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Via posting

TO:
NAESB Wholesale Electric Quadrant Business Practices Subcommittee (BPS), Electronic Scheduling Subcommittee (ESS), Information Technology Subcommittee (ITS), and Interested Industry Participants

FROM: 
Jonathan Booe, Project Manager/Meeting Administration
RE:
NAESB WEQ ESS/ITS and BPS Conference Call Final Minutes – January 3-4, 2008
DATE:

April 15, 2008


NORTH AMERICAN ENERGY STANDARDS BOARD
WHOLESALE ELECTRIC QUADRANT

Joint ESS/ITS and BPS Conference
January 3, 2008 – 9:00 AM to 4:00 PM Central
January 4, 2008 – 9:00 AM to 4:00 PM Central

Final Minutes

1. Welcome

Mr. Wood opened the meeting and welcomed the meeting participants.  Mr. Booe gave the antitrust guidance.  Mr. Wood reviewed the agenda.  Mr. Pritchard requested that a discussion concerning Order 890-A be added to the agenda.  Ms. Otondo moved to adopt the agenda as amended. Mr. Skiba seconded the motion and the motion passed without opposition.
2. Order 890-A Discussion 
Mr. Pritchard stated that as an Executive Committee member he would remand a recommendation to the subcommittee if Order 890-A was not considered in their deliberation of the recommendation.  Ms. Otondo stated that she would not feel comfortable voting to post the recommendation for a formal or informal comment period until Order 890-A has been fully vetted.   She stated that the group needs to develop a strategy for processing Order 890-A.  Ms. Kennedy suggested that the subcommittee allow the NAESB staff to create a matrix for Order 890-A with the new assignments similar to the Order 890 work plan.  The participants approved of the suggestion.  Mr. Skiba noted that if the recommendation is not voted out by the end of tomorrow’s meeting that the subcommittee will miss the deadline established by the Executive Committee.  After further discussion, the group decided to postpone voting on the standard until the meeting in Carmel, Indiana on January 16-17, 2008, so that proper consideration can be given to Order 890-A.  Ms. Otondo made a motion to that effect stating that the ESS/ITS/BPS will give notice to the Executive Committee that the ATC/TTC Narrative and Actual Daily Peak Load Recommendation will not be available for Executive Committee approval at the February meeting.  The notice will explain to the Executive Committee that the ESS/ITS/BPS will consider the impact of Order 890-A on the proposed standards prior to submitting to the Executive Committee.  Mr. Pritchard seconded the motion and it passed without opposition.  
3. Review of comments submitted in response to the request for informal comments on the proposed Recommended Standards to Address ATC-TTC Narratives
BPA Comments
The participants began discussion on the proposed recommendation by reviewing the Comments on ATC/TTC Narratives Submitted by B. Rehman, BPA.  Ms. Rehman stated that she added the term Constrained to all instances of the term Posted Path in the document.  Mr. Sorenson responded that if the ATC is zero, it is by its definition constrained and that the term does not need to be included in some instances.  The participants supported Mr. Soresnon’s comment.  Mr. Green stated that paragraph under A and B of Y.1.2 seems to clarify point B, but contradicts point A.  Ms. Rehman suggested removing the paragraph all together.  The participants approved of Ms. Rehman’s suggestion.  The participants continued through the document and made minor modifications based upon the discussion.
OATI Comments
Mr. Skiba suggested the participants return to the remaining comments submitted by OATI.  Mr. Sorenson stated that the only comments that the group did not address during the last meeting were in section Z, and that his issues were addressed through Ms. Rehman’s comments.  He stated that he did not require a response.
Midwest ISO Comments
Mr. Slagel stated that remaining Midwest ISO issues had also been resolved when addressing the other participant’s comments.  He stated that he did not require a response to his comments. 
EPSA Comments

Next, the participants reviewed the EPSA comments.  Mr. Green stated that he would like a further explanation indicating why a zero ATC is anticipated to be in effect indefinitely, when a Transmission Provider gives a “9999” stop time.  Mr. Pritchard stated that he does not see the need for additional information, because a six month zero ATC should trigger the long-term planning process for the future.  Mr. Green asked if the long-term planning process was in place everywhere.  Mr. Pritchard responded that it was.
Puget Sound

The group reviewed the comments submitted by Puget Sound.  Mr. Wood noted that most of the issues presented by Puget Sound had been addressed through the other comments.  The subcommittee’s responses to the comments can be found through the following the link:  http://naesb.org/pdf3/weq_atc_afc010308a6.doc Ms. Rehman asked if the subcommittee planned on including examples in the standard.  The participants agreed that examples would be beneficial and determined to include them in an appendix to the recommendation.
Southern Comments 
Mr. Wood briefly reviewed the comments submitted by Southern Company.  He stated that most of his issues had been addressed, and noted a few proposed minor modifications.  The modifications made to the recommendation based upon the comments can be found on the NAESB website through the following link:  http://naesb.org/pdf3/weq_atc_afc010308a2.doc.
Summary Section
Next, Mr. Pritchard presented his recommended changes to the summary section of the draft recommendation.  The participants made a few modifications to the summary language and decided to move the Order 890 language to the supporting documentation section of the recommendation.

Midwest ISO Proposed Flowgate Language

Mr. Slagel reviewed his proposed changes to Standard Z.1.1, so that standard would address those entities which use flowgate methodology.  He proposed two options to the group:

B1.  where the Available Flowgate Capability (AFC) methodology is used, a monthly or yearly ATC posted value in systemdata  is changed on a constrained Posted Path as a result of a 10 percent or greater change in the TFC posted value.

