO will be sending a Net Scheduled Interchange to each Control Area (Balancing Authority) on a 5 minute basis.  This NSI will not result in the submission of tags between MISO members "BAs" as contemplated under the business practice.  The only time a tag would be submitted would be if a transaction is crossing RTO boundaries.  
4) Coordinate Interchange Business Practice:  In NAESB Appendix A, the requirement to submit a tag of 24 hours or longer, 4 hours prior to start seems somewhat prohibitive.  If a party already has Confirmed transmission and is looking to do a 24 hour deal with less than a 4 hour lead time, they could simply submit to separate tags of less than 24 hours to circumvent the timing restrictions.  Because the requirement is so easy to circumvent, it would appear not to make sense to impose such a restriction.
5) Business Standard Emergency Operation:  Under Requirements 1, how does the Balancing Authority go about "scheduling interchange purchases in advance"?  It is possible that a Balancing Authority may not be a Load Serving Entity or if it is a LSE, it is not deficient in resources but have another LSE within "jurisdiction" that is resource deficient.  If this is going to work, the BA will need to have the authority to order the responsible LSE to secure additional purchases and this should be indicated in the standard.  
6) Business Standard Emergency Operation:  In Section 5, "Posting of ENERGY EMERGENCY ALERTS", no reference is made to an EEA 3.  If the concept of an EEA 3 has been eliminated in the NERC Policies, this is OK, if EEA 3's still exist, reference should probably be made.
7) Inadvertent Interchange Standard:  MISO's current plan on handling inadvertent accounting among the multiple BAs may not be consistent with this standard.  MISO will be looking at "balancing" the inadvertent accounts between MISO member BAs prior to determining the inadvertent with the rest of the Eastern Interconnection.  
8) NAESB Time Error Correction Standard:  Under Appendix A, for the Eastern Interconnection they are looking at not allowing corrections for fast time during the hours of 0400-1100 Central Time.  During certain times of the year, peak load on the interconnection can be reached between 1000 and 1100 Central Time.  By not allowing for scheduled low frequency to correct for fast time during this period could needlessly increase generation costs for the interconnection as a whole by not allowing generators to lower their output to match a lower frequency requirement.
9) NAESB Transmission Loading Relief Standard:  The references to point-to-point transmission service should be modified to include all transmission service including network.  Instead of referring to Firm Point-to-Point or Non-Firm Point-to-Point, the references should be to Firm Transmission Service or Non-Firm Transmission Service.  With current MISO operation, the majority of transactions that occur between MISO members is on Network Transmission service and the transactions are currently tagged accordingly.  Again, how TLR procedures will work under LMP markets is also questionable and the standards should be taking the changing market into consideration.
Thank you for the opportunity to comment. 
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