[image: image1.png]0

I

0




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 posting
TO:
NAESB Wholesale Electric Quadrant Executive Committee and Interested Industry Participants

FROM:
Jonathan Booe, Project/Meeting Manager
RE:
Wholesale Electric Quadrant Executive Committee Meeting Draft Minutes – July 20, 2007
DATE:
July 25, 2007
NORTH AMERICAN ENERGY STANDARDS BOARD EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE CONFERENCE CALL
WHOLESALE ELECTRIC QUADRANT (WEQ)

Friday, July 20, 2007 – 9:00 am to 12:00 pm Central
DRAFT MINUTES
1.
Welcome

Ms. York opened the meeting and welcomed the meeting participants.  Mr. Booe read the antitrust guidelines, and called the roll of the Executive Committee members and Alternates.  Quorum was not established, so the group declared the meeting a working session until enough members were in attendance to establish quorum.  Ms. York suggested moving the adoption of minutes from WEQ Executive Committee meeting on May 8, 2007 to the agenda of the next Executive Committee meeting in Colorado Springs, Colorado on August 14, 2007.  Mr. Sorenson moved to adopt the agenda as revised, and Mr. Gallagher seconded the motion.  The agenda was adopted by consensus.  Mr. Honeycutt, Mr. Norris, and Ms. Rehman joined the call and quorum was established.
2.
Consideration and vote on recommendations for standards with comments submitted:
Recommendation R05018 – Revise the e-Tag Specification to allow PSE’s associated with a transmission segment in the tag optional approval rights.  Mr. Harshbarger reviewed the Recommendation.  He noted that this was a request that would allow the Purchasing/Selling Entities’ (PSEs) to be involved with e-Tag, and that the vendors had expressed no problems with the recommendation.
The Executive Committee reviewed the comments submitted by Tenaska Power Service Co.  Mr. Harshbarger noted that Tenaska had suggested several modifications via redlines to the recommendation, including a change in the summary to correct a minor grammatical error, the addition of the word “optional” in the summary language to describe the approval rights held by Transmission Contract holders in e-Tag and Coordinate Interchange standards, and additional language to 6.1 explaining that in the absence of a response from a Purchasing Selling Entity their rights automatically go into an approved status. 

Mr. Mitchell stated that he agreed with the Tenaska revision, and that he would be fine with defining the approval rights as “optional”.  Mr. Sorenson stated that the Purchasing Selling Entity is not required to respond to a request from the Interchange Authority to transition an Arranged Interchange to a Confirmed Interchange and if they fail to do so, they are deemed to have approved. A modification was proposed to Section 6.1 to more accurately describe the process, and the word “optional” was added to the summary reflecting the Tenaska change.
Mr. Harshbarger noted that the PSE whose transmission approval rights are cited should be described by the acronym TPSE.  The participants agreed, so Ms. Kennedy made the appropriate changes to all incidences in the document.
The Executive Committee next reviewed the comments submitted by Midwest ISO.  Mr. Skiba stated that as titled, the Recommendation implies that the WEQ Executive Committee (EC) is approving or ratifying the e-Tag Specification, which is outside the EC’s scope.  The group noted that the Recommendation is not approving an E-Tag Specification, but is changing the existing NAESB WEQ Coordinated Interchange business practice standard.  The group discussed possible ways to alter the Recommendation to show that the e-Tag Specification is not a standard.  Ms. Rehman and Mr. Harshbarger suggested drafting new language into the summary.  Mr. Skiba proposed the language to be added to the summary to address his comments:  “It is acknowledged that the title of Request No. R05018 identifies the e-Tag specification, however the modifications listed in the Recommended Standards section below is limited to modifications to the Coordinated Interchange business practice standards.”  

