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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

September 8, 2005
TO:
NAESB Wholesale Electric Quadrant (WEQ) Members and Interested Industry Participants
FROM:
WEQ Coordinate Interchange Business Practice Task Force (CIBP)
RE:
(DRAFT) Request for Comments on R05001 Coordinate Interchange Business Practice - Comments due October 8, 2005 
DATE:
September 8, 2005
Dear NAESB WEQ Members and Interested Industry Participants,

The WEQ Coordinate Interchange Business Practice Task Force (CIBP) requests comments on the R05001 Draft Coordinate Interchange Business Practice, located on the NAESB website at (url).  This version of Coordinate Interchange seeks to update the original Version 1 standard (R03013), as well as incorporate the changes made to Coordinate Interchange during the “Version 0” process.  Although the CIBP Task Force requests comments in general on R05001 Draft Coordinate Interchange Business Practice, several items are outlined below for your consideration.  Comments should be addressed to, but not limited to, these items.  Please return any comments you have on the document to the NAESB Office (naesb@naesb.org or 713-356-0067 fax) by October 8, 2005.  If you have any questions or need further assistance, feel free to contact the NAESB Office at 713-356-0060.

Supporting documentation is located on the NAESB WEQ CIBP Task Force page http://www.naesb.org/weq/weq_cibp.asp.  
Below are the items for consideration:
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. 

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.
3. Both timing for the reliability assessment and for the communication of the approval status to all involved entities to the Request for Information (RFI) 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 RFI.  Are there any improvements needed in the timing table that would improve industry understanding of the timing requirements?
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?  Should ERCOT timing requirements be specifically mentioned in this standard?

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. 
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.
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.

