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1. Welcome
Mr. Oncken opened the meeting and welcomed the meeting participants.

Ms. Kennedy read the antitrust advice.

Mr. Sorenson made a Motion to Adopt the Agenda that was seconded by Mr. Keaton.  The agenda was adopted absent objection.
2.  Request R04006 – Other OASIS 1A Enhancements – Redirects
· Review and discussion of examples
Mr. Sorenson reviewed Appendix A - Redirect Standards Examples.  The examples were posted as work papers for this meeting and can be viewed on the internet at:  http://www.gisb.org/pdf/weq_ess_its090204w3.doc.  These examples represent the version of the OASIS 1A Redirect of Transmission Service standards that resulted from the WEQ Joint ESS/ITS meeting in Las Vegas on July 28-29th.

Comments on the call showed there was not consensus regarding the language of the standards on several points, however, Mr. Oncken reminded the group the goal of this conference call was to review the examples and not to discuss the language of the standards.
X.2:  After discussion, Mr. Sorenson said he would insert another example that shows a profile capacity that results in an invalid redirect.
X.4.3:  Mr. Keaton noted that three redirect requests from three different transmission customers being in the “accept state” simultaneously would not be acceptable because the transmission customer can confirm any accept state reservation.  Mr. Sorenson reminded the group that based on the language of the standard, confirmation requests whose capacity exceeds the parent request will be blocked.

 Y.4:  Mr. Keaton noted that the same issues discussed in Example X.4.3 also apply to this example.  Mr. Sorenson agreed to add an additional example to show over-commitment of the parent on a non-firm basis.  There was significant discussion regarding whether the grand total of redirect on a non-firm basis is limited to the parent requests.  Mr. Sorenson urged the committee to submit comments on this issue once the drafts of the standards and examples were posted for informal comment.
Y.4.1:  The committee discussed the scenario of what would happen when there are multiple redirects on a non-firm basis if a multiple non-firm redirect request is made, the schedule is already set and part of the parent request is scheduled.  Mr. Sorenson stated that the standard as it exists is silent on this issue.  Based on the current examples, the schedule that exceeded capacity would be rejected, and in response the market participant should adjust what is already scheduled.  Mr. Saini stated that even though the standard is silent on this issue, an example would not leave room for interpretation.  In order to clarify this issue, Mr. Sorenson volunteered to create an additional example in Y.4 where there are multiple requests the sum of which exceed the parent request.  The committee agreed that Mr. Sorenson should create this example to be included in the examples posted for informal comment. 
· Proposal to distribute draft standard (Las Vegas version) and examples for 21-days informal comment

The committee did not review the language of the standards and decided the Las Vegas version of the standards and the examples discussed at this conference call that include the changes and additions by Mr. Sorenson should be posted for informal comment.  These documents are attached to these minutes and posted for comment on the WEQ ESS webpage at http://www.gisb.org/weq/weq_electronic_scheduling.asp, and the WEQ ITS webpage at http://www.gisb.org/weq/weq_info_technology.asp.  The deadline for comments was set at the end of business on September 23rd in order to provide time to assemble the comments for the next WEQ Joint ESS/ITS meeting on September 29th and 30th.  The comments will be posted as work papers for the next meeting.  
3.  Request R04006 – Other OASIS 1A Enhancements – Multiple Requests
· Review and discussion of examples
Mr. Sorenson reviewed the Appendix – Standard 8 Examples within the Multiple Requests work paper.  This document was posted as a work paper for this meeting and can be found on the web at:  http://www.gisb.org/pdf/weq_ess_its090204w4.doc.  The committee did not review the language of the standards.
The group discussed the example and decided to change the status code to “queued” when the transmission provider is waiting to determine if it is going to accept the prior request.
In the next examples, the group decided that when customer ABC takes no action on their first accepted request, all ABC’s requests will be flushed and the transmission provider will give customer ABC an “invalid” status code.  The next customer, LMN’s, status would then change to “accepted”, and the status of LMN’s 2nd request would change to “pending.”
· Proposal to distribute draft standard (Las Vegas version) and examples for 21-days informal comment
The committee decided the Las Vegas version of the standards should be posted for informal comment along with the examples discussed at this conference call that include the changes and additions by Mr. Sorenson. These documents are attached to these minutes and posted for comment on the WEQ ESS webpage at http://www.gisb.org/weq/weq_electronic_scheduling.asp, and the WEQ ITS webpage at http://www.gisb.org/weq/weq_info_technology.asp.  The deadline for comments was set at the end of business on September 23rd in order to provide time to assemble the comments for the next WEQ Joint ESS/ITS meeting on September 29th.  The comments will be posted as work papers for the next meeting.  
4. Other Business
Mr. Oncken told the committee he would modify the documents by taking out the first page, the header, and footer so that the documents would not be confused with a request for formal comments.  Mr. Oncken also told the committee he would confer with Mr. Dison to determine if the request for comments should be sent to any other groups specifically. 
5.  Future Meetings
The WEQ Joint ESS/ITS Subcommittees will meet on September 29th and 30th, 2004 at the NAESB office in Houston, Texas.  The meeting on September 29th will be from 8AM to 5PM central and the meeting on September 30th will be from 8AM to 12PM central time.  At this meeting, the committee will discuss the comments posted for the Redirects and Multiple Requests examples and will also discuss the language of the OASIS 1A Enhancements – Redirects and Multiple Requests standards that resulted from the meeting in Las Vegas.
6.  Adjourn
Ms. Rehman made a Motion to Adjourn.  The meeting was adjourned at 3:30 PM central time.
7.  Attendees
	Name
	Organization

	Clint Aymond
	Entergy

	Wes Barber
	Southern Company

	Dan Baisden
	Southern Company

	Christopher Burden
	Williams Gas Pipeline

	Marc Butts
	Southern Company

	John Calder
	Dominion

	Ed Davis
	Entergy

	Cindy Guillot
	Cleco Power

	Bert Gumm
	Idaho Power

	Chris Johnson
	Areva

	Laura Kennedy
	NAESB

	Rebecca Martin
	Southern Company

	Aleks Mitreski
	Entergy

	Don Mooney
	Southern Company

	Todd Oncken
	NAESB

	Denise Rager
	NAESB

	Barbara Rehman
	EPA

	Marv Rosenberg
	FERC

	Narinder Saini
	Entergy

	Gordon Scott
	Merc

	John Simonelli
	ISO New England

	Paul Sorenson
	OATI

	Larry Stone
	SoftSmiths

	Lisa Szot
	California ISO

	Jim Viikinsalo
	Southern Company

	Wendy Weathers
	SRP

	James T. Wood
	Southern Company

	Charles Young
	Southwest Power Pool
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