Mr. Yeung made a motion to vote on the recommendation with the modifications noted above.  Mr. DeMello seconded the motion.  There were not sufficient votes to determine whether the motion passed or failed the required super majority vote.  Ms. Kennedy stated that a notational ballot would be distributed to the Executive Committee members and Alternates not in attendance in order to determine the outcome of this vote.  The redline version of this Recommendation that includes all of the modifications the Executive Committee considered during this vote is posted as an attachment to these minutes:  http://naesb.org/pdf2/weq_ec072007a2.doc.  The clean version is also posted as an attachment to these minutes:  http://naesb.org/pdf2/weq_ec072007a1.doc.[Vote 1]
Recommendation R06025 – Modify Appendix D of WEQ 004 to add an explanation for the terms “required” and “correctable”, to add a sentence clarifying that tag data elements are not correctable and are not required, and to make the element of energy Product Type required.  Mr. Harshbarger reviewed the Recommendation.  He explained that when Request No. R06025 was submitted, Appendix D was then Appendix C.  The Executive Committee reviewed the only comment submitted on this Recommendation by PJM.  Ms. Monzon stated that PJM did not support the proposed modification to section 2.1.2.4, because Scheduling Entities is not a required field on their system.  The Recommendation as drafted would require Scheduling Entities to be a required field and in turn would require PJM to change their system.  Mr. Sorenson stated that he supported the modification that Scheduling Entities be a required field because it is required in the existing NERC Reliability Standards.  He also stated that when the field is empty it can be ambiguous and difficult to apply the schedule and validate the contract.  By requiring the field, the ambiguity would be removed.

Mr. DeMello stated that his concern was that the intention of the Request was not to “help clarify what elements are “required” data and what elements are ‘correctable’ data”, and by making Scheduling Entities a required field, it resulted in a new requirement.  Mr. Harshbarger reiterated Mr. Sorenson’s prior comment that without Scheduling Entity information there are places in the country that software cannot conduct interchange functionality nor validate correctness.  Mr. Skiba stated that he supported PJM’s comments and added that by making the field a required field, the Recommendation would extend beyond the scope of the Request.  

Ms. Kennedy asked the group if the consensus was to remove the term “required” from the Recommendation.  Mr. Skiba asked Ms. Monzon if removing the requirement would address PJM’s comments.  Ms. Monzon stated that based on her knowledge, making that modification would address PJM’s comments, but that she would need to consult with others at PJM to know for sure.
Mr. Middleton made a motion to remove the word “required” from the Scheduling Entity field in the Recommendation, and Mr. Yeung seconded the motion.  The motion failed a simple majority vote. [Vote 2].

Mr. Pritchard requested that the group add language to 2.1.2 to indicate that the items listed in the parenthetical are not exclusive.  Mr. Sorenson suggested adding the term “etc.”  Mr. Harshbarger supported Mr. Sorenson’s suggestion.
Mr. Pritchard made a motion, seconded by Mr. Wood, to adopt the Recommendation with the minor correction made to 2.1.2.  Ms. York opened the floor up to any discussion on the motion.  Mr. Middleton suggested adding a comment to the Summary section of the Recommendation explaining that Appendix D had been changed to Appendix C.  The group agreed by consensus and Ms. Kennedy made the correction.  Mr. Pritchard and Mr. Wood amended the motion to adopt the Recommendation as posted with the two minor changes to the document.   There were not sufficient votes to determine whether the motion passed or failed the required super majority vote.  A notational ballot will be distributed to the Executive Committee members and Alternates not in attendance in order to determine the outcome of this vote.  The redline version of this Recommendation that includes all of the modifications the Executive Committee considered during this vote is posted as an attachment to these minutes:  http://naesb.org/pdf2/weq_ec072007a4.doc.  The clean version is also posted as an attachment to these minutes:  http://naesb.org/pdf2/weq_ec072007a3.doc [Vote 3].
Mr. Gallagher asked those who abstained if they understood an abstention has the same effect as a vote to oppose because of the requirement that each Sub-segment have at least 40% support the motion for it to pass.  Mr. Yeung responded that he did understand that and that he abstained because he was not sure how SPP would vote on the Recommendation if and when it is posted for member ratification.  
Recommendation R06026/2007 AP Item 1(b) – Revise WEQ-004 Coordinate Interchange Business Practice Standard requirement 2.2 and the table contained in Appendix A, part B, to exempt the WECC.  Mr. Harshbarger reviewed the Recommendation, and explained that facsimile is not an appropriate method of sending a Request for Interchange in the WECC if an e-Tag fails, and that currently that is the required method in the existing standards.  Ms. York offered clarification, that this was simply an exemption for the WECC.  No comments were submitted on this Recommendation.  Mr. Kingsford made a motion to accept the Recommendation as written, and Mr. Sorenson seconded the motion.   Again, there were an insufficient number of votes to determine whether the motion passed or failed the required super majority vote.  As with the previous votes, a notational ballot will be distributed to the Executive Committee members and Alternates not in attendance in order to determine the outcome of this vote.  [Vote 4]
Recommendation R07002 – (Request to divide the OASIS S&CP into two documents: 1) The S&CP and 2) an Implementation Guide).  Mr. Sorenson reviewed the Recommendation.  He explained the split of the S&CP and the creation of the Implementation Guide.  Mr. Skiba then reviewed the comment provided by MISO.  He explained that the proposed standard number WEQ 011 for the Implementation Guide has previously been used.  He suggested that the group determine the next available standard number and designate it as the standard number for the Implementation Guide.  Ms. York asked Mr. Skiba if MISO had any additional comments on this Recommendation.  Mr. Skiba stated that was the only comment MISO had on this Recommendation.  The group agreed that the minor correction needed to be made, and Ms. Kennedy undertook to find the next available standard number, and make the recommended change.  Mr. Harshbarger made a motion to accept the Recommendation with the minor modification to the numbering.  Mr. Middleton seconded the motion.  This vote, as the previous must be determined by notational ballot, as there were not sufficient votes to determine the whether motion passed or failed the required super majority vote.[Vote 5]
Recommendation R07005 – Request to allow BAs to Adjust Dynamic Schedule Transaction Type Tags within the ATF changes rules.  Mr. Harshbarger reviewed the Recommendation.  He explained that the Recommendation was that no standards be drafted or adopted.  Mr. Skiba explained that the MISO comment to the Recommendation was similar to the comment to Recommendation R05018, and that the resolution of the prior Recommendation also applied here.  Ms. McQuade noted that if the EC is not taking any action or changing a standard, then only a simple majority vote is needed to approve and does not require member ratification.  Ms. York suggested moving the check mark in the Recommend Action template from Accept as requested to Decline.  Mr. Gallagher moved to accept the Recommendation as posted with the minor change made to the check box.  Mr. Norris seconded the motion, and the motion passed a simple majority vote. [Vote 6].
3.
New Business

