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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 – September 8, 2005
DATE:

September 26, 2005
Wholesale Electric Quadrant
COORDINATE iNTERCHANGE bUSINESS PRACTICE TASK FORCE
CONFERENCE CALL MEETING WITH WEB CONFERENCING
September 8, 2005; 2:30 p.m. – 3:30 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.  The agenda was adopted by consensus.  “R04013” was updated to “R03013” in the 8/18/05 draft minutes.  The revised minutes were adopted by consensus.    
2. Review Draft CIBP (R05001)
For revisions made to the standard during this meeting, please see “Redlined CIBP R05001 Working Draft – with Revisions from 9/8/05” located on the NAESB website at http://www.naesb.org/pdf2/weq_cibp090805a2.doc.  
The group reviewed “Draft - CIBP for 9/8/05” located on the web at http://www.naesb.org/pdf2/weq_cibp090805w1.doc.  Mr. Carter stated that he had added a purpose statement to the draft standard.  He explained that a Request for Interchange (RFI) and an arranged interchange represent two different concepts.  RFI was originally the data required to be entered into the e-Tag and did not represent the e-Tag itself.  Mr. Carter stated that he had substituted “Arranged Interchange”, “Confirmed Interchange”, and “Implemented Interchange” for the initial, approved, and physically flowing states of the e-Tag (respectively).  He added that a confirmed e-Tag had been submitted, approved, and put into the Area Control Error (ACE) Equation.  
The definition of “Arranged Interchange” was revised to reflect that all necessary transmission information had been gathered and assembled.  

Mr. Carter explained that the appendices of “Version 0” CIBP had been added to this draft standard.  Mr. Schwermann asked if it was a requirement to utilize a RFI to submit the information in the Arranged Interchange, or if another electronic system could be used.  Mr. Carter stated that the e-Tag system was currently utilized because it was available, but that other options might become so in the future.  Mr. Schwermann stated that this information should be at the beginning of the standard, rather than at the end.  The change was made and requirement 11 became requirement 2.  
Mr. Carter stated that the timing requirements in the standard could either be contained in R05001, or the draft standard could include a reference to the appropriate NERC standard.  The group agreed that the timing requirements should be only referenced in the NAESB standard.  Mr. Carter explained that the exact reference to the appropriate NERC standard for the timing requirements would be added to the NAESB standard.  Mr. Carter added that a link could also be included in this reference.  A note was added to requirement 8.1 to include the appropriate reference.  
Mr. Carter stated that an e-Tag was complete and accurate when the Interchange Authority (IA) has approved it.  Mr. Sorenson asked how accuracy could be known if no records existed on this decision.  He added that the e-Tag would be submitted for reliability assessments, as well as commercial assessments.  Mr. Carter stated that the approval decision was now one approval through NERC, with the commercial approval as a business arrangement only.  Mr. Sorenson stated that the e-Tag was then accurate on submission to the IA by the Purchasing-Selling Entity (PSE).  Mr. Carter stated that it was the decision of the approval entity if the e-Tag was accurate.  Ms. Buckmeir stated that old requirement 8 should then be deleted because it did not add to the standard.  The group agreed and the requirement was removed.  Mr. Sorenson asked if the draft standard should clarify that the IA has the responsibility of determining the appropriate approval entity and forwarding the arranged interchange for approval.  Mr. Carter noted that this function of the IA was included in the NERC Coordinate Interchange Standard.  

Mr. Carter clarified that the IA was the coordinator of the e-Tag and not the owner.  He added that the Balancing Authorities (BAs) remained responsible for monitoring balance.  

Mr. Schwermann questioned if requirement 17.2 allowed for ramping in and out at any time for the West, due to the “unless otherwise agreed to” clause in the requirement.  Mr. Carter stated that the requirement allowed the West to use the top of hour for scheduling if they desired, but did not disallow bottom of the hour.  Ms. Buckmeir stated that the standard might inadvertently suggest that entities did not have to follow the practices of the Western Electric Coordinating Council (WECC).  Mr. Carter stated that regional standards could be more restrictive than the national standard.  The group discussed adding a reference to current WECC practices in the standard.  A note was added to requirement 17.2 to include this reference.   
3. Prepare the draft standard for an informal comment period
The group discussed the questions to be included for comment in the informal comment announcement.  (Draft version discussed is located on the NAESB website at http://www.naesb.org/pdf2/weq_cibp090805w2.doc).  The group revised question #4 to ask if the Electric Reliability Council of Texas (ERCOT) should follow the timing requirements of the East or West for transactions sourcing or sinking in these regions.  
Mr. Carter stated that the revised R05001 standard would be posted on the NAESB website for an informal comment period ending October 14, 2005.  A conference call meeting was scheduled to review the informal comments on October 31st.  
4. Next Steps/Other Business
Please see above.
5. Adjourn
The meeting was adjourned by consensus at 3:45 p.m. Central.
6. Attendance

	Last Name 
	First Name
	Organization

	Blevins
	Bill
	NERC

	Buckmier
	Shirley
	Bonneville Power Administration

	Carter
	Roman
	Southern Co.

	Davis
	Ed
	Entergy

	Kirby
	DeDe
	NAESB

	Schwermann
	Bob
	Sacramento Municipal Utility District

	Sorenson
	Paul
	OATI

	Yeung
	Charles
	Southwest Power Pool

	York
	Kathy
	Tennessee Valley Authority
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