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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

TO:
NERC/NAESB Joint Interchange Scheduling Working Group (JISWG) and Interested Industry Parties
FROM: 
DeDe Kirby, Meeting/Project Manager, NAESB 

RE
Final Minutes from the NERC/NAESB Joint Interchange Scheduling Working Group (JISWG) Meeting – October 31 – November 2, 2005
DATE:

November 12, 2005
Wholesale Electric Quadrant
NERC/NAESB Joint Interchange Scheduling Working Group Meeting
sierra pacific resources/nevada power – Las vegas, Nv
october 31 – november 2, 2005
final Minutes
1. Administrative
Mr. Harshbarger welcomed the participants to the meeting.  The participants in the meeting and on the phone introduced themselves.  Ms. Kirby gave the anti-trust advice.  The agenda was adopted by consensus.  The 8/30-31/05 minutes were adopted by consensus. 
2. NERC and NAESB Updates 
Mr. Blevins stated that the NERC Interchange Subcommittee (IS) had not agreed with the automated curtailment issue as discussed in the “Western Electricity Coordinating Council (WECC) Interchange Scheduling and Accounting Subcommittee (IS/AS) letter regarding e-Tag issue” located on the NAESB website at http://www.naesb.org/pdf2/weq_jiswg083005w4.doc.  However, it is possible that the WECC may go forward with drafting a business practice for the WECC as described in that document.
Mr. Blevins stated that the 24 hour curtailment limit and the reliability limit tracking issues had been assigned to the Technical Information System Working Group (TISWG) at NERC by the IS.  However, it is possible the IS will re-assign the issues to the JISWG in the near future.  It is also possible that the TISWG may be merged with the JISWG at NERC.  

Mr. Blevins stated that the WECC IS/AS had completed a survey of Balancing Authorities (BAs) on the implementation of e-Tags.  A wide array of answers was submitted and it was noted that further clarification might be needed on the applicable standards at NERC.  More specifically, Mr. Blevins noted that modifications might be necessary to clarify timing requirements in the interchange standards at NERC.  In addition, the survey also indicated areas that may require modification to ensure uniform administration of OASIS.

Mr. Blevins stated that the IS was reviewing the implementation of an interchange tool proposed by the WECC.  He added that this tool was being considered by the IS regarding the Interchange Authority (IA) functions.
In regards to ERO status at NERC, Mr. Blevins stated that NERC had recently drafted their rules of procedure and the document should post shortly.  He added that the application for NERC to become the ERO should be submitted in late February, with expectations of a decision by the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission (FERC) in August.  Mr. Blevins said that NERC was developing an ERO registry that would become the source for all other entity data.  This registry would work in conjunction with the registry currently being developed by the JISWG and NERC.  Ms. Rehman cautioned that no barriers should exist to entities wishing to utilize the TSIN registry at NERC.  Mr. Blevins stated that Ms. Rehman’s concerns were part of the discussion and development of the ERO registry at NERC.  