Ms. York suggested continuing the earlier discussion about making e-Tag Specifications a standard.  Ms. Kennedy stated that to make such a standard a formal request would be required.  Mr. Wood suggested holding the discussion until such a formal request is made.  Ms. McQuade noted that a formal request had been discussed by NERC and that the EC should add the topic to the agenda for the August 14, 2007 meeting in Colorado Springs, CO.

4. Adjournment

Mr. Norris made a motion to adjourn the meeting and Mr. Sorenson seconded the motion.  The meeting was adjourned at 11:30 a.m. Central.
5.
Executive Committee Attendance and Voting Record
  (Vacancies not shown on the table) 
	
	
	Attendance
	Sub-Segment
	Vote 1
	Vote 2
	Vote 3
	Vote 4
	Vote 5
	Vote 6

	Transmission Segment
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Patrick McGovern
	Manger - System Services, Georgia Transmission Corporation
	Absent
	Muni/Coop
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Barbara Rehman, Alt. for S. Cobb
	Policy Manager, Bonneville Power Administration
	Phone
	Fed/State/Prov.
	S
	S
	S
	S
	S
	S

	J.T. Wood, Alt. for Dean Ulch
	Southern Company Service
	Phone
	IOU
	S
	O
	S
	S
	S
	S

	Narinder Saini, Alt. for Edward Davis
	Policy Consultant, Entergy Services, Inc.
	Phone
	IOU
	S
	O
	S
	S
	S
	S

	Bob McKee, Alt. for Julie Voeck
	American Transmission Company
	Phone
	ITC
	A
	A
	A
	S
	S
	S

	Bob Harshbarger 
	OASIS Trading Manager, Puget Sound Energy
	Phone
	at large
	S
	O
	S
	S
	S
	S

	Linda Campbell
	Vice President and Executive Director – Standards and Compliance, Florida Reliability Coordinating Council
	Absent
	At-Large
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Generation Segment
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	William J. Gallagher
	General Manager of Vermont Public Power Supply Authority
	Phone
	Muni/Coop
	S
	O
	S
	S
	S
	S

	Kathy York
	Sr. Energy Markets & Policy Specialist, Tennessee Valley Authority
	Phone
	Fed/State/Prov.
	S
	O
	S
	S
	S
	S

	Jalal Babik
	Manager – Electric Policy, Dominion Resource Services, Inc.
	Absent
	IOU
	
	
	
	
	
	

	John Ciza
	Project Manager Energy Policy and Regulatory Affairs, Southern Company Services
	Phone
	IOU
	S
	O
	S
	S
	S
	S

	Gary Hinners (B)
	Director- West regulatory Issues, Reliant Energy, Inc.
	Absent
	at large
	
	
	
	SB
	
	

	Neal Balu
	Director of Transmission Policy, Integrys Energy Services, Inc.
	Absent
	at large
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Marketers/Brokers Segment
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Clay A. Norris
	Division Director, Planning, North Carolina Municipal Power Agency #1
	Phone
	Muni/Coop
	S
	O
	S
	S
	S
	S

	Valerie Crockett (B), Alt. for Clyde Harmon
	Senior Manager, Trading Operations, Tennessee Valley Authority
	Absent
	Fed/State/Prov.
	
