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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

August 24, 2007
TO:
NAESB Wholesale Electric Quadrant Executive Committee and Interested Industry Participants

FROM:
Laura Kennedy, Director, Standards Development
RE:
Wholesale Electric Quadrant Executive Committee Meeting Revised Draft Minutes – August 14, 2007
NORTH AMERICAN ENERGY STANDARDS BOARD EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE MEETING

WHOLESALE ELECTRIC QUADRANT (WEQ)

Tuesday, August 14, 2007 – 10:00 am to 4:00 pm Mountain
Hosted by El Paso Natural Gas – Colorado Springs, CO
REVISED DRAFT MINUTES
1.
Welcome

Ms. York opened the meeting and welcomed the meeting participants in the room and on the phone.  Ms. Kennedy read the antitrust guidelines.  Ms. Kennedy called the roll of the WEQ Executive Committee members and Alternates.  Quorum was established.
2. 
Wholesale Electric Quadrant Draft Agenda & Draft Minutes

The Executive Committee reviewed the agenda.  Mr. Schwermann moved, seconded by Mr. Ulch, to adopt the agenda as drafted.  The motion passed without objection.

Next, the Executive Committee reviewed the minutes from the May 8, 2007 WEQ Executive Committee meeting.  Ms. Crockett submitted redline changes to the minutes included on pages 24-41 of the Executive Committee book.  Mr. Norris moved, seconded by Mr. Ciza, to adopt the minutes as revised by Ms. Crockett.  The motion passed without objection.  The final minutes are posted on the NAESB WEQ Executive Committee page:  Final Minutes.

The Executive Committee reviewed the minutes from the July 20, 2007 WEQ Executive Committee conference call.  Ms. Crockett also submitted redline changes to these minutes included on pages 42-49 of the Executive Committee book.  Mr. Gallagher moved, seconded by Mr. Pritchard, to adopt the minutes as revised by Ms. Crockett.  The motion passed without objection.  The final minutes are posted on the NAESB WEQ Executive Committee page:  Final Minutes.
3.
Consideration of recommendations for standards, comments submitted, and vote on:
R07007 – Update the timing table to reflect the categories used in the latest e-Tag specification with respect to arranged interchange (RFI):  The Executive Committee reviewed the Recommendation R07007 included on pages 52-57 of the Executive Committee book.  Mr. Davis stated that the table for “all Interconnections except WECC” did not reflect the current table, which only has three rows.  He noted that a column had also been added.  Mr. Davis stated that he did not support the second row that deals with tags submitted less than fifteen minutes prior to ramp start and less than one hour after the start time, which are considered late.  Mr. Davis stated that when Transmission Providers (TPs) receive a request for service less than fifteen minutes prior to the ramp start, the TP does not have fifteen minutes to evaluate the request and get it into the EMS as the table indicates.  He added that the table labels column D as “Minimum Total Reliability Period” and that fifteen minutes would not be enough time to evaluate and implement the request.  Mr. Davis noted that the original Coordinate Interchange business practice standards included a note that tags that are submitted late are passively denied and will be evaluated.  Mr. Davis moved, seconded by Mr. Castle, to remove the second row from the table that applies to all Interconnections except WECC.
Mr. Harshbarger stated that without the second row, there would not be a definition of Late.  He noted that the e-Tag specification points to the NERC Reliability Standards and NAESB Business Practice Standards to determine when it is appropriate to label a tag as On Time or Late or After the Fact.  The values in the table delineate how to assign those labels to a tag based on the tag submittal time.  Mr. Harshbarger stated that inclusion of this table as proposed simply standardizes what is already in the e-Tag specification.
Mr. Davis stated that in the original Coordinate Interchange business practice standards adopted in Final Action R03013 a sentence was included that stated that RFIs submitted that do not meet these requirements shall be considered late and will be denied if not explicitly approved by all parties.  Mr. Davis added that the timing requirements set forth in the table make it impossible for an e-Tag reviewer and approver to implement.
Mr. Harshbarger asked how the table would require an implementation that is different from the way tags are evaluated today, when the reviewer can simply deny the tag.  Mr. Davis stated that the table implies that the reviewer must evaluate the tag and come up with an answer within a certain time frame, while the practice today is that it is simply denied.  Mr. Harshbarger stated that the standards in place today require a response and that the reviewer must actively respond or will be in violation NERC Reliability Standards in place.  If asked to evaluate an e-Tag, a response of denial or approval is required.
Mr. Sorenson did not support the removal of the second row.  Mr. Sorenson stated that there are two cases that are dealt with by the inclusion of the second row: one is the fifteen minutes to ramp, which is requires best efforts.  If there is no time to assess, then a denial can be issued immediately.  The other case is after the ramp when specifications for emergency schedules which were implemented and there is a need to backfill the documentation.  This table sets forth the assessment time for those backfill transactions.
Mr. Davis stated that the table does not include language to state that the late tags are denied unless a response is issued.  Mr. Davis stated that if the tag is submitted late, then he does not want to be required to respond.  Mr. Harshbarger stated that the NERC standards require a response.  Mr. Rodriquez cited NERC Reliability Standard INT006-2 which states “Prior to the expiration of the reliability assessment period defined in the Timing Table, Column B, the Balancing Authority and Transmission Service Provider shall respond to a request from an Interchange Authority to transition an Arranged Interchange to a Confirmed Interchange.”  Mr. Harshbarger stated that stated that the fifteen minutes accounts for the Interchange Authority and the Balancing Authority and TP actions.

