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On June 25, 2007, the NERC/NAESB Joint Interchange Scheduling Work Group (JISWG) met via conference call.  As part of its agenda, the JISWG reviewed comments submitted by Ed Skiba of the MISO.  In the course of that review, the JISWG discussed draft responses to his comments, which are embedded below in Mr. Skiba’s comments:

On June 15, 2007 the ESS/ITS reviewed change request R07007, during the review I [Mr. Skiba] offered up some comments on the change request.  The ESS/ITS requested I submit a work paper to provide background information for the JISWG to consider. 

· It would be beneficial if the item 3 Recommendation, SUMMARY section provides additional clarification on what is being updated.  When I first read the recommendation, the only reference to any documents in the body of the recommendation was the change E-Tag Specification under item 4 SUPPORTING DOCUMENTATION, a. Description of Request.  Below is some proposed wording for the beginning of this section: 

SUMMARY: To address Request 07007 the Timing Table Interchange Timeline with Minimum Reliability-Related Response Times in Appendix D of WEQ 004 Coordinate Interchange ratified under change request R05001 (with Minor Corrections Applied March 20, 2007) will be split into two tables.  One table will be applicable to all interconnections other than WECC.  The second table will be specific to WECC.  These two tables have differences…. 

The JISWG would like to thank Mr. Skiba for his comment and suggested wording to the recommendation’s summary.  The JISWG has incorporated his suggestion into the recommendation.

· In both Timing Requirements tables the heading in the first column is “If Actual Arranged Interchange (RFI) is Submitted”.  In looking at this column description one would think RFI is the acronym for Actual Arranged Interchange.  In the ESS/ITS conference call, I was told Actual Arranged Interchange is a process and Request for Interchange (RFI) is a document.  Should the column heading be renamed to something such as “Actual Arranged Interchange (RFI is Submitted)” or “Actual Arranged Interchange RFI is submitted”?  There is a similar issue with the text in section 4 SUPPORTING DOCUMENTATION, a. Description of Request. 

The JISWG would like to thank Mr. Skiba for his comment and suggestion.  After some discussion, the JISWG felt it was in the industry’s best interest not to change the timing table column headings at this time.  Mr. Skiba’s concern lies in the awkward implementation of a conceptual design for coordinated interchange.  It had been envisioned that there would be two separate sequential processes that an interchange request would be subject to – 1) a market assessment, and 2) a reliability assessment.  The “document” submitted to the market assessment has been referred to as a Request for Interchange.  After a successful market review, the document was to have been deemed Arranged Interchange and then submitted to the reliability assessment process.  Because of timing concerns, costs, and the existing e-Tag mechanisms, it has been felt in the industy’s interest to keep the two assessments concurrent and not sequential.  Thus, we have the NAESB Corrdination Interchange Business Practice Standard referring to an RFI and the NERC INT standards referring to Arranged Interchange.  For all practical purposes under the current e-Tag design, these two terms are one and the same. 

· Under 4. SUPPORTING DOCUMENTATION, b. Description of Recommendation, it would be beneficial if the recommendation referenced what is being replaced is the Timing Table Interchange Timeline with Minimum Reliability-Related Response Times in Appendix D of WEQ 004 Coordinate Interchange ratified under change request R05001 (with Minor Corrections Applied March 20, 2007).  Since the Final Action with Minor Modifications has not yet been incorporated in the Standards Booklet you want to point the person reviewing the recommendation to the location of the document that is being revised.  The text in this section implies that the change has been incorporated in the standards booklet.
The JISWG would like to thank Mr. Skiba for his comment and suggested wording to the recommendation’s section 4.  The JISWG has incorporated his suggestion into the recommendation.

------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

The JISWG voted on the June 25, 2007 conference call approve the changes to the recommendation and forward on to the ESS/ITS for consideration. The JISWG co-chairs agreed to draft responses to the comments and distribute to the JISWG for consideration at their July 12th meeting.
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