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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 Wholesale Electric Quadrant (WEQ) Information Technology Subcommittee and Electronic Scheduling Subcommittee Meeting Participants 

FROM: 
Todd Oncken, Deputy Director

RE:
Joint WEQ Information Technology and Electronic Scheduling Subcommittee Meeting - Final Minutes – April 6, 2004
DATE:

April 21, 2004 

NORTH AMERICAN ENERGY STANDARDS BOARD

WHOLESALE ELECTRIC QUADRANT

ITS & ESS JOINT MEETING
April 6, 2004, 8:00 a.m. – 4:30 p.m. Pacific
Folsom, CA hosted by CAISO
Final Minutes
1. Welcome

Mr. Dison called the meeting to order and welcomed meeting participants.  Mr. Oncken gave the antitrust advice.  Participants introduced themselves.  Mr. Sorenson moved, seconded by Mr. Singh to adopt the agenda as written.  The motion passed unanimously.   
2. Review of NAESB Executive Committee Actions 
Mr. Dison stated the WEQ Executive Committee (EC) took the following action at its last meeting:  

· Request R04006 (OASIS 1A Enhancements) – assigned jointly to the ESS and ITS as high priority.

· Request R04007 (OASIS II) – assigned jointly to the ESS and ITS as normal course of business

· Request R04011 (Generation Interconnection Order) - assigned jointly to the ESS and ITS as normal course of business

3. OASIS IA and OASIS II Communications Tools

Mr. Dison informed participants that an email exploder had been established for the ESS, ITS, and CIBP.  It was decided that an email exploder for OASIS 1A and OASIS II would be appropriate.  Mr. Oncken explained how the exploders operate.  A link to a document containing the procedures for participating in and using the exploders is located at the top of the ESS, ITS, CIBP, OASIS 1A and OASIS II web pages.  Additionally, Mr. Dison stated a Documents and Links page has been created for OASIS 1A and OASIS II to assist participants in locating relevant documents.  Subcommittee leadership will communicate with the NAESB Office regarding which documents should be posted to the special pages.
During discussion, Mr. Rodriquez requested that NAESB create a single document (in .pdf) containing the agenda and any workpapers for the meeting.  It was noted that creating such a document would be a challenge since the NAESB Office receives workpapers until just before the meetings.  In order to accommodate that request, the one week prior historical practice, or some other hard deadline, would have to be enforced regarding the acceptance of workpapers.  Mr. Dison stated the deadline for accepting workpapers would be raised to the EC at the May meeting.  

4. Request R04006 – OASIS 1A Enhancements
Mr. Dison stated there has been a lot of work done on Request R04006, resulting in two draft recommendations for consideration today.  Mr. Harshbarger reviewed the task force progress on Redirects and Multiple Requests.  Each of the draft recommendations was discussed.  Mr. Harshbarger estimated the timeline for the other OASIS 1A Issues, stating that work on naming convention for facilities should be quick while application of network service on OASIS would be more involved. 
Recommendation on Redirects:  Mr. Harshbarger explained the intent of the recommendation was that firm rights based on the original price do not disappear, so that if a scheduled alternate path becomes constrained firm rights can be utilized.  The differences between redirect and reassignment were discussed.  Discussion revealed that different organizations viewed redirect and reassignment differently, and employed different practices to address each.  

Much of the discussion focused on which party owned the transportation rights and whom could request a change in dispatch.  Additionally, settlement for differences in price due to redirect of a load from a lower price to a higher price was discussed.  Further, it was noted that the obligor of the transmission agreement should be aware of any redirects since it would ultimately be responsible.  

As a result of discussions, the OASIS 1A Issues task force was directed as follows:  1) clarify assignment of capacity and/or financial rights vs. sale of rights on the secondary market; 2) develop a strawman on logistics for implementing redirects and assignments, including capacity accounting; 3) any strawman should be structured as changes to business practice standards of the S&CP.  
Recommendation on Multiple Requests:  Mr. Sorenson stated the proposed standard would discourage gaming through submission of multiple requests, queue flooding and queue hoarding.  Mr. Sorenson reviewed the draft standard which distinguishes between like and identical transactions.  During discussion it was noted that there could be valid reasons for having like and identical requests.  Additionally, it was suggested that firm service transmission be scheduled on a first come, first served basis.  There was not agreement that the timing contained in the draft was appropriate.  Also, there was discussion whether response to queue hoarding should be proactive or reactive.  
As a result of discussions, the OASIS 1A Issues task force was directed as follows:  1) develop a proposal on whether the standard should be mandatory or optional for transmission providers (usage of shall vs. may); 2) reformat the recommendation so that it corresponds to the format used in business practices and the S&CP; 3) address any status issues.  The task force should be careful of limiting flexibility.  Since Mr. Calder had very strong opinions on timing, he was encouraged to work with Mr. Harshbarger and Mr. Sorenson to draft a strawman on timing requirements.  
A revised recommendation will be posted for comment in advance of the May ESS/ITS meeting.  The revised recommendation should be posted by April 21 with comments due in 30 days.   
5. Request R04011
Ms. Rehman discussed Request R04011 (Generation Interconnection Order).  Ms. Rehman reviewed the attachment to the request which catalogs the Order’s impacts on OASIS postings.  Ms. Rehman noted some inconsistencies in the posting requirements of the Order.  Additionally, it was noted that the Order is not specific in some areas, such as outage information.  
Ms. Rehman reviewed three proposals for moving forward:  1) template changes to accommodate the required information (most complicated); 2) posting all required information on info.htm (least complicated); or 3) something in between.  Mr. Dison expressed concern with approach two since some of the information might be sensitive and the info.htm page does not support encryption.  It was noted that ‘posted on OASIS’ has never been defined.  Mr. Singh suggested the items be posted on info.htm because there are no transactions contemplated and templates are used for transactions.  Ms. Rehman commented that a queue must be developed to monitor the status of each pending request.  It was noted that there could be some concerns with a manual queuing process regarding transparency and verification of information.  Mr. Dison suggested those factors lean towards the considering the request a new request for service and the creation of a template.  It was noted that there are definite costs associated with a template implementation, and many organizations only see one request per month.  An alternative queue proposal was posting an updatable spreadsheet on info.htm – that would be a formal way of displaying the information without a formal process.  Ms. Rehman noted that there is nothing in the Order that implies the queue would be auditable.  There was general consensus among attendees that an automated submission template was not the preferred implementation method.  
To give industry participants an adequate opportunity to participate and understand the issue is being addressed, it was decided to form a task force to develop a recommendation on the issue.  It was decided the request would be processed through the OASIS 1A Task Force and Ms. Rehman would coordinate the effort.  This was identified as an agenda item for the next meeting.  The group should also develop a working definition of ‘on OASIS.’  The meeting notice will be distributed to a wide audience.  
6. Request R04007