Mr. Ulch asked if the same modifications were being considered at NERC in a SAR.  Mr. Harshbarger stated that was the case.
After further discussion, Mr. Rodriquez requested that Mr. Davis and Mr. Castle withdraw their motion in favor of a new motion to remand the Recommendation for R07007 back to the JISWG to address Mr. Davis’ concerns.  Mr. Davis and Mr. Castle accepted Mr. Rodriquez’ suggestion.  Mr. Rodriquez then called the question.  Mr. Sorenson requested that the motion be revised to include that the modifications should wait to see what happens in the NERC SAR process and standard process.  Mr. Davis and Mr. Castle accepted Mr. Sorenson’s suggestion.  The motion unanimously passed a simple majority vote.  [Vote 1].
Possible reconsideration of R04006D Revision to the Resales standards based on discussions with FERC staff:  Next, Ms. McQuade reviewed the information found on page 58 of the Executive Committee book.  She stated that the WEQ Executive Committee adopted a recommendation to revise the Resales standards contained in Final Action R04006D – titled Recommendation WEQ 2007 Annual Plan Item 2 during the May 8, 2007 meeting.  The Recommendation as revised by the WEQ Executive Committee was posted for member ratification on June 22, 2007 and ratified on July 23, 2007.
As noted on page 58 of the Executive Committee book, FERC staff provided informal remarks on Standard Y.5.3 “expressing the common price in terms of ‘$/MW-Hour reserved’ when the shortest duration of firm transmission service included in the pro forma OATT is daily service may raise concerns.”

Ms. McQuade stated that the WEQ Executive Committee had three options to choose from for action:  modify the Final Action based on the discussion and process as a minor correction; remand to the subcommittee for further development; or do nothing.

Mr. Ulch supported modification of the Final Action as a minor correction.  He suggested removal of the language on pricing altogether or to quote the price of the product that is being reassigned or resold in the same dimensions or units.
Mr. Berwager stated that the FERC staff comments state that it “may” create a problem.  He noted that the WEQ Executive Committee considered this issue and had significant discussion during the May 8, 2007 meeting.  Mr. Berwager supported doing nothing to the Final Action as ratified by the WEQ membership.
Mr. Sorenson stated that even with the comments from FERC staff, there are still open issues that will likely be addressed in the Rehearing for Order 890.  It is still unknown whether Resales are only for firm service.  The comments from FERC staff seem to imply that is the case, but the pro forma OATT makes no mention of that restriction on Resales.  Mr. Sorenson stated that the Final Action should not be remanded to the subcommittee prior to Rehearing.  Mr. Sorenson he would support striking the sentence on pricing or taking no action until the Rehearing Order is issued.