Mr. Blevins stated that the agenda for the next IS meeting would include the review and development of an indicator for curtailments issued in the past and whether the TISWG should merge with the JISWG.  In addition the IS will be discussing whether or not to rewrite the e-Tag Version 1.7095 Specification.
NAESB Updates  
Ms. Kirby stated that R05026 (Thirteen proposed enhancements to incrementally improve OASIS) had been submitted to the NAESB office.  However, the request has not yet been processed by the NAESB Triage Subcommittee or the Joint Interface Committee (JIC).  Mr. Sorenson stated that the Electronic Scheduling Subcommittee/Information Technology Subcommittee (ESS/ITS) had voted Recommendation R04006D (OASIS 1A Enhancements - Sale or Assignment of Transmission Service) out of subcommittee and to the WEQ Executive Committee (EC).  In addition, R04035 (Clarify OASIS 1A nomenclature and amend WEQ standard 4.19) and R05002 (Amend sections 9.5 and 10.5 of OASIS 1A redirect standards) were combined into one recommendation.  Mr. Sorenson stated that R04006C1 (Develop OASIS 1A capacity release request standards) would be addressed through revisions to the OASIS Standards and Communication Protocols (S&CP).  
In addition, Mr. Sorenson stated that additional standards would be developed from R04006 including development of a standardized process for Network Integrated Transmission Service (NITS) service on OASIS (R04006E) and the naming standardization for items such as service points in OASIS (R04006F).  Mr. Sorenson added that in addition the standards requests under development in the JISWG and the standards requests mentioned above, the ESS/ITS and its work force groups were or would be addressing R04020 (Include a guideline for rounding schedules with partial mWh's in the coordinate interchange business practice WEQBPS-002-000), and R05019 (Modify OASIS standards and S&CP to clearly document the procedures used to implement the displacement/interruption terms of the Pro Forma tariff).   
3. Review informal comments on SRD for Registry
The group reviewed comments to the SRD for the Registry submitted by IESO, and located on the NAESB website at http://www.naesb.org/pdf2/weq_jiswg103105w5.doc.  The JISWG provided answers to each comment provided.  The responses can be viewed in “Response to IESO Comments” located on the NAESB website at http://www.naesb.org/pdf2/weq_jiswg103105a1.doc.   
4. Discuss Registry project plan   
Mr. Nolan questioned if industry consensus had been reached whether to go forward with the registry rewrite as presented in the SRD.  He added that updates to the registry to make the database more user friendly were being completed at NERC.   Mr. Hansen restated that the goal of the JISWG, in the creation of the Registry Project Plan, was to make sure the new Registry addressed both the commercial and reliability needs of the industry.  He added that the commercial input had been provided by NAESB participants in the JISWG and through comments submitted.  Mr. Hansen stated that NERC had a guaranteed funding source for the Registry rewrite and for these reasons the JISWG was giving the SRD specifications to NERC.  Mr. Blevins suggested a survey of the industry or an additional informal comment period might be warranted.  Mr. Hansen stated that the document would be reviewed for grammar and format and then posted for an additional round of industry comment.  
Mr. Hansen stated that a plan should be drafted as to the future steps to be completed for the SRD by NERC and by the JISWG.  Mr. Nolan said that he would review budget with the NERC board.  Mr. Hansen added that the SRD for the Registry can be used to draft the Request for Proposal (RFP) at NERC.  Mr. Nolan stated that technical questions on the Registry would be addressed to the JISWG, much like technical questions on NERC projects in the past were addressed by the TISWG.  

Mr. Hansen asked that the group draft a project plan that meets both commercial and reliability needs.  Mr. Blevins stated that he would take the SRD and project plan for the SRD to the NERC Operating Committee (OC) for approval.  He added that the NERC office would take the action item of reviewing the SRD for typos and format.  Mr. Hansen asked that ERO registry requirements be included in the SRD before it is submitted for comments.  