Mr. Rodriquez reported on OASIS II.  He stated that he has presented the OASIS II proposal to the ISO/RTO Council (IRC), NERC, and the NERC Operating Committee where it was well received by all organizations.  He said the outreach would continue with presentations to the NERC ORS, IS and RCWG in the coming weeks.  
Mr. Rodriquez reported on the OASIS II Scoping Task Force kickoff meeting.  He stated that he was elected chair, and Mr. Singh was elected vice chair.  Action items from the meeting included continued outreach and preparation of a draft scope document.  Mr. Rodriquez said that action has been taken on both of those items.  For the next meeting, he said the task force will take a more indepth look at the ESC Use Cases and the System Requirements document.  The next OASIS II Task Force meeting is scheduled for April 15, 2004 in Houston, TX.
Mr. Mitreski gave the OASIS II Structural Design Task Force report.  He said comments were received from Mr. Sorenson and Southern Company on the draft report, and those comments have been attributed and incorporated in the current version of the report.  Mr. Mitreski said the initial document did not contain a lot of detail, but some of the comments related to specific details of a potential standard.  It was suggested that the specific comments could be addressed in a future version of the document.  The task force was tasked with cleaning up the existing document.  
Participants discussed whether it was appropriate to create the OASIS II Joint Implementation Task Force.  Mr. Rodriquez suggested formation was premature and should occur after the vision and scope is complete.  In preparation for the joint task force, the OASIS II Structural Design Task Force was tasked with starting to investigate the foundation technology for OASIS II by evaluating the current technology being used in the industry, as well as emerging technologies, to begin building a knowledge base within the industry on technologies that will likely be used in the development of OASIS II.  Mr. Sorenson noted that the foundation technology review done in 2001 could serve as a starting point for this evaluation.  Mr. Dison stated this task was especially important because the task force might not have the technical expertise needed in some foundation areas.  Additionally, the task force was asked to discuss the strategy for managing the documents for the OASIS II project, including whether the S&CP should be modeled after the current OASIS 1A S&CP. 
7. General Industry Update

This item was not discussed.
8. New Business/Next Meetings

Participants discussed the meeting schedule.  It was decided that since most ITS and ESS issues were joint, the ITS and ESS would hold only joint meetings for the foreseeable future, with ITS specific issues occurring at the beginning of the agenda and ESS specific issues occurring at the end of the agenda.  The current meeting schedule will be maintained and any unscheduled time will be available for the use of ITS and ESS task forces.  For example, the OASIS II task force will meet on day one of the meeting schedule in May.  

9. Adjourn

Meeting adjourned at 2:40 p.m. Pacific.
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Attendance
	Name
	Organization
	Comments

	Dana Bachert
	TSGT
	In Person

	Dan Baisden
	Southern Company
	In Person

	Richard Bishop
	PacifiCorp
	In Person

	Christopher Burden
	Williams Gas Pipeline
	In Person

	Amy Burrow
	Modesto Irrigation District
	In Person

	John Calder
	Dominion
	Phone

	Roman Carter
	Southern Company
	In Person

	Ed Davis
	Entergy
	Phone

	Joel Dison
	Southern Company
	In Person

	Bert Gumm
	IPC
	In Person

	Jim Hansen
	SCL
	In Person

	Bob Harshbarger
	Puget Sound Energy
	In Person

	Jim Hartwell
	NPCC
	In Person

	Chris Johnson
	AREVA
	In Person

	James Keaton
	SPP
	In Person

	Rae McQuade
	NAESB
	In Person

	Cheryl Mendrala
	ISO New England
	Phone

	Aleks Mitreski
	Entergy
	In Person

	Carole Myser
	AEP
	Phone

	Todd Oncken
	NAESB
	In Person

	John Putz
	Sungard
	In Person

	Barbara Rehman
	Bonneville Power Admin
	In Person

	Andy Rodriquez
	PJM
	In Person

	Narinder Saini
	Entergy
	Phone

	Jack Savage
	Modesto Irrigation District
	In Person

	Bob Schwermann
	SMUD
	In Person

	Gordon Scott
	NERC
	In Person

	John Simonelli
	ISO New England
	In Person

	Jagjit Singh
	Salt River Project
	In Person

	Paul Sorenson
	OATI
	In Person

	Larry Stone
	SoftSmiths
	In Person

	Lisa Szot
	CAISO
	In Person

	James T. Wood
	Southern Company
	In Person


WEQ Joint ITS and ESS Meeting Final Minutes – April 6, 2004
Page 1

