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via posting

TO:
NAESB Wholesale Electric Quadrant (WEQ) Electronic Scheduling Subcommittee and Information Technology Subcommittee Meeting Participants and Posting for Interested Parties
FROM: 
Laura B. Kennedy, Meeting/Project Manager
RE:
Final Minutes from Joint WEQ Electronic Scheduling Subcommittee and Information Technology Subcommittee Meeting January 9-10, 2007
DATE:

January 22, 2007
Wholesale Electric Quadrant
Joint Electronic Scheduling Subcommittee/

Information Technology Subcommittee Meeting
Hosted by NAESB – Houston, Texas
January 9, 2007 1:00 p.m. – 5:00 p.m. Central
January 10, 2007 9:00 a.m. – 12:00 p.m. Central
Final Minutes
1. Welcome
Mr. Wood welcomed the meeting participants.  Ms. Kennedy read the antitrust guidelines.  Mr. Wood suggested moving agenda item 2:  “Review the draft Implementation Guide and proposed revision to the S&CPs drafted by Mr. Sorenson” to later in the agenda.  Item 2 was changed to new Item 7 and the other items were moved accordingly.  Mr. Pritchard moved, seconded by Ms. Rehman, to adopt the agenda as revised.  The motion passed unanimously.  The subcommittee reviewed the draft minutes from the December 4, 2006 conference call.  Mr. Pritchard stated that Ms. Glassman’s attendance should be added to the attendance list.  Mr. Pritchard moved, seconded by Mr. Eckelkamp, to adopt the minutes as revised.  The motion passed without objection.  The final minutes from the December 4, 2006 conference call are posted on the NAESB website:  Final Minutes.
2. Request No. R04006E (Network Service Transactions):  review the work paper submitted by Mr. Pewarski
Next, the subcommittee reviewed the work paper submitted by Mr. Pewarski for this agenda item.  The work paper was posted for this meeting:  DNR Form - submitted by J. Pewarski, Midwest ISO.
Ms. Rehman asked why liquidated damages contracts were included in the discussion for designated network resources.  Mr. Pewarski stated that there exists an issue where there is no accountability for how megawatts are represented as a supply, especially when imported into an ISO.  He added that some balancing authorities will not confirm that the same megawatts are not being counted twice.  Ms. Glassman asked whether the language drafted by Mr. Pewarski would eliminate the double counting problem.  Mr. Pewarski stated that in addition to these standards, Midwest ISO is planning to propose modifications to the pro forma tariff to put in strict financial penalties if what is attested to on the form is determined to not be accurate or is misrepresented.
Ms. Glassman stated that in addition to the issues addressed in the draft language, there should be language to reserve the right to request a copy of the purchase power agreement.  The subcommittee agreed that language could be added to include Ms. Glassman’s request.

Ms. Rehman noted that these issues could also be considered operations reliability issues.  If a Transmission Provider allows the use of the system without certifying the resource that it is capable of taking signals and responding to dispatch.

Mr. Pewarski stated that while there are other issues that have not been addressed, the language in his work paper was intended to be a  first step to confirming that megawatts are not being counted twice.
The subcommittee also identified other issues that surround network resources including the liquidated contract issue, and bumping issues.  Mr. Pewarski, Ms. Glassman, and Mr. Saini volunteered to work offline to further develop the language submitted by Mr. Pewarski.  The group plans on submitting a work paper for the next meeting.

3. Review comments submitted in response to request for formal comments on 
R04006C1 - RELINQUISH
The subcommittee reviewed the comments submitted on Recommendation R04006C1 - Develop OASIS 1A capacity release request standards (RELINQUISH).  The recommendation was posted for formal comment on December 8, 2007.  Comments were due on January 8, 2007.  One set of comments was submitted on this recommendation by Mr. Harshbarger, Puget Sound Energy:  Comments Submitted by B. Harshbarger, Puget Sound Energy on R04006C1.  This recommendation is scheduled to be considered for adoption at the February 6, 2007 meeting of the WEQ Executive Committee.
The subcommittee responded to each comment submitted by Mr. Harshbarger:
Comments in Summary section:
Comment b1:  “This is tough reading.”

Response of subcommittee to Comment b1:  The language in the Summary section is consistent with the wording of the rest of the document.  The subcommittee supported the re-ordering of the paragraphs in the Summary section suggested by Mr. Harshbarger in his comments.

Comment b2:  “The term “confirmed request to Redirect on a Non-firm basis” is used often in the text.  But a confirmed request is no longer a request.  Could it not be referred to as a Redirected reservation? If not, how about capitalizing the Basis?”

