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North American Energy Standards Board

1301 Fannin, Suite 2350, Houston, Texas 77002

Phone:  (713) 356-0060, Fax:  (713) 356-0067, E-mail: naesb@naesb.org


Home Page: www.naesb.org

 TO:
NAESB Wholesale Electric Quadrant Coordinate Interchange Business Practice Task Force (CIBP) and Interested Industry Participants

FROM: 
DeDe Kirby, Meeting/Project Manager, NAESB 

RE:
Final Minutes from the NAESB WEQ CIBP Conference Call Meeting with Web Conferencing – January 31, 2006
DATE:

February 3, 2006
Wholesale Electric Quadrant
COORDINATE iNTERCHANGE bUSINESS PRACTICE TASK FORCE
CONFERENCE CALL MEETING WITH WEB CONFERENCING
january 31, 2006; 10:00 p.m. – 12:00 p.m.
final Minutes
1. Welcome and Administration
Mr. Carter welcomed the participants to the meeting.  Ms. Kirby gave the anti-trust advice.  The participants introduced themselves.  Mr. Carter stated that there were three sets of comments to review during the meeting: ISO/RTO (IRC) Council comments, Southwest Power Pool (SPP) comments, and Electric Reliability Council of Texas (ERCOT) comments.  Mr. Davis moved to adopt the agenda and Mr. Schwermann seconded the motion.  The agenda was adopted by consensus.  Mr. Schwermann moved to adopt the 10/31/05 minutes and Ms. Kedrowski seconded the motion.  The minutes were adopted by consensus.    
2. Review informal comments submitted on Draft R05001 CIBP
For revisions made to the standard during this meeting, please see Attachment - CIBP with Comments Incorporated as Revised on 1/31/06.  
Mr. Carter stated that he had incorporated several of the posted comments into a revised draft standard posted as a work paper (CIBP with Comments 1/31/06) for this meeting.  The task force responded to comments submitted on items in order, beginning with general comments.  

The task force discussed Comments Submitted by B. Balmat, ISO/RTO Council.  To address general comments, Mr. Carter stated that all responses to comments would be found in the minutes of the meeting in which they were addressed.  He added that the NAESB office would review fonts and formats before the document was submitted in its recommendation form to the WEQ Executive Committee (EC).  Mr. Carter asked the NAESB office to take the action of researching how version histories are addressed at NAESB.  NAESB does not include compliance in its business practice standards.  Rather, NAESB files the standards with the FERC and the FERC decides whether to adopt the NAESB standards by reference.  Mr. Carter asked for any compliance references in the draft standard to be specifically referenced during the next call of the CIBP task force.  

Mr. Carter stated that timing requirements were still found in the NERC Coordinate Interchange standards.  However, the NERC timing table was copied into the NAESB draft standards (appendix E) and modified to account for market entities.  Mr. Carter added that ERCOT and SPP comments on appendix A would be addressed, but that if an ERCOT transaction crosses a DC tie, then it is under the jurisdiction of FERC.  Therefore, such references would be left in the appendix.  However, he added that appendix A would be updated and revised to reflect the correct operations of SPP and ERCOT.  Mr. Carter added that reliability information contained in appendix C was there for communicative processes to inform the marketer of information that they are guaranteed to receive from reliability entities.

Mr. Carter stated that it was an agreement between this group and the NERC Coordinate Interchange standards drafting team that there should only be one assessment period.  If it were split into two different periods, changes to e-Tag would be necessary or new software would have to be developed.  He added that as long as the validity of an agreement is maintained, the timing requirements follow and the approval process still takes place in a proper method.  Mr. Carter stated that simply put, the market side assures reliability that it has what was submitted by reliability.  Mr. Carter stated that it is in all entities best interest to cooperate to make the process work.  He asked that participants keep in mind that NAESB standards are only voluntary until the FERC adopts them.

Sentences were added to the purpose statement of the draft standard to address the IRC comments that the purpose statement should provide a description of why the standard was written.  Mr. Carter added that this standard captures the majority of transactions that take place – which are typically bilateral transactions located on different Balancing Authorities (BAs).  Transactions where a point to point reservation is not employed are not covered by this standard.

