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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:
Draft Minutes from the NAESB WEQ CIBP Conference Call Meeting with Web Conferencing – February 17, 2006
DATE:

February 24, 2006
Wholesale Electric Quadrant
COORDINATE iNTERCHANGE bUSINESS PRACTICE TASK FORCE
CONFERENCE CALL MEETING WITH WEB CONFERENCING
february 17, 2006; 12:30 p.m. – 3:00 p.m.
draft Minutes
1. Welcome and Administration
Mr. Carter welcomed the participants to the meeting.  Ms. Kirby gave the anti-trust advice.  The participants introduced themselves.  Ms. Franz moved to adopt the agenda and Mr. Yeung seconded the motion.  The agenda was adopted by consensus.  Ms. Franz moved to adopt the 1/31/06 minutes and Mr. Davis 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 - Revised CIBP as of 2/17/06. 
Mr. Carter stated that he had incorporated the posted comments into a revised draft standard posted as a work paper (Draft CIBP with Comments Incorporated as of 2/17/06) for this meeting.  He added that supplemental comments had been addressed in the document and the group would begin with appendix A.  The group had already reviewed general comments, comments on definitions, and comments on the requirements during the January 31, 2006 conference call. 
List of comments provided and their links: Comments Submitted by B. Balmat ISO/RTO Council; Additional Comments on the NAESB CIBP with respect to the Eastern/Western/ERCOT Interconnection Requirements Submitted by ISO New England (C. Mendrala), 2/9/06;  Supplemental Comments to Clarify the Previous Submission (1/27/06) by ERCOT on R05001 (J. Firestone), 1/31/06; Comments of a Group Representing the Southwest Power Pool's Operating Reliability Working Group (ORWG); Comments Submitted by C.Yeung, SPP. 

Mr. Carter stated that the deletion of appendix A was included in the comments of ISO New England, Electric Reliability Council of Texas (ERCOT), and Southwest Power Pool (SPP).  Their comments noted that portions of appendix A repeated requirements already in the standard.  In order to remove the entire appendix A, it was agreed that the repeated portions of appendix A would be removed and the few remaining requirements contained in appendix A would be merged into the requirements of the standard. Following those changes, the task force removed appendix A. Additionally, it was agreed “ERCOT” references would remain in the standard when ERCOT is part of a DC-tie transaction that sources or sinks out of its footprint.
The group discussed including a placeholder in the standard under requirement 3 that referenced ERCOT tariffs and business practices.  In particular, the group decided requirement 3.1 addressed E-Tag submittals and transactions that cross DC ties.  Requirement 3 was modified to account for Arranged Interchange that crosses Eastern, Western, or ERCOT Interconnection boundaries.  
Mr. Carter discussed with the group that he had incorporated ISO NE’s suggested change to requirement 1, as found in their supplemental comments.  Comments on requirement 3 were also incorporated.  In response to the supplemental ISO NE comments, Mr. Carter stated that requirement 6 addressed the assessment period and actual assessment time for the Approval Entities.  Requirement 8 states the Requests for Interchange (RFI) are subject to the timing tables of appendix E.  Mr. Carter explained that column B of the appendix E timing table explained the time allotted for Approval Entities to review the Arranged Interchange and send it back to the Interchange Authority (IA).  Column C of the timing table then states that time allowed for the IA to communicate the results of their assessment.  Mr. Carter stated that if the information is not submitted on time, the Reliability Approval Entity may still approve the e-Tag.  However, they could also deny it.  
Mr. Simonelli stated that the timing table could read that a RFI could be submitted 10 minutes prior to ramp time on the commercial side and not have the transaction confirmed.  Therefore, if it is up to the Reliability entity to approve or deny, they could deny it consistently.  Mr. Simonelli explained that this was at issue in concurrent approvals.  

Mr. Carter stated that when the IA sends the Arranged Interchange to the reliability approval entities, they also send it to the market approval entities.  He added that it was simultaneous process for Balancing Authorities (BAs), Transmission Service Providers (TSPs), and Purchase Selling Entities (PSEs) to approve during the same assessment period.  Mr. Carter said that an Arranged Interchange means that the data required for the transaction has been received by the IA.  Mr. Simonelli questioned if this fit the NERC model and whether the BAs or TSPs would move the energy even if there were late assessments.  Mr. Carter stated that currently TSPs have the right to deny tags and that the NERC Coordinate Interchange standards drafting team was in agreement with the approval processes being simultaneous.  Mr. Simonelli commented that there was nothing in the standard to make a BA or TSP take or deny a transaction based on commercial assessment.  Mr. Carter added that it would have been beneficial to have all approvals in the NERC standard, but that the NERC Coordinate Interchange drafting team had decided not to include the commercial approvals in their timing tables.
The group discussed Comments on the NAESB CIBP Submitted by AEP (M. Desselle), 2/14/06.  American Electric Power (AEP) stated that E-Tag does not ensure the DC-tie Operator is on the e-Tag and it is not always possible for the DC operator to follow the tag.  Therefore, AEP commented that inadvertent could result.  Mr. Simonelli stated that requirement 1.2 of the NERC INT-003 provides for coordination with DC tie operators.  Mr. Carter stated that if NERC included these references, then the NAESB standard should not reference DC tie operators.         
3. Vote to send r05001 draft standard to the WEQ EC
Ms. Franz moved that the draft recommendation R05001 be sent out of subcommittee and to the WEQ Executive Committee (EC), with the understanding that NAESB complete formatting and grammatical modifications and delete all references to DC-tie operators in the standard.  Mr. Davis seconded the motion.  The motion passed by consensus.       

4. Next Steps/Other Business

Ms. Kirby will complete formatting and grammatical changes.  Mr. Carter will complete the recommendation form for R05001 and submit it to the NAESB office.

5. Adjourn

Ms. Franz moved to adjourn and Mr. Davis seconded the motion.  The meeting was adjourned at 2:00 p.m. Central time.
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