Response of subcommittee to Comment b2:  The term being used was arrived at after considerable discussion.  While the language is longer than the suggested language, it is clear exactly what is being referred to.
Proposed change to 001-0.6
:  001-0.6 Parent Reservation – an existing, confirmed reservation which has been being modified by a Transmission Customer’s request to redirect, reassign, resale, release, etc.
Response of subcommittee to Proposed change to 001-0.6:  The modification submitted by Mr. Harshbarger should not be accepted because there is no modification to the Parent Reservation until the Child Request has been confirmed.

Comment b3 (reference 001-0.6):  Are the listed redirected, reassign, resale, release (relinquish?), all different request types?
Response of subcommittee to Comment b3:  Yes, all are different request types.

Proposed change to 001-10.5.3:  001-10.5.3.   The TC shall have the right to request the TP to release capacity associated with a confirmed request to Redirect on a Non-Firm basis reservation and reinstate that capacity to the Firm Parent (Firm) Reservation. The TP shall honor all such requests, and reinstate the capacity on the Firm Parent Reservation such that it may subsequently be scheduled, Redirected on a Firm or Non-Firm basis to a different path, resold, etc.
Response of subcommittee to Proposed change to 001-10.5.3:  The subcommittee did not recommend adopting the change suggested by Mr. Harshbarger for this item.  The existing language was clear when 001-10.5.3 was adopted.
Proposed change to 001-10.5.3.2.1:  001-10.5.3.2.1
The Relinquish request shall have the same TS_CLASS, TS_TYPE, TS_PERIOD, TS_WINDOW and SERVICE_INCREMENT values as the Redirect on a Non-Firm basis reservation being released.
Response of subcommittee to Proposed change to 001-10.5.3.2.1:  The subcommittee recommended that the addition of the phrase “reservation being released” be incorporated into the standard.
Proposed change to 001-10.5.3.3:  001-10.5.3.3
The CAPACITY_REQUESTED shall be the value(s) desired to be relinquished from the Redirect on a Non-Firm basis reservation and added back to Capacity Available to Redirect on the Firm Parent Reservation.

Response of subcommittee to Proposed change to 001-10.5.3.3:  The subcommittee recommended that the addition of “reservation” be incorporated into the standard.
Comment b4 (reference 001-10.5.3.4):  Since the child was born of the parent how could it possibly be longer than parent?
Response of subcommittee to Comment b4:  No, the child is not longer than the parent.

Comment b5 (reference 001-10.5.3.6):  This needs discussion – seems you should be able to place capacity back into the parent regardless of any scheduling limits placed on the path/parent.
Response of subcommittee to Comment b5:  The language in 10.5.3.6 does not relate to scheduling limits on the parent, but relates to the availability of the capacity released.

Mr. Pritchard and Mr. Wood stated they would relate the responses to Mr. Harshbarger’s comments to the Executive Committee during the February 6 meeting.
4. Review comments submitted in response to request for formal comments on 
Recommendation 2007 Annual Plan Item 3(a)(2) – Implementation of S&CP changes to 
support Standards of Conduct business practices (standards of conduct link on OASIS 
home page)
No comments have been submitted to date on the above referenced recommendation.  No discussion took place on this item.  This item will be included on the agenda for the next ESS/ITS meeting.
5. Review Final Action R04035/R05002 to begin drafting necessary changes to S&CPs 
and Implementation Guide to implement the modifications ratified in the Final Action
Mr. Wood volunteered to review the standards ratified in Final Action R04035/R05002 to determine whether changes to the S&CPs are necessary to implement the modifications to the model business practices.  Mr. Wood conducted his review on January 9 after the meeting.  On January 10, Mr. Wood stated that no changes to the S&CPs were necessary to correspond with R04035/R05002.  Mr. Wood stated he would draft a recommendation to submit to the WEQ Executive Committee.
6. Review Final Action R04006D – Sale or Assignment of Transmission Service (Resales 
and Transfers) to begin drafting necessary changes to S&CPs and Implementation 
Guide to Implement the modifications ratified in the Final Action
Mr. Pritchard volunteered to review the standards adopted in Final Action R04006D – Sale or Assignment of Transmission Service (Resales and Transfers) to draft the necessary changes/additions to the S&CPs to implement the Resales and Transfers standards.  Ms. Kennedy stated she would send the appropriate documents to Mr. Pritchard so that he can begin drafting the recommendation for this item.
7. Review the draft Implementation Guide and proposed revision to the S&CPs drafted by 
Mr. Sorenson
The subcommittee discussed the documents submitted by Mr. Sorenson as work papers for this meeting:  NAESB WEQ OASIS Implementation Guide - 12/13/06 and NAESB WEQ S and CP for Implementation Guide - 12/27/06.  Mr. Sorenson created these documents in response to a request from the ESS/ITS to do so.  The ESS/ITS agreed in an earlier meeting to separate the S&CPs into two documents: one with the technical implementation pieces and one to include the business pieces that are currently in the S&CPs.
Ms. Rehman stated that the Implementation Guide should not be published as a separate standard, like Mr. Sorenson suggested in his work paper, but should be an Appendix for the S&CPs.  She added that the documents should remain as closely linked as possible.  The subcommittee agreed to further discuss the placement of the Implementation Guide within the standards at a later time.
The subcommittee reviewed in detail the changes to the S&CPs proposed by Mr. Sorenson in the work paper referenced above:
002-2.1:  The subcommittee revised Mr. Sorenson’s suggested changes to Section 002-2.1.  The resulting redlined language is included below (the redlined language is to Mr. Sorenson’s draft):
d. Permit Use of Existing Communications Facilities: In implementing the OASIS, the use of existing communications facilities shall be permitted. The use of OASIS communication facilities for the exchange of information beyond that required for open transmission access (e.g., transfer of system security or operations data between regional control centers) shall also be permitted, provided that such use does not negatively impact the exchange of open transmission access data and is consistent with the applicable Standards of Conduct regulations.