Mr. Nolan stated that backward compatibility must exist between the old and new TSIN Registries.  Mr. Hansen and Mr. Sorenson stated that they would perform a technical review before Mr. Blevins took the document for grammatical revision at NERC.  The project plan for the Registry is located at http://www.naesb.org/pdf2/weq_jiswg103105a2.doc.       
5. Discuss and begin development of R05018 (Revise the e-Tag specifications to allow PSEs associated with a transmission segment in the tag optional approval rights) 
The group discussed adding the tag optional approval rights for Purchasing-Selling Entities (PSEs) to the R05001 Coordinate Interchange Business Practice Standard currently being drafted at NAESB, do to the more commercial nature of the timeline for PSEs.  The group also discussed including the e-Tag Specification as a NAESB standard, since it is not currently a standard at NERC.  There was strong sentiment in the group that e-Tag Specification should become a NAESB standard and FERC enforceable.  
Mr. Carter stated that the approval process and approval rights had taken many different forms in the development of coordinate interchange, both at NERC and NAESB.  The current decision was for one tag approval process to take place on the reliability side.  The market side standards would provide guidance on how to submit the tag and what should be included in the tag.  As soon as the tag is submitted, it is now part of a reliability process.  However, Mr. Carter stated that currently NERC has only made approval provisions for the Balancing Authorities (BAs) and Transmission Service Providers (TSPs).  He added that anyone that was required to review e-Tags should be given approval rights, and including Generator Providing Entities (GPEs) and Load Serving Entities (LSEs).  Mr. Carter stated that he would request that NERC add these entities to the timing tables.  Mr. Hansen stated that the approval rights of the PSEs could be handled in the same manner.  Mr. Carter added that the addition of these entities would not mean two separate processes, but that all approval would take place during the reliability assessment period. 
Mr. Harshbarger and Mr. Carter discussed including the approval rights in the e-Tag Specification to prevent entities from using others’ transmission rights.  Mr. Harshbarger stated that Coordinate Interchange should contain the enabling language for optional approval rights – i.e. the business practice standard language.  In addition, the technical changes would be addressed by the JISWG.  Mr. Carter and Mr. Sorenson took this action item.  Mr. Carter submitted the following draft language to be included in the Coordinate Interchange Business Practice Standards: 

6. Approval Entities shall only be allowed to take actions against an Arranged Interchange as specified in Appendix C “Interchange Transaction Tag Actions”.

6.1. An Approval Entity shall include a PSE who is not the Requesting PSE but is listed as the “owner” of the transmission rights being cited on the Arranged Interchange.

6.2 Prior to the expiration of the reliability assessment period defined in the Timing Table, Column B under requirement 8.0, the PSE (whose transmission rights are cited), LSE and GPE, shall respond to a request from an Interchange Authority to transition an Arranged Interchange to a Confirmed interchange. 

6.1.1 Each PSE (whose transmission rights are cited), LSE and GPE shall assess the Arranged Interchange for completeness and accuracy of the information contained in the Arranged Interchange.

The language will be reviewed by the Coordinate Interchange Business Practice Task Force (CIBP) at the next CIBP task force conference call.  
6. Updates on e-Tag enhancement list   
Item 6 - Mr. Gumm stated that the WECC IS/AS and working groups were developing three draft standards development requests for Emergency Tags, Dynamic Tags, and Capacity Tags.  Mr. Hansen, Mr. Harshbarger, and Mr. Gumm took the action item of completing the standards request for Capacity Tags and Emergency Tags.  At this time, the WECC IS/AS had determined that a standards request was not needed for Dynamic Tags.  Mr. Gumm will also submit a standards request for modification to allow the e-Tag to be the primary source of communication for after the hour modifications.

Item 8 – Mr. Harshbarger stated that there was no new information on any interest from the IS/AS on the addition of a Market Assembly Function to e-Tag and/or Coordinate Interchange.  

Item 9 and 11 – Mr. Hansen stated that both NERC and NAESB waited for the official comment period to end at NAESB for the R04013A post-split Transmission Loading Relief Business Practices before deciding how to proceed with the TLR division and the resulting business practices and reliability standards. 

In addition, the group discussed the addition of renewable energy as a product type to e-Tag and the Registry.  Mr. Sorenson stated that recognition of the renewable energy could be accomplished through an attribute contract, a product type addition, or the recognition of a requirement of the company.  Mr. Sorenson stated that a longer term solution might be to include these requests into the SRD for the Registry so that renewable energy becomes a field for registration. 