Mr. Yeung asked if the WEQ EC could include waivers to this standard.  Mr. Carter stated that NAESB did not do waivers, but that it did incorporate regional differences in its standards.  Mr. Yeung questioned if the NERC standard included SPP waivers for tagging.  Ms. Mendrala stated that it did not appear to.  Mr. Carter stated that this standard would most likely require continuous updates and that this process would continue to be initiated by a request for standards development or modification.

Acronyms were added where appropriate in the definitions.  Mr. Carter stated that the NAESB and NERC definitions matched where possible.  The NERC definition was copied over for “Arranged Interchange.”  The definition of “Curtailment” was added because it is used in the standard.  It was copied from the NERC glossary.  “Generator Purchase Selling Entity” was modified to reflect the definition as contained in e-Tag.  “Interchange Authority” and “Load Serving Entity” were modified to copy the NERC definitions.  Comments made by the IRC on the definition of “Reliability Coordinator” were incorporated.  
“Scheduling entity” is explained in appendix D.  After some discussion, the group agreed that the explanation and informal definition of the term should be left in appendix D because it is only applicable to this section.  Mr. Carter added that the definition for “Request for Interchange” had been sent to the NERC Coordinate Interchange standards drafting teams.  He explained that NAESB had requested NERC reference this definition because the term was commercial in nature.  

Mr. Carter stated that this standard did not require emergency transaction tags.  Mr. Schwermann stated that the West would soon require every transaction to be tagged, including emergency energy.  Mr. Carter stated that unless there was significant justification to add in an exclusion statement, the draft standard would remain as it was on this point.  He added that emergency should not be included in this standard because NERC already addressed it.  
Mr. Carter explained, in reference to comments made to requirement 2, that NAESB references must be specific to version.  Requirement 6.1 is covered in the definition of “Approval Entity.”  In response to comments by the IRC, 6.2.2 was added to cover passive approval in the standard.  Mr. Carter stated that appendix E inferred the timing requirements for submittal.  He added that NAESB had copied the NERC timing table (with market revisions) into the NAESB standard because of previous agreements with NERC. 

Mr. Carter stated that in requirement 11, future hour is for the next hour and not the hour flowing.  A statement was added to clarify that only future hours may be modified for Implemented Interchange.  Requirement 11.3, as changed, stated that if a modification is denied, the correct version to then reference was the previously confirmed.  
Mr. Carter stated that suggestions were made in Comments of a Group Representing the Southwest Power Pool's Operating Reliability Working Group (ORWG)  to change requirement 12 to state “through the end of the market period.” He explained that parties must be available for adjustments until the end of the energy flow.  

Additional clarification was added to requirements 17.1 and 17.2 to accommodate the corresponding comments of the IRC.  Mr. Mitreski stated that additional comments would be submitted for the next conference call.       
3. Next Steps/Other Business
The group scheduled a conference call for February 17th to continue the review of comments.  The group will begin with comments submitted on the appendices of the draft standard, including those submitted by SPP and ERCOT.  In addition, it is anticipated that the CIBP task force will vote the draft standard out of subcommittee during this conference call.     
4. Adjourn
Ms. Franz moved to adjourn and Mr. Saini seconded the motion.  The meeting was adjourned at 11:25 a.m. Central time.  
5. Attendance

	Last Name 
	First Name
	Organization

	Carter
	Roman
	Southern Company

	Brown
	Sherry
	

	Davis
	Ed
	Entergy

	Franz
	Marilyn
	Sierra Pacific/Nevada Power

	Goins
	Larry
	Tennessee Valley Authority

	Gonzales
	Angela
	NAESB

	Kedrowski
	Barb
	We Energies

	Kirby
	DeDe
	NAESB

	Mendrala
	Cheryl
	ISO New England

	Mitreski
	Aleks
	ISO New England

	Rhodes
	Robert
	Southwest Power Pool

	Saini
	Narinder
	Entergy

	Schwermann
	Bob
	Sacramento Municipal Utility District

	Sullivan
	Bob
	California ISO

	Szot
	Lisa
	California ISO

	Yeung
	Charles
	Southwest Power Pool
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