002-2.4:  The subcommittee reviewed the language of the parallel standards in the Wholesale Gas Quadrant Electronic Delivery Mechanism.  This section was revised by the subcommittee to include some of the language used by the Wholesale Gas Quadrant.  The resulting language is included below, with changes included:
002-2.4
INTERNET TOOL REQUIREMENTS

Support for the following specific internet tools is required, both for use over the public Internet as well as for any private connections between Users and OASIS Nodes:

a. Browser Support: OASIS Nodes shall insure that Users running browsers commercially available and in common use shall have a fully functional user interface based on the Interface Requirements defined in Standards WEQ 001-4.

Browser Characteristics (includes defined NAESB WEQ current versions):
Features as supported by the latest Generally Available (GA) versions of both Netscape® and Internet Explorer® within 9 months of such GA version becoming available, including -
Frames & Nested Frames
Tables & Nested Tables
HTML
Cookies
JavaScript
SSL 128-bit RSA Encryption
Style Sheets
002-4.2.10:  The subcommittee revised the language proposed by Mr. Sorenson for Section 002-4.10:  

OASIS shall implement Templates that allow Customers and Sellers to enter, modify and consummate arrangements for transmission and ancillary services. The transaction process is controlled through the transaction REQUEST_TYPE, identifying the type of transaction being conducted, and STATUS, indicating the request’s current state in the transaction process.
002-4.2.10(a):  The subcommittee added a comment for Section 002-4.10 (a) to “add RELINQUISH if it is approved” to that section.
002-4.2.10(l):  The subcommittee revised the language proposed by Mr. Sorenson as Section 002-4.10(l):

l. If the Customer has identified the transaction as PRECONFIRMED and the Seller has set the transaction STATUS to COUNTEROFFER, OASIS Nodes shall take no automatic confirmation action on the transaction and require explicit confirmation by the Customer.
Transaction Template Usage Diagram:  The subcommittee made a note that “Counteroffer” should be added to last Seller and Rebid options in the Transaction Template Usage Diagram.
002-4.2.10.1:  The subcommittee made revisions to Mr. Sorenson’s suggestions for the language for Section 4.2.10.1 “Request Types” as set forth below:
ORIGINAL =  typical reservation requests submitted to the Primary Provider (as the Seller of the transmission or ancillary service) 

RESALE = secondary market requests submitted to a Transmission Customer as Secondary Transmission Provider

TRANSFER =  request to convey all rights and obligations associated with a reservation for Point-To-Point Transmission Service from a Reseller to an Assignee

RENEWAL = request to renew an expiring transmission reservation

MATCHING = request to meet or exceed a competing request to retain transmission service (right of first refusal)
DEFERRAL = request to defer or apply for an extension on start of transmission service 
REDIRECT = request to redirect all or portion of a transmission reservation to an alternate POR/POD and/or make other changes to the terms of service as permitted
RELINQUISH = request to release all or a portion of the capacity of a Redirect on a Non-Firm basis to the Firm Parent Reservation


{registered} = A Primary Transmission Provider may register values for REQUEST_TYPE to implement specific provisions of their Tariff. 

The OASIS Implementation Guide, WEQ 011, contains detailed descriptions on the use of each transaction REQUEST_TYPE and explains the business processes to be implemented in association with each of these requests as specified by the OASIS Business Practice Standards, WEQ 001.