Mr. Hansen stated that the following three additional product types should also be included to account for interruptibles: “C-SP” Capacity Spinning; “C-SU” Capacity Supplemental; and “GI” for Interruptible Interchange.        
7. Discuss development of PKI
Mr. Sorenson reviewed the steps for the development of Public Key Infrastructure (PKI).  First, standards must be completed at NAESB.  Second, changes must be made to OASIS (S&CP) and e-Tag Version 1.7 to account for the necessary technical changes.  Next, the e-MARC policy must be adopted into the NAESB WEQ Standards as a technical implementation guide.  Finally, the certification lists for the Certificate Authorities and the consumer/users must be completed and submitted to the Certification Program Committee (CPC).  Mr. Sorenson stated that the necessary changes in language for compliance (for the document to reside at NAESB) in the e-MARC policy should be made at NAESB.  Mr. Blevins stated that although NERC had already agreed to moving the document to NAESB (May 2-3, 2005 JISWG meeting minutes) he would again discuss the decision with NERC. 
Entities that desire to use PKI, would execute a self-certification or nomination document that would declare which Certificate Authority would be utilized.  This document would include language that makes the user liable for any transactions entered into using the standards.  Mr. Sorenson suggested different levels of compliance for Certificate Authorities in that specific checklist.  Level 1 would be the level of compliance required for e-Tag, with the highest level being total e-MARC compliance.  

Mr. Sorenson and Mr. Burden took the action items of compiling the first drafts of the required documents noted above.  Mr. Blevins will discuss the plan with NERC.             
8. Review and discuss revised high level cost benefit analysis for full IA functionality     
Mr. Harshbarger added a brief history to the high level cost benefit analysis for full Interchange Authority (IA) functionality.  Additionally, he highlighted the benefits and put less stress on actual costs, as the NERC IS had requested.  The revised document is posted as an attachment to these minutes.  Mr. Blevins will review the revised document with the IS and give a report on the item at the next JISWG meeting.  
9. Next Steps/Other Business  
A conference call was scheduled for December 13th.  The agenda will be to review the SRD and to prepare the SRD for the Registry for another round of informal comments.  In addition, the group will review the draft standards requests for Capacity and Emergency Tags. 
A face to face meeting was scheduled for January 25-26, 2006 in Houston, TX.  The agenda will be discussed at the December 13th conference call. 
10. Adjourn 
The meeting adjourned at 10:30 a.m. Pacific on November 2, 2005.  
11. Attendance

	Name:
	
	Organization:
	In person/ Phone
	Days Attended

	Blevins
	Bill
	NERC
	In person
	Oct. 31 – Nov. 2

	Burden
	Christopher
	Williams Gas Pipeline
	In person
	Nov. 1 & 2

	Carter
	Roman
	Southern Company
	Phone
	Oct. 31

	Franz
	Marilyn
	Sierra Pacific/Nevada Power
	In person
	Oct. 31 - Nov. 2

	Gumm
	Bert
	Idaho Power Corporation
	Phone
	Nov. 2

	Hansen
	Jim
	Seattle City Light
	In person
	Oct. 31 - Nov. 2

	Harshbarger
	Bob
	Puget Sound Energy
	In person
	Oct. 31 - Nov. 2

	Kirby
	DeDe
	NAESB
	Phone
	Oct. 31 - Nov. 2

	Mendrala
	Cheryl
	ISO New England
	Phone
	Oct. 31 – Nov. 2

	Mickey
	Joel
	ERCOT
	Phone
	Oct. 31

	Mitreski
	Aleks
	ISO New England
	Phone
	Nov. 1 & 2

	Nolan
	Brian
	NERC
	Phone
	Nov. 1

	Rehman
	Barbara
	Bonneville Power Admin.
	Phone
	Oct. 31 - Nov. 2

	Seymour
	Cesar
	Suez Energy
	Phone 
	Oct. 31

	Simpson
	Troy
	Bonneville Power Admin.
	Phone
	Oct. 31

	Sorenson
	Paul
	OATI
	In person
	Oct.31 & Nov. 1

	Szot
	Lisa
	California ISO
	Phone
	Oct. 31 & Nov. 1
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