[image: image1.png]0

I

0




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 – October 31, 2005
DATE:

November 7, 2005
Wholesale Electric Quadrant
COORDINATE iNTERCHANGE bUSINESS PRACTICE TASK FORCE
CONFERENCE CALL MEETING WITH WEB CONFERENCING
October 31, 2005; 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.  The agenda was adopted by consensus.  The 9/8/05 minutes were adopted by consensus.    
2. Review of Informal Comments Submitted on Draft R05001 CIBP
For revisions made to the standard during this meeting, please see “Attachment - CIBP (R05001)  – as revised 10/31/05” located on the NAESB website at http://www.naesb.org/pdf2/weq_cibp103105a1.doc.    
The group reviewed “CIBP 10/31/05” located on the web at http://www.naesb.org/pdf2/weq_cibp103105w1.doc.  Mr. Carter explained that this version contained revisions made by him in light of the comments submitted by NERC Interchange Subcommittee (IS), Salt River Project (SRP), Bonneville Power Administration (BPA), and ISO New England (ISO NE).  He stated that the CIBP task force should review changes made by him and add their comments and revisions.

Mr. Carter stated that under the applicability statement of the standard, he had listed the entities that had approval rights.  The group agreed with this listing.  He added that several commenters had stated that NAESB and NERC definitions should match up wherever possible.  The definitions were revised to do so.  More specifically, the task force recognized that the definition for “Arranged Interchange” was somewhat different from that of NERC’s.  However, because the definition was commercial in nature, the CIBP task force asked that NERC consider aligning their definition with NAESB’s.  

Because of the comment made by ISO NE in response to question 1 of the Informal Request for comments (located at http://www.naesb.org/pdf2/weq_cibp090905req_com.doc) (ISO NE comments located on the web at http://www.naesb.org/pdf2/weq_cibp090905isone.doc), definitions for Balancing Authority (BA) and Balancing Authority Area (BAA) were added to the standard.  Due to comments made to question 1 by NERC IS (comments located at http://www.naesb.org/pdf2/weq_cibp090905nerc_is.doc) and from discussion of the task force, the “Confirmed Interchange” definition was revised to better reflect the NERC definition.  A definition was also included for “Generator Providing Entity” and a note was attached to check e-Tag material for an appropriate definition.  “Implemented Interchange” was also revised to match the NERC definition.  

The definition for Purchasing-Selling Entity (PSE) was taken directly from the NERC glossary.  In response to the BPA comments (located at http://www.naesb.org/pdf2/weq_cibp090905bpa.doc), Mr. Carter explained that the NERC and NAESB definition for “Requesting Purchasing-Selling Entity” comes directly from Appendix A of the NAESB CIBP standard.  He added that the definitions for “Sink BA” and “Source BA” come directly from the NERC glossary as well.  

Mr. Carter stated that in response to a SRP comment, the word “preferred” was changed to “primary” in requirement 2.  Mr. Carter explained that those “Arranged Interchanges” not yet under the control of the Interchange Authority (IA) were considered Requests for Interchange (RFIs) and the standard was modified to reflect that.  Requirement 3 was changed to stated “Arranged Interchange that crosses”, due to the comment provided by SRP.  Requirement 5 was revised to state “Request for Interchange contains” at the suggestion of commenters.

Mr. Carter stated that the NERC timing tables would be included, in reference to requirement 8.  Mr. Carter added that Generator Providing Entities (GPEs) and Load Serving Entities (LSEs) should be included as approval entities in the timing tables.  He suggested the addition of them in column B of the NERC timing table.  He suggested NERC had not included GPEs and LSEs were not included at NERC because they were not reliability entities.  The group agreed that the entities should be listed in the timing tables.  Mr. Carter took the action item of submitting this comment to the NERC Coordinate Interchange standards drafting team.  Mr. Carter stated that if NERC did not include the entities in the timing table, NAESB would discuss including them in the NAESB timing tables (to be brought over from NERC and included in the standard).  
Mr. Carter stated that the concept of the IA performing the duties of the Sink BA’s tagging authority service is based on the intermediate recommendations found in the NERC IS’s IAITF final report.  He clarified that it was not required in new standards for an entity to perform the IA duties on an interconnection wide basis.  

The group agreed that the Electric Reliability Council of Texas (ERCOT) must follow the coordinate interchange timing tables for those transactions not internal to ERCOT (sourcing or sinking outside of ERCOT).  Mr. Carter stated that more language would be added under requirement 8 to state that ERCOT should follow the timing requirements of the Interconnection in which the Sink is located.
At the suggestion of the IS and of ISO NE, requirements 10, 11 (including 11.1 and 11.2) were changed to include “Implemented Interchange” and “Confirmed Interchange.”  In response to ISO NE comments to requirement 11, Mr. Carter stated that it was not just the hours of the transaction that have flowed or are flowing that are considered an “Implemented Interchange” but includes the period of time beginning with the Balancing Authority entering the Confirmed Interchange into its Area Control Error equation. 
Mr. Carter stated that GPEs and LSEs were also added to requirement 15 to state that they received approval rights.  Mr. Carter stated that “unless otherwise specified” under requirement 16 meant that  once the host control area released the limits previously imposed on the transaction, the host CA was required to reload the transaction back to its original level unless the PSE initiated a market-based reduction during the loss of load. Requirement 16 was included in the standard to protect the PSE’s rights granted in Policy 3.
“Default ramp duration” was added to requirement 17 for additional clarity at the suggestion of the IS.  Mr. Carter explained that the ramps would be contained in the NAESB standards until NERC decided to include them in the coordinate interchange reliability standards.  He added that if NERC included the ramps, NAESB would remove them from the commercial standard.  

Mr. Carter stated that before the posting of the standard for formal comments, the NAESB and NERC task forces would review which parts of the appendices were best kept as commercial practices and which were better included in the reliability standards.  He added that a general review of the appendices was warranted as well.  Mr. Carter added that he would review a possible split with the NERC standards drafting team at their next meeting.  He added that the NAESB CIBP task force would then have a chance to review this potential split at its next meeting.   
Mr. Carter clarified that in response to question 5 of the “Request for Comments” the commenters and the group agreed that e-Tagging version 1.7095 Specification was the appropriate software design to utilize in implementing this standard.

Ms. Humphrey stated that she would discuss BPA’s comment number 7 for further clarity and provide feedback to the task force at the next meeting.           
3. Next Steps/Other Business
Action items for the task force include the following:

· Mr. Carter will discuss a potential split of the NAESB Coordinate Interchange Business Practice appendices with the NERC standards drafting team.  This division will be reviewed by the NAESB task force at the next meeting.

· Mr. Carter and the NAESB office will include the NERC timing tables in the NAESB standard.  Mr. Carter will discuss with NERC the inclusion of GPEs and LSEs in the timing table.  

· Language concerning ERCOT and timing requirements for the Interconnection where the sink is located will be added to the standard.  Please see above.
· Mr. Carter will discuss the definition for “Arranged Interchange” with NERC.

· The definition for “Generator Providing Entity” will be reviewed and compared to the e-Tag material for appropriateness.

· The NAESB office will schedule a CIBP conference call for after the Thanksgiving holidays.   
4. Adjourn
Ms. Kedrowski moved to adjourn and Mr. Davis seconded the motion.  The meeting was adjourned at 11:50 a.m. Central time.  
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