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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

via email and posting

TO:
NAESB Gas Electric Coordination Task Force (GECTF) Participants and Posting for Interested Parties

FROM: 
Todd Oncken, Deputy Director

RE:
GECTF Final Meeting Minutes – April 13-14, 2004
DATE:

April 26, 2004
NORTH AMERICAN ENERGY STANDARDS BOARD
GAS ELECTRIC COORDINATION TASK FORCE

April 13-14, 2004

Hosted by Arizona Public Service in Phoenix, AZ

Final Minutes
1.  
Welcome

Ms. McVicker called the meeting to order.  Mr. Oncken gave the antitrust advice.  Participants introduced themselves.  Ms. McVicker thanked Mr. Brechtel of Arizona Public Service for hosting the meeting.  
The draft agenda was reviewed.  Ms. Lauderdale moved, seconded by Ms. Chezar, to adopt the draft agenda as written.  The motion passed unanimously.  
The revised draft minutes from the March 15-16, 2004 Gas Electric Coordination Task Force (GECTF) meeting were reviewed. Mr. Novak moved, seconded by Ms. Davis, to adopt the revised draft minutes.  The motion passed unanimously.
2.
Review of status of GECTF Interim Status Report
Ms. McQuade reported on the status of the GECTF Interim Status report.  She stated the report was supported by the Executive Committees and has been distributed to the Board Managing Committee for review.  It is anticipated the report will be filed by April 19, 2004.  Ms. McVicker stated the comments submitted regarding the report will be discussed by the GECTF during this meeting.  
3.
Continued discussion of comparison of gas timeline versus major electricity timelines
Timeline comparisons were submitted by Tennessee Valley Authority (TVA) and Mr. Johnson.  The timelines submitted by Mr. Johnson for day-ahead organized markets were an outgrowth of the March 15-16 meeting.  Participants were encouraged to review the timelines submitted by Mr. Johnson at their convenience.  

Mr. Porter presented the TVA timeline example, explaining the chart depicted the 24-hour gas timeline, the 16-hour electricity flow timeline, and the supervening schedule.  Participants discussed the example at length.  Mr. Porter stated the example represents a real life situation faced by TVA where it must accept a daily ratable schedule, but needed a super-peak schedule for eight hours.  Ms. Davis suggested the generators should research other pipeline services that meet those needs.  Ms. Crockett noted that some pipelines only offer a ratable daily schedule, so in those instances the ability to generate is limited.  Mr. Hadden added that the example contemplates a day-ahead nominations projection and the ability of the generator to generate would be further diminished if the super-peak conditions were not projected.
Mr. Brechtel suggested that the example shows electric utilities are sometimes forced to abuse the pipeline infrastructure to meet the load, and that situation causes difficulties for the pipelines.  Mr. Hadden stated that increased nominations opportunities would benefit both pipelines and generators because generators would have more opportunities to take gas or put gas on the system to benefit linepack.  Ms. Crockett clarified that it is not the intent of the generators to abuse the system, but the original GISB intraday nominations timelines had negative affects on hourly pipeline service and flexibility in certain circumstances.  Ms. Chezar commented that flexibility should not have been sacrificed in the standardization because the standards are designed to be minimums.  
To move forward and address those concerns, Ms. Chezar suggested the generators contact the pipelines to discuss their needs and concerns.  It was noted that the pipeline infrastructure must be able to support the peak hourly flow rate required.  Mr. Griffith stated that although there is not a universal solution, the requirements for the generation market can probably be defined.  Mr. Griffith suggested the GECTF describe the market requirement and determine what it will take to serve that market.  He went further to say that the question should be how to serve the generators without disrupting service to other markets.  Mr. Love added that the some pipelines do not have the facilities to support swings or increased nominations, so the costs for the new facilities would likely be a factor in any solution.  
4.
Continued discussion of expanded GECTF Discussion Points List
The task force reviewed each of the four sets of comments posted as work papers for this meeting.  Discussion on the comments, as well as general discussion on each item of the list, resulted in several changes to the GECTF Preliminary Discussion Points List.  Mr. Hadden stated his comments were adequately addressed by the current issues list.  Likewise, it was agreed to evaluate whether the AEP comments were adequately addressed after all other changes to the discussion points list had been made.  Additionally, it was decided that numbering the bullets in the list would assist in future discussion.
With the GECTF Discussion Points List complete, Ms. Kiselewich stated the next task would be to evaluate each issue to determine whether it is appropriate for standardization, not appropriate for standardization, or needs additional discussion by the regulation community before that determination can be made.  Ms. Kiselewich recognized that consensus might not be reached on every issue, but suggested opinions that differ from the final categorization could be expressed through comments on the final GECTF report.  Ms. McVicker suggested the final report should be completed and submitted to the Executive Committees for consideration prior to the August Executive Committee meetings.  
The meeting recessed at 4:00 p.m.   
5.
Discussion of comments filed on GECTF Interim Status Report
Please see discussion above.  The comments received on the GECTF Interim Status Report were discussed in connection with the expanded GECTF Discussion Points List.  
6.
Continued discussion of Gas - Electric Coordination Issues
The following categories were developed and applied to the GECTF Discussion Points List:

a.  
Energy Day

b.  
Communications (format, frequency)

c.  
Gas Nominations Timelines

d.  
Electric Market Timelines

e.  
Gas Contracts/Services Portfolios of Electric Companies

f.  
Electric Generation Gas Supply Verification

g.  
Available Transportation Service Provider Services

h.  
Natural Gas Industry Infrastructure

i.  
Electric Market Rules

j.  
Natural Gas Supply Real Time Flexibility

k.  
Electric Industry Infrastructure

l.  
Electric Industry Organization

m.  
Energy Reliability

q.  
Information

Following the categorization, each of the categories was reviewed for whether the items contained in the category lend themselves to possible standards development.  A categorization matrix was prepared and posted.  Ms. Chezar suggested that items in categories a, b, c, d, f and j lend themselves to possible standards development.  The task force used Ms. Chezar’s suggestion as the strawman and discussed each referenced category.  On Mr. Bray’s suggestion category j was removed from the strawman.  It noted that standards requests would be drafted (either by individual organizations or the task force) for the items that were determined to lend themselves to possible standards development and those standards requests would proceed through the established NAESB processes.
A vote on the expanded and categorized GECTF Discussion Points List was scheduled for the May 18-19, 2004 meeting.  The method for voting was not determined although it was discussed at length.  Ideally the items and sub-items will be reviewed in the context of the categorization.  Ms. McVicker noted a consensus on the categorization would be the equivalent of a formal vote.  As such, it was suggested that a formal vote might not be required, but participants were put on notice that a vote on the categorized list or a draft final report could happen at any subsequent meeting.
In preparation for the May 18-19 meeting the task force discussed each of the categories.  Since the discussion of the categories related more to identifying specific aspects of standards requests, it was agreed that the discussion on the categories would not be incorporated into the final document, but instead would be for informational purposes.     
a.  
Energy Day - a common 24-hour time period for gas and electric transactions and/or operations (including accounting) throughout North America
b.  
Communications (format, frequency) - information that needs to be exchanged by the parties and associated timing and methods issues
c.  
Gas Nominations Timelines – issues related to the gas nominations timeline, either the existing timeline or potential modifications
d.  
Electric Market Timelines - issues related to the electric market timeline, including the lack of a standard timeline, see also Seams Catalog issue 106
e.  
Gas Contracts/Services Portfolios of Electric Companies – other services that can address timeline mismatches
f.  
Electric Generation Gas Supply Verification
g.  
Available Transportation Service Provider Services
h.  
Natural Gas Industry Infrastructure – limitations of physical pipeline assets, including incremental costs for new assets
i.  
Electric Market Rules
j.  
Natural Gas Supply Real Time Flexibility – the ability of natural gas supply to react to changes in demand
k.  
Electric Industry Infrastructure
l.  
Electric Industry Organization

m.  
Energy Reliability
q.  
Information
7.
Other Business
No other business was discussed.
8.
Next Meetings
April 28, 2004 – Conference Call to discuss the overlap between GECTF and NERC GEITF

