To: Executive Committee

From: Business Practices Subcommittee

Re: Version 0

Dear EC

The BPS has reviewed the comments received on the Version 0 Business Practices and have developed a response to each.  Those responses were developed as a redlined copy to the original and are attached for your consideration.

In addition, there are a few significant points that the BPS would like to make regarding the comments to Version 0 standards.

First.  Several of the commenters indicated a desire for change or suggested an inaccuracy in the standards.  The BPS did not feel that they were empowered to make such changes if they created a standard that would not be a true conversion of existing NERC Policy.

Second.  Some of the commenters indicated regional variances that differed from the proposed standards.  Some of which were backed by Waivers to NERC Policy and some of which were not.  The BPS is uncertain how to handle these variances since NAESB standards are voluntary and thus do not have waivers.  In some cases, we simply noted that the standards do not apply to certain regions.  However, the BPS leaves that ultimately to the EC to decide.

Finally.  The BPS made a very concerted effort to keep definitions as consistent as possible with NERC definitions.  This of course is not always possible because definitions for NAESB standards are developed independently from NERC standards.  The definitions contained in these standards were developed based on review of many documents, including other, previously ratified NAESB standards and the existing NERC glossary, “Terms Used in the Policies”.  However, it has come to our attention that NERC has completely changed its glossary at the last minute with respect to the Version 0 standards, thus illustrating the difficulty in ensuring complete synchronization.   The BPS has made a quick review of those definitions and has a set of recommended replacement definitions, some – but not all - of which have been changed to match the new NERC Version 0 glossary.  Those recommended replacement definitions are included in this package for your consideration. Some in the industry believe that NAESB should not redefine terms that are already defined by NERC. The NAESB office has previously given the BPS guidance in this area to the contrary, but we leave it to the EC to ultimately decide this matter.  If the EC decides to defer to the NERC definitions, it is recommended that they be referenced as follows: “As defined in the NERC Glossary.”
The BPS appreciates the consideration of the EC on these matters.
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Sincerely

BPS