B2.  where the Available Flowgate Capability (AFC) methodology is used, a monthly or yearly ATC posted value in systemdata  is changed on a constrained Posted Path by 10 percent or greater as a result of a change in the underlying AFC inputs.

Mr. Slagel stated that option B1 tracks 10% changes in TFC and that B2 tracks 10% changes in AFC.  He stated that he prefers option B1.  The participants discussed the two options and what is required by Order 890-A.  After discussion, the participants decided to keep the proposed B1 standard.  Mr. Sorenson suggested that the standard reference an ATC change narrative, rather than a TTC narrative and that the ATC narrative be called a zero ATC narrative.  The participants approved the suggestion.  Ms. Rehman made a note that the change should be reflected in the data dictionary.  
Next, the participants discussed how narratives should be posted when a change in TTC affects the ATC of multiple paths.  Mr. Sorenson stated that he would like the narrative to be posted on only one path, and noted that if the narrative has to include every path and every market affected by the TTC change, then a template other than systemdata will have to be used.  Mr. Wood agreed and reminded the participants that there is only room for 1000 characters on the systemdata template.  After further discussion, Mr. Pritchard made a motion that the narrative will only be posted on the path (the primary path) where the TTC has changed.  Mr. Skiba seconded the motion.  Mr. Green stated that limiting the annotation in that way will prevent parties from discovering what ATC changed.  Mr. Pritchard responded that posting a bunch of annotations for a single event will dilute the information.  The motion failed balanced vote 3 to 4.  [Vote 1].  
Mr. Wood noted that given the vote, new wording for SYSTEM_ELEMENT of standard Z.2.2 will need to be developed.  Mr. Green made a motion that the following be the underlying principal for the language added to SYSTEM_ELEMENT of Standard Z:
Where there is a 10% or greater change in TTC or TFC, all paths whose ATC is affected by such TTC or TFC change will have an annotation explaining the cause of the TTC or TFC change.
Ms. Rehman seconded the motion and offered a friendly amendment.  Ms. Weathers stated that she believes the system will be automated and supports the proposed language.  Mr. Slagel stated that the purpose of posting is to identify the constraint and that the proposed language muddies the waters to that end.  Mr. Pritchard agreed with Mr. Slagel and stated that requirement would dilute the specificity desired.  After further discussion, a balanced vote was taken and the motion passed 5 to 3.  [Vote 2].  Based upon the vote, the participants modified the SYSTEM_ELEMENT language of standard Z.2.2, but determined they would revisit the standard at the next meeting.  The language can be found through the following link: http://naesb.org/pdf3/weq_atc_afc010308a5.doc. 
4. Next Steps
The ESS/ITS/BPS will continue to address the ATC/TTC Narrative standard at the next scheduled meeting on January 11, 2008.
5. Adjournment
The meeting was adjourned at 4:38 pm Central.
6. Attendance and Voting Record
	Name
	Organization
	Sub Segment
	1/3
	1/4
	Vote 1
	Vote 2

	Kathy Anderson
	Idaho Power Company
	Generation
	Phone
	Phone
	
	

	Jonathan Booe
	NAESB
	
	Phone
	Phone
	
	

	Valerie Crockett
	TVA
	Generation
	Phone
	Phone
	Oppose
	Support

	Jim Cyrulewski
	Midwest ISO
	IGO/RTO
	Phone
	Phone
	
	

	Ed Davis
	Entergy
	Transmission
	
	Phone
	
	

	Barry Green
	EPSA
	Marketer/Broker
	Phone
	Phone
	Oppose
	Support

	Kevin Gresh
	PJM
	IGO/RTO
	Phone
	Phone
	
	

	Ralph Honeycutt
	Suez Energy Marketing
	Marketer/Broker
	Phone
	Phone
	Oppose
	Support

	Tony Hunziker
	Midwest ISO
	IGO/RTO
	Phone
	Phone
	
	

	Mark Hackney
	Arizona Public Service
	Transmission
	Phone
	
	
	

	Laura Kennedy
	NAESB
	
	Phone
	Phone
	
	

	Ross Kovacs
	Georgia Transmission
	Transmission
	Phone
	Phone
	
	

	Larry Middleton
	Midwest ISO
	IGO/RTO
	Phone
	Phone
	Support
	

	Marcie Otondo
	Arizona Public Service
	Transmission
	Phone
	Phone
	Oppose
	Support

	Gail Parker
	Midwest ISO
	IGO/RTO
	
	Phone
	
	

	Alan Pritchard
	Duke Energy
	Distribution
	Phone
	Phone
	Support
	Oppose

	Barbara Rehman
	Bonneville Power Administration
	Transmission
	Phone
	Phone
	Oppose
	Support

	Narinder Saini
	Entergy
	Transmission
	Phone
	Phone
	Support
	Oppose

	Joel Segal
	PJM
	IGO/RTO
	Phone
	Phone
	
	

	Ed Skiba
	Midwest ISO
	IGO/RTO
	Phone
	Phone
	
	Oppose

	Ron Slagel 
	Midwest ISO
	IGO/RTO
	Phone
	Phone
	
	

	Jerry Smith
	Arizona Public Service
	Transmission
	Phone
	Phone
	
	

	Paul Sorenson
	OATI
	End User
	Phone
	Phone
	Oppose
	Support

	Jennifer Vosburg
	NRG Energy
	
	Phone
	
	
	

	Wendy Weathers
	Salt River Project
	Distribution
	Phone
	Phone
	Abstain
	Support

	Jimmy Womack
	SPP
	IGO/RTO
	Phone
	
	
	

	JT Wood
	Southern Company
	Transmission
	Phone
	Phone
	Support
	Oppose
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