

From: SAINI, NARINDER K 
Sent: Wednesday, October 10, 2007 5:32 PM
To: Rae Mcquade; Kennedy, Laura; 
Cc: Huffman, David; keyork; Michael Desselle
Subject: RE: Feedback for SRS - Urgent Action SAR BAL-004-0 Time Error Correction
I will not be at the November 6th meeting as I am planning to go to India and will be back on November 13th.  However, there is enough expertise in EC to discuss this and determine what steps NAESB should take to coordinate with NERC.
 

Narinder


From: Rae Mcquade 
Sent: Wed 10/10/2007 4:18 PM
To: SAINI, NARINDER K; Kennedy, Laura; ESkiba
Cc: Huffman, David; keyork; Michael Desselle
Subject: RE: Feedback for SRS - Urgent Action SAR BAL-004-0 Time Error Correction
Narinder - It may not be as clear as you note.  Whichever FERC jurisdictional entity initiates and terminates time error
corrections is by definition the time monitor, and is therefore not a voluntary role as FERC has adopted and mandated the NAESB standards (WEQ 006-0 -- see definition) standards.  I agree that SRS should review this item -- if for no other reason than to clear this issue up.  We can discuss at the upcoming November 6 WEQ EC meeting.  -- Rae
 

Rae McQuade, President, NAESB
 



From: SAINI, NARINDER K 
Sent: Wednesday, October 10, 2007 4:11 PM
To: Rae Mcquade; Kennedy, Laura; ESkiba
Cc: Huffman, David; keyork
Subject: RE: Feedback for SRS - Urgent Action SAR BAL-004-0 Time Error Correction
The Reliability Coordinator acting as a time error monitor is a voluntary position at present, unless changed by NERC Standards.  They monitor and issue time error correction which is required to be followed by other Reliability Coordinator.  Current NERC and NAESB standards are written with this concept.
 

If NERC is changing their position and modifying their standards, NAESB will have to accordingly modify the standards to conform to NERC standards.  I do not think that NERC is going to write NAESB standards.  SRS will have to review the NERC SAR and determine its impact on NAESB Business Practice Standards to determine what modifications NAESB has to make.
 

Let us put it on the agenda for our next SRS meeting/conference call scheduled for November 19th.
 

Narinder


From: Rae Mcquade 
Sent: Wed 10/10/2007 3:50 PM
To: Kennedy, Laura; ESkiba
Cc: SAINI, NARINDER K; Huffman, David; keyork
Subject: RE: Feedback for SRS - Urgent Action SAR BAL-004-0 Time Error Correction
If that is all there is, then our participation should be minimal -- but
if the proponents are looking to these changes on the NERC side to make
the role of time monitor voluntary, then they may not have achieved
their goal -- as I doubt that it is voluntary, based on our standards.


Rae McQuade, President, NAESB

-----Original Message-----
From: Kennedy, Laura
Sent: Wednesday, October 10, 2007 3:46 PM
To: Rae Mcquade; 'ESkiba
Cc: 'nsaini'; Huffman, David; 'keyork
Subject: Re: Feedback for SRS - Urgent Action SAR BAL-004-0 Time Error
Correction

The intent of the SAR may be to avoid double jeopardy - they wouldn't be
required to comply with NAESB stds as a requirement of the NERC stds,but
would still as a NAESB std.

Laura B. Kennedy, Director, Standards Development North American Energy
Standards Board
--------------------------
Sent from my BlackBerry Wireless Device


----- Original Message -----
From: Rae Mcquade
To: Ed Skiba <ESkiba
Cc: SAINI, NARINDER K; Huffman, David; Kathy York; Kennedy, Laura
Sent: Wed Oct 10 16:31:40 2007
Subject: RE: Feedback for SRS - Urgent Action SAR BAL-004-0 Time Error
Correction

Ed --

Your last paragraph is on target -- we may want to talk to FERC if those
entities that want this to be a voluntary position need a more formal
statement.  The entities that want the role of time monitor to be
voluntary could also ask for a NAESB interpretation.  In both cases
though, be careful what you ask for -- as you may not get the answer you
want.   Nonetheless unless I am missing something, per WEQ 006-0, a FERC
jurisdictional entity that initiates and terminates time error
corrections is by definition the time monitor, and is therefore not a
voluntary role as FERC has adopted these standards and mandated them.

NERC won't be able to rewrite our standards any more so than we could
rewrite theirs. Plus if they want us to change a standard that is now
mandatory via FERC and our members support such a change (probable as
many of companies participate and vote in both NERC and NAESB), the FERC
would also have to accept our changes.  I agree that the SRS should
review this item as you laid out -- and have the proponents and the
opponents of the NERC suggested change discuss whether we need to take
any action.

--  Rae 

Rae McQuade, President, NAESB


________________________________

From: Ed Skiba 
Sent: Wednesday, October 10, 2007 3:20 PM
To: Rae Mcquade
Cc: SAINI, NARINDER K; Huffman, David; Kathy York; Kennedy, Laura
Subject: RE: Feedback for SRS - Urgent Action SAR BAL-004-0 Time Error
Correction


Rae,

I'm not that close to the issue either.  I was asked at the SRS to look
at the WEQ 006 standard in relationship to the Urgent Action SAR to see
if there might be something that we need to consider doing with the
NAESB Standard if NERC moves forward with the SAR.  My initial
assessment indicated that we need to do something.  I don't think we can
say this is a no further action required by the SRS. 

