From: MCKEAN SHIRLEY A [mailto:sxmckean@srpnet.com]

Sent: Tuesday, September 27, 2005 10:13 AM

To: naesb@naesb.org

Subject: Resending SRP Comments on Coordinate Interchange Business Practice (R05001)

1.     Has the drafting team included all definitions necessary to properly support the requirements in the draft standard?  If not, please provide any definitions that should be included. 

[NOLAN GARY A ] As identified in the attached document, SRP does not see where the term Tag Agent User is defined. 

2.     The Interchange Authority (IA), as described in this standard and in the NERC Coordinate Interchange Standard, currently performs the same tasks as the Sink Balancing Authority's Tag Authority Service, as described in the current e-Tagging System.  Do you agree with the decision to incorporate this Function as described?  If not, please explain why.

[NOLAN GARY A ] With the current understanding of the responsibilities of the IA, this seems the most appropriate way to begin incorporating this function.  

3.     Both timing for the reliability assessment and for the communication of the approval status to all involved entities to the Arranged Interchange takes place according to the proposed NERC Coordinate Interchange Standard currently posted for public comment.

By utilizing one timing table, the meaning of the timing requirements in the NERC and NAESB standards are made clear to both the reliability and market entities involved in the Arranged Interchange.  Are there any improvements needed in the timing table that would improve industry understanding of the timing requirements?

[NOLAN GARY A ] SRP has observed confusion among industry participants regarding this timing table.  Unfortunately, we are not able to offer options that would help resolve the confusion. 

4.     For the timing question above (#3), ERCOT timing requirements are not referenced in this standard.  Should ERCOT be required to follow the Eastern or Western timing requirements for those transactions that source or sink in the Eastern or Western Interconnections?  

5.     In an effort to develop a standard that can be implemented immediately, without waiting on future software design, the drafting team members have chosen to utilize the currently accepted e-Tagging Version 1.7095 Specification for implementing this standard.  Is this the correct approach to take?  If not, please explain why. 

[NOLAN GARY A ] There are many requests to change the E-tag spec currently being considered.  Their approval and implementation timelines are unknown.  Not to mention, there will likely be many more requests that follow after.  Proceeding with what is know today seems the only practical approach to this ever-changing element.

6.     Although the NAESB CIBP Task Force has included default ramp rates in the NAESB Coordinate Interchange draft standard, the NERC Coordinate Interchange standard will not contain them.  Do you agree with the decision of the CIBP task force to include them?  If not, please explain why.

[NOLAN GARY A ] If default ramp rates are to be cited, it would seem more appropriate to be included in the Reliability Standards. 

7.     Please provide any comments not already covered in questions 1-6 that will improve the contents of the NAESB Coordinate Interchange Business Practice Standard.

[NOLAN GARY A ] See attached version of the document. 
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