Entergy would like to submit the following comments to this request:
 

 

1. We suggest it is appropriate for NAESB to adopt Regional and Inter-regional TLR processes. However, sub-regional and local procedures are highly complex, dependent on local contracts, and agreements and should not be adopted by NAESB. We suggest NAESB develop broad guidance for the process to be used for developing sub-regional and local procedures by those involved in the specific sub-region.
 

2. There may be a need to develop market-oriented business practices to complement the current NERC Policy 9. However, NAESB should not adopt existing local procedures.
 

3. We suggest the development of a standard that only addresses congestion that occurs as a circumstance of transacting business across a seam may be appropriate if that standard applies on a Regional or Inter-regional basis, and not a sub-region or local basis.
 

4. Please see the responses above. NAESB standards should be developed for Regional and Inter-regional application, not sub-regional nor on a local basis.
 

Thank you for the opportunity to respond to this request.
Edward Davis 
Entergy Services, Inc 
 

 

 

-----Original Message-----
From: Rager,Denise 
Sent: Friday, May 21, 2004 6:04 PM
Subject: June 16 - Request for Comments on Operate Within Interconnection Limits Business Practices Scoping Document - due June 16, 2004
TO: WEQ Members:
Dear NAESB WEQ Members and Interested Industry Participants,

The WEQ Standards Review Subcommittee has completed a scoping document to determine whether complementary business practices are needed for NERC's proposed Operate Within Interconnection Reliability Operating Limits (IROLs) Standard (Standard 200).  Attached, please find the scoping document and its attachment.  
Comments on this scoping document should focus on, but not necessarily be limited to, the following:

1.  
Beyond the initial transition to NAESB Standards Version 0, is adoption of NERC Operating Policy Appendix 9C1, 9C2 or 9C3 as a NAESB business practices acceptable to suit the needs of market participants to relieve congestion for areas where there is no organized pricing market for congestion? 


a. 
Are multiple operating philosophies acceptable for purposes of accommodating market transactions, particularly for those transactions that cross market and Reliability Authority borders?


b. 
NERC Policy 9.F.3.1 states:


Selecting transmission loading relief procedure.  The RELIABILITY COORDINATOR experiencing a potential or actual SOL or IROL violation on the transmission system within its RELIABILITY COORDINATOR AREA shall, at its discretion, select from either a "local" (Regional, Interregional, or subregional) transmission loading relief procedure or an INTERCONNECTION-wide procedure, such as those listed in Appendix 9C1, 9C2 or 9C3.  


Is it appropriate for NAESB to develop and/or adopt the Regional, Interregional, or subregional procedures referenced above?  Without adoption, what stakeholder process exists for the development of those procedures?

2.  
Will there be a need to develop market-oriented business practices to complement current NERC Operating Policy 9 Section F (April 24, 2004)?  For example, should local procedures, where currently in place, such as generation redispatch or load management, be standardized to require all dispatchable resources to participate in the process and be compensated?    


a.  
If yes, when allocating resources to participate in NAESB, what priority should be placed on this item?  

3.  
As a NAESB business practice complement to current NERC Operating Policy 9 Section F (April 24, 2004), should a standard be developed that only addresses congestion that occurs as a circumstance of transacting business across a seam?  


a.  
If yes, when allocating resources to participate in NAESB, what priority should be placed on this item?  

4.  
Should there be a new NAESB standard to complement current NERC Operating Policy 9 Section F (April 24, 2004) with both requirements for local congestion management and congestion management across seams?  


a.  
If yes, when allocating resources to participate in NAESB, what priority should be placed on this item?  

Please return any comments you have on the document to the NAESB Office (naesb@naesb.org or 713-356-0067 fax) by June 16, 2004.  If you have any question or need further assistance, feel free to contact the NAESB Office at 713-356-0060.

Best Regards,

Todd Oncken, Deputy Director

cc:  Rae McQuade, Executive Director 

 

 

