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Final Minutes
1.  Welcome
Mr. Dison welcomed the meeting participants.  Ms. Kennedy read the antitrust advice.
2.  Request R04006 – Other OASIS 1A Enhancements – Redirects
· Wordsmith Redirect Standard Section 10
The committee reviewed the documents posted on the website titled Redirects Redline (standard 10) (http://www.naesb.org/pdf/weq_ess_its100804w1.doc) and Appendix B-Redline Version (http://www.naesb.org/pdf/weq_ess_its100604w4.doc).
Mr. Wood had volunteered at the conference call on October 6th to review Section 10 and make changes commensurate with the changes the committee had made to Section 9 during the conference call on October 6th.  These changes included inserting “Redirect on a Firm basis,” in the place of “Redirect request,” throughout Section 10, capitalizing the term Parent Reservation, and drafting standards to match new standards in Section 9 so that both Firm and Non-firm Redirect Standards would be parallel.

The redline version of the Redirects Standard (http://www.naesb.org/pdf/weq_ess_its100804a1.doc) and Appendix B (http://ww.naesb.org/pdf/weq_ess_its100804a2.doc) that resulted from this conference call are posted on the NAESB website as attachments to these minutes.
Section 10.1.5
Mr. Dison stated that there had been discussion on the web exploder stating that the transmission service attributes “TS_PERIOD=FULL_PERIOD,” AND “TS_WINDOW=FIXED,” were irrelevant.  Mr. Dison asked those on the call if there was any objection to deleting these two transmission service attributes from that portion of Section 10.1.5, but adding them to the sentence that followed the list of transmission service attributes.
Mr. Wood had inserted Section 10.1.7 “No additional deposit shall be required for a request to Redirect on a Non-Firm basis,” because there was a parallel section added in Section 9.  Mr. Dison thought this section would be a source of confusion.  Mr. Baisden reminded the group that the transmission provider will have discretion over this issue if the standard is silent.  The committee agreed to delete this section from the draft standard.

Mr. Wood had inserted Section 10.3.2 “A request for Redirect on a Non-Firm basis must represent an established Non-Firm Secondary Point-to-Point Service Increment (e.g., Daily, Monthly, etc.) offered by the Transmission Provider.”  The committee decided not to include this section because Section 10.1.5 covered the same issues.
Section 10.4.2
Mr. Calder had posted comments to be considered at this conference call regarding this section.  These comments can be found on the web at http://www.naesb.org/pdf/weq_ess_its100804w3.doc.  Mr. Calder’s comments stated that since Section 10.1.6 requires preconfirmation, he suggested alternate text for Section 10.4.2:  “The TP shall evaluate each such request in the order it was submitted until the CAR is 0.”  Mr. Calder also suggested adding language to reflect that either the TP will or the TP will not be required to counteroffer a request for redirect on a non-firm basis where CAR is available but the requested capacity exceeds the CAR.  Mr. Calder stated that his preference would be that the transmission provider will not be required to counteroffer.
After discussion, the committee decided that while they agreed with Mr. Calder’s suggestions on this issue, they did not think that Section 10.4.2 as it was drafted would prevent or require a counteroffer.
Mr. Wood had inserted Section 10.6.2 “Curtailments or other capacity reductions affecting the reserved capacity on the Redirect reservation shall not affect the Parent Reservation nor result in a reinstatement of capacity on the Parent Reservation.”

Mr. Calder had requested to insert the word “automatic,” in place of “curtailment,” in Section 10.6.2.  The committee decided to delete this section in its entirety because curtailments do not affect the original parent on non-firm redirects.
Section 10.7
Mr. Wood proposed two different options for Section 10.7.  First, Mr. Wood proposed to add section 10.7.1 or second, a completely different Section 10.7 altogether.  The proposed Section 10.7.1 stated “If not addressed in the Transmission Provider’s tariff, a credit on the Parent Reservation shall be computed as the total reservation charge divided by the total megawatt hours reserved times the megawatt hours redirected.  The redirected reservations shall be charged as if it were a reservation with a request type of ORIGINAL.”  The language in the alternate version of Section 10.7 stated “Unless otherwise provided for in the TP’s tariff, there shall be no charge to Redirect on a Non-Firm basis.”

Mr. Calder proposed to delete the proposed Section 10.7.1 and change the second version of Section 10.7 into Section 10.7.1 in his comments.  Mr. Saini stated that he agreed with this change.  There was no objection to this modification.
Appendix B
The committee reviewed the examples in Appendix B.  The committee deleted the word “Outage,” from the examples that noted “Outage Scheduling Limit.”

Standard 9.5.1 and 10.5.1 Examples
The committee changed the language that precedes the examples:  “Confirmation of request for Redirect on a Firm or Non-Firm basis that exceed the remaining Capacity Available to Redirect on the Parent Reservation will be blocked.”

Mr. Wood moved the committee recommend to the Executive Committee the Redirects standards and examples once the changes made at this meeting were made to the documents.  Mr. Seymour seconded the motion.  The motion passed without objection.  The recommendation can be found on the NAESB website at http://www.naesb.org/pdf/2004_weq_r04006C_R.doc. 
3.  Review BPA Comments to Standard of Conduct Recommendation
The committee did not discuss this issue.
4.  Next Steps
A conference call is scheduled for the WEQ ESS/ITS on Thursday, October 14th, from 12PM to 3PM Central Time to review BPA’s Comments to the Standard of Conduct Recommendation.
5. Other Business
No other business was discussed.
6.  Adjournment

The meeting adjourned at 2:25 PM.
7.  Attendees
	Name
	Organization

	Bacon, Richard
	Western Area Power Administration

	Baisden, Dan
	Southern Company

	Dison, Joel
	Southern Company

	Franz, Marilyn
	Sierra Pacific Company

	Kennedy, Laura
	NAESB

	Saini, Narinder
	Entergy

	Seymour, Cesar
	Tractebel Energy

	Thomason, Angela
	NAESB

	Wood, James
	Southern Company
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