	
	
	SB
	
	

	Ralph Honeycutt
	Director of Transmission Analysis & Operations – Merchant Management Group, SUEZ Energy Marketing NA, Inc.
	Phone
	Not IOU Affiliated
	S
	O
	S
	S
	S
	S

	Mark Mitchell
	Manger of Power Marketing Supply and Trading Department, Salt River Project
	Phone
	at large
	S
	O
	S
	S
	S
	S

	John Apperson
	Director – Commercial and Trading, PacifiCorp Energy
	Absent
	IOU
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Joel Dison
	Project Manager, Southern Company Generation and Energy Marketing
	Absent
	IOU
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Jim R. Stanton
	Project Manager, ICF International (representing Electric Power Supply Association (EPSA))
	Absent
	at large
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Distribution/Load Serving Entities (LSE) Segment
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Robert Williams
	Director of Regulatory Affairs, Florida Municipal Power Agency
	Absent
	Muni/Coop
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Robert Schwermann (B)
	Energy Coordinator, Sacramento Municipal Utility District
	Absent
	Muni/Coop
	
	
	
	SB
	
	

	Alan Pritchard 
	Senior Engineer, Duke Energy Corporation
	Phone
	IOU
	S
	O
	S
	S
	S
	S

	John McCawley
	Director – Energy Acquisition, Exelon Energy Delivery, Exelon Corporation – PECO Energy
	Absent
	IOU
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Robert Martinko
	Consultant FERC Compliance, FirstEnergy Service Company
	Phone
	at large
	S
	A
	O
	S
	S
	S

	Syd Berwager
	Industry Restructuring Project Manager, Bonneville Power Administration/Power Business Line
	Absent
	Other
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Andy Rodriquez
	Manager of Business Practice Coordination, NERC
	Absent
	At-Large
	
	
	
	
	
	

	End Users Segment
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Lou Ann Westerfield
	Policy Strategist, Idaho Public Utilities Commission, rep. National Association of Regulatory Utility Commissioners
	Absent
	Regulator
	
	
	
	
	
	

	John Hughes
	Vice President Technical Affairs, Electricity Consumers Resource Council (ELCON)
	Absent
	Large Industrial
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Paul Sorenson
	Director-Central Markets Strategy, Open Access Technology International, Inc.
	Phone
	At-Large
	S
	O
	S
	S
	S
	S

	Independent Grid Operators/Planners
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Stu Bresler (B)
	General Manager, Market Operations, PJM Interconnection
	Absent
	
	
	
	
	SB
	
	

	Robert DeMello, Alt. for Jim Castle
	Industry Affairs Specialist, New York Independent System Operator, Inc.
	Phone
	
	S
	
	
	S
	
	

	Matt Goldberg
	Director Reliability & Operations Compliance ISO New England, Inc.
	Phone
	
	S
	
	A
	
	
	S

	Brent Kingsford, Alt. for S. Greenleaf
	Sr. Operations Regulatory Specialist, California ISO
	Phone
	
	S
	A
	A
	S
	S
	S

	Joel Mickey
	Manager Market Operations Support, Electric Reliability Council of Texas
	Phone
	
	S
	A
	A
	S
	S
	S

	Larry Middleton
	Technical Manager, Transmission Assets, Midwest Independent Transmission System Operator
	Phone
	
	S
	S
	O
	S
	S
	S

	Charles Yeung
	Executive Director Interregional Affairs, Southwest Power Pool
	Phone
	
	S
	S
	A
	S
	S
	S


6.  
Additional Attendance
	Name
	Organization
	Attendance

	Jonathan Booe
	NAESB
	Phone

	LaRita Cormier
	Court Reporters Clearinghouse
	Phone

	Laura Kennedy
	NAESB
	Phone

	Rae McQuade
	NAESB
	Phone

	Stephanie Monzon
	PJM
	Phone

	Ed Skiba
	MISO
	Phone

	Veronica Thomason
	NAESB
	Phone


� Voting Record Legend:  S = Support; O = Oppose; A = Abstain; B = Notational Ballot
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