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Please submit comment form by January 10, 2005 to:

mailto:naesb@naesb.org, fax: 713-356-0067

Contact Information (Must be Provided)

Contact Name





:Elizabeth Howell

Comments submitted on Behalf of Organization
:MECS Control Area
Email of Contact




:ehowell@itctransco.com
Phone Number on Contact



:734-665-3024
Comments on Definitions (List comments by Definition)

Comments on Requirements (List comments by Requirement Number)

12.1.2:
 Although prevailing time is not defined, it appears as though it means prevailing time for that area.  This creates a problem because the sum of On-Peak inadvertent would not have to equal zero for the summed interconnection, in the event one area was on DST and the other standard time.

13:
  
It is unclear what organization serves as the “Settlement Agent”.  How is the settlement agent compensated given that the inadvertent settlement is a zero-sum game?
14 & 15:
The rules describing how payback should occur are reasonable and transmission availability/limits on moving energy across systems appear well thought out.
Comments on Appendices (List comments by Appendix Subsection)

General Comments

Option 2 provides a much clearer and structured process (than Option 1) for orderly inadvertent interchange settlements.  