Mr. Pritchard noted that Y.3.1 permits the hourly resale of a monthly reservation.  Mr. Pritchard suggested that the language in Y.5.3 be modified to state dollars per mw hour resold instead of reserved so the unit points to the Resale rather than the original reservation.

Mr. Rodriquez moved, seconded by Mr. Ulch, that the WEQ Executive Committee reconsider Final Action WEQ 2007 Annual Plan Item 2.  Though a roll call vote was not taken, fifteen voted in favor.  Mr. Pritchard, Mr. Martinko, and Mr. Sorenson voted in opposition.  Mr. Harshbarger, Mr. Berwager, Mr. Cobb, and Mr. Castle abstained.  The motion passed a simple majority vote.
Mr. Sorenson moved, seconded by Mr. Gallagher, to do nothing pending FERC Rehearing of Order 890 and Resales issues in general.  Mr. Wood noted that doing nothing will make the Final Action as ratified be submitted as Version 1.  Mr. Gallagher stated that he did not think the FERC staff comments were compelling enough to make modifications and noted that the subcommittee and WEQ Executive Committee spent a lot of time on the language for this standard.
Mr. Cobb asked the TPs how compelling it is to make the modification to the language at this time.  Mr. Ulch stated that there will be an inconsistencies in the pricing of the products.  Mr. Wood added that it will make it difficult for customers to decide what the product is and will make it difficult to determine what the price will be for the Resale.
Mr. Gallagher noted that the same discussion took place at the May 8 meeting and stated that it is simply a matter of arithmetic.

The roll call was taken for the vote on the motion.  The motion passed a simple majority vote.  [Vote 2].

Discussion and possible reconsideration of segment block of R06025:  Next, Ms. McQuade stated that the WEQ Executive Committee had the option to vote to reconsider the Recommendation for 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), that failed to achieve the super majority vote for adoption during the July 20, 2007 conference call of the WEQ Executive Committee.  The recommendation as revised by the WEQ Executive Committee and voted on was included on pages 67-72 of the Executive Committee book.
Ms. McQuade noted that when the recommendation was considered by the WEQ Executive Committee on July 20, 2007, the recommendation failed to achieve the required super majority vote of the WEQ Executive Committee due to a segment block by the Independent Grid Operator/Planner Segment.  She added that she is required to report any segment blocks to the Board of Directors and to the FERC.

Mr. Cobb asked if any of the Independent Grid Operator/Planner members could provide insight as to the reason for the segment block.  Mr. Yeung stated that several members of the segment abstained from the vote, which had the effect of a vote in opposition when there is a need for a super majority vote.  Mr. Yeung added that the Independent Grid Operator/Planner members have concerns about the business need to make the Scheduling Entities Field a required field.

Mr. Castle asked if there were any alternatives to making the Scheduling Entities field a requirement when there is not a bus9iness reason to do so, such as in the case of the ISOs and RTOs since the Balancing Authorities are the Scheduling Entity.  Mr. Castle suggested modifying the language to state “If the Scheduling Entity for the physical segment is not identical to the TSP on the physical segment, the Scheduling Entity must be required…”
Mr. Rodriquez stated that the NERC Reliability Standards cover this issue and there is no need to create a business practice standard to enforce a Reliability Standard.  Mr. Rodriquez asked for an example of the commercial implications that would require making this field required.
Mr. Sorenson stated that it would be possible to enter into a transaction that wheels through Southern Company that is using Georgia Transmission that does not list Southern as the Scheduling Entity and Southern is not the Control Area.  The Southern Control Area will never see the transaction.  If the adjacent Balancing Authorities do not look at the transaction, then Southern cannot weigh in on the transaction.  The requirement to have the field would ensure that everyone who should see the Scheduling Entity can do so.  Mr. Sorenson added that in the case of a single transmission provider, there are cases of ambiguity that the requirement of the field could ensure that everyone gets the tag and reviews the tag.  Mr. Harshbarger noted that entities should not be forced to wait until checkout time to take care of something that could have been addressed up front.
Mr. Ulch stated that he did not see a reason to avoid making the Scheduling Entity a required field.