Is this something that may need to be jointly discussed with NERC?  As I
mentioned in my original email it would appear that the objective NERC
is trying to achieve (removing the requirement to follow NAESB
Standards) is not going to happen just by removing the reference in the
NERC standards, since an entity choosing to act as the Interconnection
Time Monitor is still subject to the NAESB standards approved as
regulation, which can have penalities assessed for non-compliance.

Ed

________________________________

From: Rae Mcquade 
Sent: Wednesday, October 10, 2007 3:50 PM
To: Ed Skiba
Cc: SAINI, NARINDER K; Huffman, David; Kathy York; Kennedy, Laura
Subject: RE: Feedback for SRS - Urgent Action SAR BAL-004-0 Time Error
Correction


I guess some would take it that the entity that initiates and terminates
time error corrections is the time monitor and is therefore not a
voluntary role -- see 006-0 in the manual time error correction WEQ
standards.  I am not completely sure that this is a voluntary position
-- but I am not close enough to the issues to say definitively.  It may
be something that should be brought to FERC's attention or an
interpretation requested -- Rae

Rae McQuade, President, NAESB


________________________________

From: Ed Skiba 
Sent: Wednesday, October 10, 2007 12:27 PM
To: Rae Mcquade
Cc: SAINI, NARINDER K; Huffman, David; Kathy York; Kennedy, Laura
Subject: RE: Feedback for SRS - Urgent Action SAR BAL-004-0 Time Error
Correction


Rae,

I didn't see anything in 006 that indicates the Reliability Coordinator
has to perform the role of the Interconnection Time Monitor.  In reading
the NERC SAR it appears that they are concerned the RC will not perform
this function if they are doing something a voluntarily.

Ed


________________________________

From: Rae Mcquade 
Sent: Wednesday, October 10, 2007 1:19 PM
To: Ed Skiba
Cc: SAINI, NARINDER K; dhuffman; Kathy York; Kennedy, Laura
Subject: RE: Feedback for SRS - Urgent Action SAR BAL-004-0 Time Error
Correction


Ed - since our standards are now mandatory via FERC with penalties for
non-compliance, how is it that the reliability coordinators can choose
whether or not to perform the time monitor service -- particularly if
those same reliability coordinators are FERC-jurisdictional?  

Rae McQuade, President, NAESB


________________________________

From: Kennedy, Laura
Sent: Wednesday, October 10, 2007 12:14 PM
To: Rae Mcquade; 'York, Katherine E'
Subject: FW: Feedback for SRS - Urgent Action SAR BAL-004-0 Time Error
Correction



Rae and Kathy,

FYI

Thanks,

Laura



________________________________

From: Ed Skiba 
Sent: Wednesday, October 10, 2007 12:11 PM
To: nsaini; Kennedy, Laura; Huffman, David
Subject: Feedback for SRS - Urgent Action SAR BAL-004-0 Time Error
Correction



Narinder, Laura, and David,

I spoke with MISO staff today who are familiar with the Urgent Action
(UA) SAR BAL-004-0 Time Error Correction and asked whether they thought
the NAESB standard WEQ 006 Manual Time Error Correction would also
require changes.  This was in response to the action item that Narinder
and I had to review the UA SAR to determine if it had an impact on the
existing NAESB standard.  The feedback I received was that NAESB should
consider some changes to WEQ 006 that complement the UA SAR. 

The key to understanding the need for complementary NAESB changes can be
found in the "Industry Need" and "Brief Description" sections of the UA
SAR

In the "Industry Need" it states:  "Ensure the reliability coordinators
will continue to voluntarily agree to serve as Interconnection Time
Monitors. The OC would continue to approve the Interconnections' time
error monitors and review their performance, but not via a standard with
its attendant compliance requirements and possible sanctions. Otherwise,
it is likely that one or more reliability coordinators may no longer
voluntarily agree to perform the service."

In the brief "Brief Description" it discusses that the R2 Requirement
(The Interconnection Time Monitor shall initiate or terminate corrective
action orders in accordance with the NAESB Time Error Correction
Procedure.) is being removed because the "Interconnection Time Monitor
is a voluntary service and, therefore should not be penalized for non
compliance."

NERC is looking at monitoring the performance of the Interconnection
Time Monitor but not place them in a position where they are penalized
for the voluntary benefits they are providing in this role.  Unless we
do something with the NAESB side of the standard, the concept of
removing R2 from a requirements list is just that a concept.  Since the
NAESB standards are part of regulation they too are enforceable, via
FERC.  Therefore, deleting the requirements from NERC side without
changing the NAESB side does not release the Interconnection Time
Monitor from meeting the NAESB requirements.  If we don't do anything to
provide the Interconnection Time Monitor some latitude on their
requirements in WEQ-006, we may cause the problem NERC is trying to
avoid with the UA SAR, which is "one or more reliability coordinators
may no longer voluntarily agree to perform the service."

Our staff is suggesting NAESB look at potential revisions to sections
006-4 and 006-5 for starters.  Let me know your thoughts and if there is
something else I need to do on this item before the November 19th SRS
meeting.

Regards,

Ed Skiba Tech. Mgr.
Midwest ISO
Standards Compliance & Strategy

