 Latitude Technologies

10 September 2002

To: NAESB Office

Re: Comments Regarding R02002 and 2002 Annua Plan Item 10 - Order 587-N
Recommendation 2

The subject proposed standards and principles are the result of careful and deiberate
work by the WGQ BPS and we have no issues with the content or direction of the
proposals.

We would, however, offer one clarifying suggestion. In Proposed Standard 5.3.z12,
reference is made to a TSPs "recdl notification specification.” The proposed standard
then goes on to explan the two recal options that can be sdected by the TSP (and
presumably are contained in the "recdl notification specification’).

Unfortunately, proposed standard 5.3.z12 is the only place in the proposed standards the
"recdl natification specification” is mentioned. Nowhere (in the proposed standards or in
exising WGQ standards) is the document defined or otherwise referenced.

Therefore, for clarification, we proposed the following revison to proposed standard
5.3.z12:

5.3.z12 Proposed Standard
For the recaII notification prowded to the Transportatlon Serwce Prowder (TSP)

Ithe TSP s Tariff should speC|fy Whether the quantlty should be expressed in

terms of
a) total released capacity entitlements or
b) adjusted total released capacity entitlements based upon the Elapsed
Prorata Capacity.
The capacity entitlements resulting from the use of either a) or b) should be the
same.

Thanks for your congderation of this suggestion.

Regards,
Leigh Spangler



