NAESB Comments
Inadvertent Interchange Payback – WEQ-007
007-1.1.4

Unilateral payback (Method 2)

This method has two parts.  Both parts are unacceptable from a reliability viewpoint.  When CPS1 was adopted after over a decade of research and testing, the NERC Standards were modified to insure two conditions; 1) all BAs on an interconnection should operate to the same scheduled frequency; 2) the sum of all interchange schedules across an interconnection should balance(sum to zero).  If these two conditions are not met, meeting the CPS1 Standard will not insure that the frequency error is bounded by Epsilon1.  If these two conditions are met and all BAs meet the CPS1 Standard, the interconnection is assured that the RMS value of its frequency error will be bounded by Epsilon1.  The NERC RS has continued to enforce these conditions within the NERC Standards and Standards Development Process.
007-1.1.3.1
An offset of scheduled frequency of +0.02 Hz.
Offsetting Scheduled Frequency unilaterally will result in BAs on an interconnection controlling to different frequencies.  This invalidates the CPS1 guarantee because there is no single scheduled frequency for an interconnection.  This is not acceptable for reliability.
007-1.1.3.2
An Interchange Schedule (MW) of 5MW or 20% of the Balancing Authority  Bias, whichever is greater.

Putting a unilateral schedule into the Reporting ACE causes the sum of all interchange schedules across an interconnection to sum to a value other than zero.  This also invalidates the CPS1 guarantee because the sum of interchange schedules across the interconnection do not balance.  This condition is also the basis of all of the Interchange Scheduling and Coordination Standards (INT).  When interchange schedules do not balance, frequency is not controlled because the imbalance causes a frequency error.
Manual Time Error Correction
006-7
Time correction offset
006-7.2
Schedule offset
If the frequency schedule cannot be offset as directed by the Interconnection Time Monitor, the Balancing Authority may offset its net Interchange Schedule (MW) by an amount equal to the computed bias contribution during an equivalent frequency deviation`.
When time error correction is implemented in this manner it does not result in the same   ACE x F as one would get using frequency offset.  This is the result of having different scheduled frequencies for BAs on a single interconnection.  As with the previous methods, the validity of the CPS1 calculation and the CPS1 guarantee is affected.  This is unacceptable from a reliability point of view.
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