After further discussion, Mr. Cobb moved, seconded by Mr. Sorenson, to reconsider the vote on Recommendation R06025.  The motion passed a simple majority vote.  [Vote 3].

Next, Mr. Castle moved, seconded by Mr. Bresler, to modify 2.1.2.4 of the revised Recommendation, included on pages 67-72 of the Executive Committee book, to include an additional sentence “If the Scheduling Entity for the physical segment is not identical to the Transmission Service Provider (TSP) on that physical segment, the Scheduling Entity must be explicitly specified or required.” and to delete the parenthetical “(Required)” from the section.

Mr. Sorenson offered alternative language for the new sentence:  “If the Scheduling Entity code for that physical segment is not identical to the Transmission Service Provider (TSP) code on that physical segment, the Scheduling Entity code must be explicitly specified or required.”

Mr. Castle and Mr. Bresler supported modifying their motion to replace the language of the proposed new sentence with the one proposed by Mr. Sorenson.

Mr. Cobb noted that the field is needed in the WECC for scheduling purposes because the WIT needs that information to calculate the net scheduled interchange between Balancing Authorities.  Mr. Ulch proposed adding an additional sentence to state that the field is required for the WECC.  Mr. Castle and Mr. Bresler supported modifying their motion to include the additional sentence as proposed by Mr. Ulch.  The agreed sentence was “This field is required for the Western Interconnect.”
To summarize, the motion as revised was to revise Section 2.1.2.4 with the following:  remove the parenthetical (Required); add a sentence that states:  “If the Scheduling Entity code for that physical segment is not identical to the Transmission Service Provider (TSP) code on that physical segment, the Scheduling Entity code must be explicitly specified or required.”; and add a sentence that states “This field is required for the Western Interconnect.”  The revised Recommendation can be found posted as an attachment to these minutes:  Attachment- Recommendation R06025 - Revised By WEQ Executive Committee on 08/14/2007 - Clean; Attachment- Recommendation R06025 - Revised By WEQ Executive Committee on 08/14/2007 - Redline.
A roll call vote was taken to determine if the required super majority vote was achieved.  While there were sufficient votes to garner the required 40% in favor within each segment, the required super majority vote was not achieved, due to the need for twenty-five votes.  Only twenty-four votes were cast.  Ms. McQuade stated that the recommendation would be posted for notational ballot to determine if the super majority vote was achieved.  [Vote 4].

4.
Consideration and vote on Minor Corrections
Next, Ms. York reviewed the Minor Correction submitted by the WEQ Business Practices Subcommittee (BPS) included on pages 74-76 of the Executive Committee book.  She noted that the goal of the Minor Correction was to update references in the existing TLR standards to reference the most current version of the NERC IRO 006 Reliability Standards.
Ms. McQuade stated that external references must be to a specific version and could not be generic because if the references were generic.  To adopt language with generic external references would result in a reference to language that was subject to change.  Ms. York stated that the versions referenced in the NAESB TLR standards no longer exist at NERC.
Ms. York suggested that the Minor Correction be withdrawn instead of making modifications to the language due to the fact that other WEQ BPS members were not present.  She added that she would work with the WEQ BPS to determine an alternative to the Minor Correction as proposed.  There was no opposition to the withdrawal of the Minor Correction.