May 18-19, 2004 – Meeting in Stamford, CT hosted by UBS Energy

June 2-3, 2004 – Cancelled

June 29-30, 2004 – Meeting in Houston, TX hosted by NAESB

9.
Adjourn
The meeting adjourned on April 14 at 1:20 p.m. MST.
10.
Attendance
	Name
	Organization
	Quadrant

	Day One
	Day Two

	Roman Bakke
	Southern California Edison
	WGQ
	In Person
	In Person

	Judith Barleycorn
	PinnacleWest Energy
	NP
	In Person
	

	Jeff Bittel
	Texas Gas Transmission
	NP
	Phone
	Phone

	Mike Bray
	Shell Gas Transmission
	WGQ
	In Person
	In Person

	Curt Brechtel
	Arizona Public Service
	WGQ
	In Person
	In Person

	Ken Brown
	PSEG
	NP
	Phone
	Phone

	Kathryn Burch
	Duke Energy Gas Transmission
	WGQ
	In Person
	In Person

	Suzanne Calcagno
	UBS Energy
	NP
	Phone
	Phone

	Yvette Camp
	Southern Company
	NP
	Phone
	

	Dolores Chezar
	KeySpan Energy
	WGQ
	In Person
	In Person

	Craig Colombo
	Dominion Resources
	WGQ
	
	In Person

	Valerie Crockett
	Tennessee Valley Authority
	WGQ
	In Person
	In Person

	Dale Davis
	Williams Gas Pipeline
	WGQ
	In Person
	In Person

	George Dawe
	Duke Energy
	NP
	Phone
	

	Jay Dibble
	Calpine
	WGQ
	In Person
	In Person

	Mark Gracey
	Tennessee Gas Pipeline
	WGQ
	In Person
	In Person

	Bob Gray
	Arizona Corp. Commission
	NP
	In Person
	In Person

	Bill Griffith
	El Paso Western Pipeline
	WGQ
	In Person
	In Person

	Tom Gwilliam
	Iroquois Gas Transmission System
	WGQ
	In Person
	In Person

	Ben Hadden
	Conectiv Energy
	WEQ
	In Person
	In Person

	Bill Heinrich
	New York Public Service Commission
	NP
	Phone
	Phone

	Judy Hickman
	Columbia Pipelines
	WGQ
	In Person
	

	Gary Hinners
	Reliant Engergy
	NP
	Phone
	

	Erin Hogan
	Nyserda
	NP
	Phone
	

	Steve Irvine
	Arizona Corp. Commission
	NP
	In Person
	

	Alan Johnson
	Mirant
	NP
	Phone
	Phone

	Drake Kijowski
	PSEG
	WGQ
	In Person
	In Person

	Iris King
	Dominion Transmission Inc.
	WGQ
	In Person
	In Person

	Ruth Kiselewich
	Baltimore Gas & Electric
	REQ
	In Person
	In Person

	Melissa Lauderdale
	EEI
	WEQ
	In Person
	In Person

	Paul Love
	Natural Gas Pipeline Co.
	WGQ
	In Person
	In Person

	Marcy  McCain
	Duke Energy Gas Transmission
	RGQ
	In Person
	In Person

	Paul McKelvey
	ChevronTexaco
	WGQ
	In Person
	In Person

	Rae McQuade
	NAESB
	NA
	In Person
	In Person

	Chris McNiff
	Con Edison
	NP
	Phone
	Phone

	Diane McVicker
	Salt River Project
	WGQ
	In Person
	In Person

	Chris Maturo
	NiSource Inc.
	WGQ
	In Person
	

	Janie Nielsen
	Kern River
	NP
	Phone
	Phone

	Matt Nollenberg
	American Electric Power
	NP
	Phone
	Phone

	Mike Novak
	National Fuel Dist.
	WGQ
	In Person
	In Person

	Lou Oberski
	Dominion
	NP
	Phone
	Phone

	Todd Oncken
	NAESB
	NA
	In Person
	In Person

	Marjorie Perlman
	Energy East Management Corp.
	WEQ
	In Person
	In Person

	John Porter
	Tennessee Valley Authority
	WEQ
	In Person
	In Person

	Tony Reed
	Southern Company
	WEQ
	In Person
	In Person

	Ken Schubert
	Trans Canada Pipelines
	WGQ
	In Person
	In Person

	Rodger Schwecke
	SoCalGas
	WGQ
	In Person
	In Person

	Donna Scott
	Transwestern
	NP
	Phone
	Phone

	Kim Van Pelt
	Panhandle Eastern Pipeline
	WGQ
	In Person
	In Person

	Pauline Wah
	SoCalGas
	WGQ
	In Person
	In Person

	Louann Westerfield
	Idaho Public Utilities Commission
	NP
	Phone
	

	Brian White
	NiSource Pipelines
	WGQ
	In Person
	In Person

	Kathy York
	Tennessee Valley Authority
	WEQ
	In Person
	In Person

	Randy Young
	Gulf South Pipeline
	WGQ
	In Person
	In Person


� Quadrant references were indicated on the sign in sheet.  Quadrant is listed as NP in instances where the information is not available – ie. phone participants.  
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