1st point: There are no requirements in the NERC CI standard that requires 2 “separate” approvals to take place. The CIBP and NERC CI are independent of each other with the exception of certain reliability data required to be included in the RFI which the NAESB CIBP also requires (Appendix D)and provides for in its standard. The NERC and the NAESB CI standards only require that the approvals take place and not “how” they take place.
2nd point: The CIBP drafting team has already discussed approval processes on several occasions with members of the NERC CI drafting team. The discussion of using one vs. two approval processes or vice versa is more of an implementation question that should take place outside the requirements of the standard itself. Currently, Industry has embraced and accepted E-Tag as acceptable method for implementing Interchange. In fact, the current version of E-Tag can implement both the NERC CI and the NAESB CIBP just as they are written.  

3rd point: The NERC CI standard reference document on page 10 of 17 provide information on approvals and confirms the only requirements in the market period are reliability information be provided and business arrangements being made. The reference document mentions preliminary approvals being required only where regions require it. Therefore, if a region were to decide it wanted two approval processes, then it could create a regional business practice outside the scope of this standard to accomplish this. However, the East, West Interconnection along with ERCOT should not be required to also comply with a desired regional practice. Two approval processes vs. one approval process is outside the scope of the NERC and NAESB CI standards.