5.
Progress on Scoping Document for R05026 and assignment of tasks
The WEQ Executive Committee reviewed the Scoping Document for Request No. R05026 (Thirteen Incremental Enhancements to OASIS) during the May 8, 2007 meeting.  The WEQ Executive Committee assigned each item to a subcommittee, save three.  Ms. Kennedy is in the process of drafting a letter to Calpine to request further clarification on Items C, G, and I.  The letter will be posted on the NAESB website when it is sent to Calpine.
6.
Update on Specific Issues
Order 890 Plan – including FERC Technical Conference on Order 890:  Ms. McQuade reviewed the portion of the Seams Matrix that identified items that may require action based on the outcome of the FERC OATT Reform Order on pages 121-123 of the Executive Committee book.  Ms. McQuade asked if Order 890 required that these issues be reevaluated by the Seams Subcommittee.  Mr. Schwermann stated that it would not be necessary at this time for the items to be addressed by the Seams Subcommittee as they are being addressed in other forums.  Mr. Schwermann moved, seconded by Mr. Ciza, that no action is required for Items 4, 26, 46, 103 and 114 of the Seams Matrix dated May 22, 2007.  The motion passed a simple majority vote unanimously.  Ms. McQuade stated that the Seams Matrix would be updated to reflect the action of the WEQ Executive Committee.
TLR Split to business practices progress report and joint development process with NERC:  Next, Ms. York provided an overview of the progress of the WEQ BPS work with the NERC TLR Drafting Team.  The NAESB TLR Update document can be found on pages 125-128 of the Executive Committee book.  The NERC TLR split standards should be posted shortly for the ten day pre-ballot review period.  Regardless of the outcome of the NERC TLR standard balloting, the NAESB Board of Directors has directed the NAESB office to submit the latest NAESB TLR standards with the Version 1 filing in late September, 2007.
Order 698:  Ms. McQuade and Ms. York provided an overview of Order 698 and the plans in the Wholesale Gas Quadrant to develop or modify existing standards to address the Order.  WEQ members were encouraged to participate in this effort as End Users in the Wholesale Gas Quadrant as the issues will clearly affect the electric industry.  More information on Order 698 can be found on pages 129-131 of the Executive Committee book.
Drafting Collaborative:  Ms. McQuade stated that she had distributed a notice to the WEQ Drafting Collaborative to determine if the members of the Drafting Collaborative would like to hold a meeting to discuss potential modifications to the NAESB WEQ Quadrant Procedures to remove the prohibition that a WEQ Executive Committee member cannot serve as a WEQ Board member and vice versa or if the Drafting Collaborative feels comfortable voting on this issue via notational ballot.  It is the expectation that regardless of whether a meeting is held or the votes or handled via notational ballot, there will be a decision within the next six weeks.
E-Tag and Registry Status:  Mr. Rodriquez stated that NERC has determined that the TSIN Registry is not in NERC’s scope and are working to develop a transition plan for the TSIN Registry to be handled by another organization.  NERC is very interested in NAESB taking over the management of the TSIN Registry.  Ms. Costantini has been charged with working on the transition plan and on the negotiations with the IDC.  Mr. Rodriquez added that joint meetings between NERC and NAESB should be scheduled to work on the transition of the TSIN Registry from NERC to NAESB.  Ms. McQuade stated that NERC would need to provide a request to NAESB that NERC would like NAESB to administer the TSIN Registry before NAESB would take action to do so.
Publication of Version 1.0:  Ms. York noted that a list of the Final Actions that will be included in Version 1.0 of the NAESB WEQ standards was included on pages 149-150 of the Executive Committee book.  Ms. Rager is working to apply the Final Actions to the existing WEQ standards.  It is the expectation that Version 1.0 will be released in September-October 2007.

7.
Subcommittee Updates and Plan Updates
Triage Subcommittee:  A notice of action requested was distributed to the NAESB Executive Committee and Triage Subcommittee on August 10, 2007 with proposed assignments and priorities for: 

Request R07008 - Add bidder email and bidder phone to the award download data set to meet tariff requirements of providing bidder information to the releasing shipper on a recallable deal); 

Request R07009 - Review and update the Physical gas Annex to ISDA Agreement, based on the recently completed revised NAESB Base Contract for the Sale and Purchase of Natural Gas (NAESB Standard 6.3.1 9/5/06); 