The subcommittee added notes to replace the use of “WEQ-011” as the standard number for the Implementation Guide once it is determined where the Implementation Guide will be located within the standards.
The subcommittee did not review the draft Implementation Guide in detail during this meeting as there was not enough time.  The Implementation Guide posted for this meeting will be posted as a work paper for the next ESS/ITS meeting.
8. An update on the joint effort with the WEQ Business Practices Subcommittee and the 
NERC ATC Drafting Team to draft standards to address Request No. R05004A

Mr. Saini stated that the NAESB participants thought that the NERC ATC Drafting Team had completed the revisions to MOD-001, but it has been determined that the draft must be returned to the NERC ATC Drafting Team after a member of the NERC staff suggested some changes.  Those changes will be reviewed during the NERC ATC Drafting Team meeting on January 11-12 in Houston, Texas.
9. Schedule Work Plan for 2007
The subcommittee scheduled several conference calls/meetings for the next few months:
· January 26, 2007:  conference call with web conferencing, 10:00 AM to 3:00 PM Central

· February 12-13, 2007:  meeting at NAESB’s offices in Houston, Texas.  1:00 PM to 5:00 PM Central on February 12 and 9:00 AM to 12:00 PM Central on February 13

· February 26, 2007:  conference call with web conferencing, 9:00 AM to 12:00 PM Central

· March 15-16, 2007:  meeting at NAESB’s offices in Houston, Texas.  1:00 PM to 5:00 PM Central on March 15 and 9:00 to 12:00 PM Central on March 16

· March 26, 2007:  conference call with web conferencing from 10:00 AM to 3:00 PM Central

· April 3-4, 2007:  meeting at NAESB’s offices in Houston, Texas.  1:00 PM to 5:00 PM Central on April 3 and 9:00 AM to 12:00 PM Central on April 4

· April 23, 2007:  conference call with web conferencing from 10:00 AM to 3:00 PM Central
The subcommittee will focus on completing the necessary changes to implement the standards adopted in R04035/R05002 so that they may be ratified prior to NAESB filing an update to the OASIS standards with the FERC.  The subcommittee will also work to complete the Implementation Guide and changes to the S&CPs.  This work will be re-prioritized once the OATT Reform NOPR is issued.
10. Next Meetings

The ESS/ITS will meet to conduct its normal business on January 26, 2007 via conference call.  Web conferencing will be available for this call. The agenda for this call will include:
· Continue the review the draft Implementation Guide and proposed revision to the S&CPs drafted by Mr. Sorenson 

· Review comments submitted to date in response to request for formal comments on Recommendation 2007 Annual Plan Item 3(a)(2) - Implementation of S&CP changes to support Standards of Conduct business practices (standards of conduct link on OASIS home page) 

· Review Draft Recommendation re: S&CP changes to complement the modifications made to the existing business practice standards ratified in Final Action R04035/R05002 (Mr. Wood to provide recommendation stating that no modifications to the S&CPs are needed) 

· Review Draft Recommendation re: S&CP changes to complement the business practice standards ratified in Final Action R04006D – Sale or Assignment of Transmission Service (Resales and Transfers) (Mr. Pritchard to provide draft recommendation for this item) 

· An update on the joint effort with the WEQ Business Practices Subcommittee and the NERC ATC Drafting Team to draft standards to address Request No. R05004A 

· Continue discussion of Request No. R04006E (Network Service Transactions) 

11. Other Business/Next Steps

No Other Business was discussed.

12. Adjourn

The meeting adjourned by consensus at 12:00 PM Central.
13. Attendance

	Name
	Organization
	January 9
	January 10

	Richard Bishop
	PacifiCorp
	Phone
	

	Jim Eckelkamp
	Progress Energy
	In Person
	In Person

	Marilyn Franz
	Sierra Pacific Resources
	Phone
	Phone

	Charlotte Glassman
	Duke Energy
	Phone
	

	Angela Gonzalez
	NAESB
	In Person
	In Person

	Laura Kennedy
	NAESB
	In Person
	In Person

	Aleks Mitreski
	New York ISO
	
	Phone

	Marjorie Perlman
	Energy East
	Phone
	

	Jim Pewarski
	Midwest ISO
	In Person
	In Person

	Alan Pritchard
	Duke Energy
	Phone
	Phone

	Barbara Rehman
	Bonneville Power Administration
	Phone
	Phone

	Narinder Saini
	Entergy
	In Person
	In Person

	Larry Stone 
	Softsmiths, Inc.
	In Person
	In Person

	JT Wood
	Southern Company
	In Person
	In Person


� Mr. Harshbarger’s comments are captured in red, the redlines to existing standards that already existed in the recommendation drafted by the subcommittee are captured in blue.


� The subcommittee added a note to change the definition of resale back to the language suggested by Mr. Sorenson once the S&CP language for Resales was approved.


� The subcommittee added a note to remind themselves that the S&CP language for Transfers has not been approved


� NO changes made by the subcommittee to RENEWAL


� Recall was removed because it is not a Request Type.
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