Request R07010 - Modify the NAESB Coordinate Interchange Standard to require that Scheduling Entity be a required field in every submitted request for interchange to remove ambiguity from the process of evaluating; 
Request R07011 – Add code values to Charge Type element in Transportation/Sales Invoice dataset to indicate that the charge type is for fuel units purchased rather than retaining fuel in kind.
It is the expectation that only Request No. R07010 will be assigned to the WEQ.  Mr. Bresler stated that with the disposition of Recommendation R06025 during this meeting, there may be no need to take action on Request No. R07010.  Mr. Sorenson stated that the ESS/ITS would draft a Recommendation that no action be taking referencing the language adopted in R06025 once it is assigned to the ESS/ITS officially.  The Request for action for the Triage assignments referenced above was posted as supplemental information for the Executive Committee meeting:  Supplemental Material - NAESB Triage Actions Pending for R07008-R07011 - Corrected.
Business Practices Subcommittee:  Ms. York, co-chair of the BPS, stated that the BPS is working on TLR and ATC issues now and both efforts are joint efforts with the NERC teams.  A summary of all of the meetings the BPS has been involved in to date this year can be found on pages 158-162 of the Executive Committee book.
Electronic Scheduling Subcommittee/Information Technology Subcommittee (ESS/ITS):  A summary of all of the meetings the ESS/ITS has been involved in to date this year can be found on pages 152-156 of the Executive Committee book.  Mr. Sorenson, co-chair of the ESS/ITS, stated that the ESS/ITS is working on modifications to the OASIS S&CPs (WEQ002); OASIS S&CPs Implementation Guide (WEQ013); and OASIS S&CPs Data Dictionary (WEQ003) to include modifications to address Group 1 of the ESS/ITS Order 890 Work Plan (POSTING OF ETC; ANNOTATIONS FOR ATC; LOAD FORECAST AND ACTUAL LOAD; RE-BID OF PARTIAL SERVICE; AND PRECONFIRMATION PRIORITY).  These modifications will also include functionality to address conditional firm postings required in Paragraph 1078 of Order 890.  It is the expectation that a recommendation for the referenced will be posted for formal comment during one of the next few meetings.  The ESS/ITS will continue to work through its assigned work on the Order 890 Work Plan.
Joint Interchange Scheduling Working Group (JISWG):  Mr. Harshbarger, co-chair of the JISWG for NAESB, stated that the JISWG has completed the scheduling for the testing of e-Tag Version 1.8.  During the week of August 6-10, the first round of vendor tests were conducted.  Tutorials will be held September 7, 11, and 25 for the industry.  The tutorials will be advertised through NERC and NAESB website.  Mr. Harshbarger noted that the JISWG plans to incorporate functionality to process conditional firm in the e-Tag Version 1.8 specification.
Mr. Harshbarger stated that during the processing of the proposal to implement functionality for conditional firm, comments were submitted by Midwest ISO that the JISWG determined should be addressed by the WEQ Executive Committee:  Supplemental Material - JISWG Response to Comments on Conditional Design Posting.  The comment from Midwest ISO stated that “…Therefore, we are requesting when these NAESB groups make changes to existing requirements, standards, and documents that they do not develop recommendations, which would require all entities to make system changes to support conditional firm point-to-point service. Additionally, we would like to have this exception documented in the appropriate NAESB Business Practices/Standards similarly to the way exceptions/variations are documented for others, such as the WECC exemptions under recommendation R06026.”  Mr. Skiba stated that Midwest ISO has a concern that NAESB standards will require action for which the ISOs and RTOs have been given a waiver from the FERC.  Ms. McQuade stated that any time waivers are issued it is better to institutionalize them in the business practice standards adopted by NAESB.  A summary of all of the JISWG meetings this year to date can be found on pages 156-158 of the Executive Committee book.
Standards Review Subcommittee:  Mr. Saini stated that the SRS meets every other month to review NERC SARs that have been drafted to determine if there is a need to develop complementary NAESB business practice standards.  During the August 1 meeting, the SRS did not find anything that would indicate the need to develop commercial business practices.  A summary of all of the SRS meetings this year to date can be found on page 162 of the Executive Committee book.
Demand Side Management-Energy Efficiency:  A summary of the efforts of the Demand Side Management-Energy Efficiency Subcommittee, a joint Subcommittee of the REQ, RGQ, and WEQ can be found on page 163 of the Executive Committee book.  Ms. McQuade provided an overview of the efforts of this Subcommittee and noted that it is the goal of the group to complete draft standards by the end of the year.
e-Tariff Subcommittee:  The e-Tariff Subcommittee, a joint Subcommittee of the WEQ and WGQ, has met approximately once a month since February.  It is the goal of the Subcommittee to complete draft standards by the end of the year.  A e-Tariff Subcommittee Technical Task Force was formed during the July 27 meeting.  A summary of the meetings of the e-Tariff Subcommittee to date this year can be found on page 164-165 of the Executive Committee book.

8.
Update on 2007 Annual Plan and Process to Develop 2008 Annual Plan
The Executive Committee reviewed the WEQ 2007 Annual Plan included on pages 167-175 of the Executive Committee book.  Modifications were made to the Completion date of several items.  Item 1(c) – Develop business practice standards to support Operate Within Limits (R03017) was moved to be a Provisional item.  Item 1(f) – Develop jointly with NERC a Joint NERC/NAESB Operating manual was modified to note that the efforts were Underway.  Mr. Pritchard moved, seconded by Mr. Sorenson, to adopt the modifications to the WEQ 2007 Annual Plan.  The motion unanimously passed a simple majority vote.  The revised WEQ 2007 Annual Plan can be found posted as an attachment to these minutes:  Attachment- WEQ 2007 Annual Plan 08/14/2007 (Redline).
9.
Board of Directors, Board Committee and Regulatory Updates
Ms. McQuade provided the update on the Board of Directors and Board Committees.  The minutes from the June 28, 2007 Board meeting can be found on pages 177-187 of the Executive Comittee book.  The June meeting was also the annual meeting of the members and the strategic session of the Board.  The notes from the WEQ Leadership meeting on June 27, 2007 are also in the Executive Committee book on pages 188-191.
10.
New Business
Mr. Sorenson provided comments to the chair for discussion under New Business.  The comments were whether the NAESB WEQ Executive Committee should consider removal of the portions of NAESB OASIS Business Practice Standards (WEQ-001) that are direct quotes of the FERC Regulations 18 C.F.R. 37.6 and 37.7 that were not adopted by FERC in Order 676.  Mr. Sorenson noted that during the subcommittee work on Order 890 issues were raised as to why the NAESB standards would regurgitate the FERC regulations.
Mr. Ulch asked what is gained by having the standards reiterate the FERC regulations.  Ms. McQuade noted that most of the NAESB WEQ-009 Standards of Conduct were also a regurgitation of the FERC Regulations.
There was significant discussion on the merits of removal of the portions of WEQ-001 and -009.  It was determined that the OASIS standards that are repetitive of the existing regulations form a foundation for the remainder of the OASIS business practices and should remain as part of the NAESB business practice standards for the WEQ.  Mr. Davis moved, seconded by Ms. Crockett, to remove the portions of WEQ-009 Standards of Conduct that FERC did not adopt in Order 676, Sections 009-1 through 009-5. The definitions will be maintained and the Final Action WEQ 2006 Annual Plan Item (3)(c)(i) - Development of business practice for Standards of Conduct link on OASIS page) will be included as 009-6 of the WEQ-009 standards.  The motion unanimously passed a simple majority vote.
11.
Adjourn
Mr. Crockett moved to adjourn.  The meeting adjourned at 4:02 PM Mountain.

12.
Executive Committee Attendance and Voting Record
  (Vacancies not shown on the table)
	
	
	Attendance
	Sub-Segment
	Vote 1
	Vote 2
	Vote 3
	Vote 4

	Transmission Segment
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Patrick McGovern
	Manger - System Services, Georgia Transmission Corporation
	In Person
	Muni/Coop
	S
	O
	S
	O

	Steven C. Cobb
	Manager Transmission Services, Salt River Project
	In Person
	Fed/State/Prov.
	S
	S
	S
	S

	Dean Ulch
	Principal Engineer, Transmission Policy and Services Group, Southern Company Services
	In Person
	IOU
	S
	O
	S
	S

	Edward Davis
	Policy Consultant, Entergy Services, Inc.
	In Person
	IOU
	S
	O
	S
	S

	Bob McKee Alt. for J. Voeck
	American Transmission Company
	Phone
	ITC
	S
	
	
	

	Bob Harshbarger 
	OASIS Trading Manager, Puget Sound Energy
	In Person
	at large
	S
	S
	S
	A

	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
	In Person
	Muni/Coop
	S
	S
	S
	S

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

	Jalal Babik
	Manager – Electric Policy, Dominion Resource Services, Inc.
	Phone
	IOU
	S
	A
	
	S

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

	Gary Hinners
	Director- West regulatory Issues, Reliant Energy, Inc.
	Absent
	at large
	
	
	
	

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

	Marketers/Brokers Segment
	
	
	
	
	
	

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

	Valerie Crockett, Alt. for C Harmon
	Energy Markets & Policy Specialist, Tennessee 

Valley Authority
	In Person
	Fed/State/Prov.
	S
	S
	S
	S

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

	Mark Mitchell
	Manger of Power Marketing Supply and Trading Department, Salt River Project
	Absent
	at large
	
	
	
	SB


	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
	Energy Coordinator, Sacramento Municipal Utility District
	In Person
	Muni/Coop
	S
	S
	S
	S

	Alan Pritchard 
	Senior Engineer, Duke Energy Corporation
	In Person
	IOU
	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
	In Person
	at large
	S
	S
	S
	S

	Syd Berwager
	Industry Restructuring Project Manager, Bonneville Power Administration/Power Business Line
	In Person
	Other
	S
	S
	S
	S

	Andy Rodriquez
	Manager of Business Practice Coordination, NERC
	In Person
	At-Large
	S
	A
	A
	A

	End Users Segment
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Bill Heinrich, Alt. for L. Westerfield
	New York State Department of Public Service
	Phone
	Regulator
	S
	A
	S
	S

	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.
	In Person
	At-Large
	S
	S
	S
	S

	Independent Grid Operators/Planners
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Stu Bresler
	General Manager, Market Operations, PJM Interconnection
	Phone
	
	S
	S
	S
	S

	Jim Castle
	Manager, Grid Operations, New York Independent System Operator, Inc.
	Phone
	
	S
	S
	S
	S

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

	Steve Greenleaf
	Director Regional Market Initiatives, California ISO
	Phone
	
	S
	S
	S
	S

	Joel Mickey
	Manager Market Operations Support, Electric Reliability Council of Texas
	In Person
	
	S
	S
	S
	S

	Larry Middleton
	Technical Manager, Transmission Assets, Midwest Independent Transmission System Operator
	In Person
	
	S
	S
	S
	S

	Charles Yeung
	Executive Director Interregional Affairs, Southwest Power Pool
	In Person
	
	S
	S
	S
	S


13.  
Additional Attendance
	Name
	Organization
	Attendance

	Jonathan Booe
	NAESB
	Phone

	Christopher Burden
	Williams Gas Pipeline
	In Person

	Kristie Cocco
	Salt River Project
	In Person

	Dale Davis
	Williams Gas Pipeline
	In Person

	Chuck Feagans
	Tennessee Valley Authority
	Phone

	Laura Kennedy
	NAESB
	In Person

	Mark Klein
	Public Service Company of New Mexico
	Phone

	Bill Lohrman
	Prague Power
	Phone

	Rae McQuade
	NAESB
	In Person

	Marci Otondo
	Arizona Public Service
	In Person

	Marjorie Perlman
	Energy East
	Phone

	Barbara Rehman
	BPA
	Phone

	Narinder Saini
	Entergy
	In Person

	Ed Skiba
	MISO
	In Person

	Veronica Thomason
	NAESB
	In Person

	Mike Wells
	WECC
	Phone

	JT Wood
	Southern Company
	Phone


 

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


� Mr. Mitchell voted in favor of the motion to adopt the revised Recommendation R06025 via notational ballot.
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