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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


via email

TO:
Posting on the NAESB WEQ-EC Page 
FROM: 
Deonne Cunningham
RE:
Notes from WEQ EC Load Forecast review call – April 8, 2008
DATE:

April 10, 2008
Dear WEQ Distribution List and Interested Parties,
The notes below and work papers referenced serve as the record for the conference call held on April 8, 2008.
	Agenda Topic
	Results of Discussion

	Administrative:
	The conference call/web cast began at 3:05 pm C.  The roll was taken, participants were welcomed to the call, the agenda was approved without changes and the antitrust statement was given.

	Attendees:
	Kevin Bates, SPP

Ed Davis, Entergy

Deonne Cunningham, NAESB

Barry Green, EPSA

Steve Greenleaf, CAISO

Bob Harshbarger, Puget Sound Energy

Rae McQuade, NAESB
Marcie Otondo, APS

Barbara Rehman, BPA
	Caesar Seymour, Suez Energy Resources
Ed Skiba, Midwest ISO

Veronica Thomason, NAESB

Wendy Weathers, SRP

JT Wood, Southern Company

Jimmy Womack, SPP
Dean Ulch, Southern Company

Kathy York, TVA

	Agenda:
	· Administrative: Welcome to members and attendees, Antitrust Guidelines, Introductions, Adoption of Agenda

· Review of recommendation
· Questions
· Adjourn

	Review of recommendation
	· Mr. Wood reviewed the clean version of the recommendation, the guiding principle of which is: 
The Transmission Provider or applicable RTO/ISO shall post on OASIS the actual daily peak load, as well as the final forecasted system–wide load, including forecasted native-load, Control Area, or individual Load Serving Entity (LSE) load, as applicable according to the following standards. If the Transmission Provider is a member of an approved Independent System Operator (ISO) or Regional Transmission Organization (RTO), their obligations under this standard are satisfied by the obligations of the ISO/RTO.
· The above purpose is reflected in the annual plan items which note: 
Develop version 2 business practice standards to coordinate better the use of the transmission system among neighboring transmission providers.  Such business practice standards would be based on recommendations from NERC's Long Term ATC/AFC Task Force and would involve revised procedures for the ATC calculation and/or revised protocols as determined by the final order.
· Mr. Wood highlighted the new standards and the standards that changed, which included modifications to the data template, data systems and data dictionary.  The modifications made to the sections regarding Actual and Forecasted Load will be posted on OASIS.  
· The modifications proposed to WEQ 001 (OASIS) includes transmission provider obligations for actual and forecasted load postings, ISO and RTO obligations for actual load and forecasted load postings, and OASIS posting requirements for actual and forecasted loads.  Corresponding changes were made to WEQ 003 (OASIS S&CP) and WEQ 013 (OASIS Implementation Guide).
· The modifications proposed in the recommendation correspond to paragraphs 413 and 416 of Order No. 890 and paragraph 143 of Order No. 890-A.
· Mr. Wood also highlighted the five major issues of discussion:  
· The data to be posted for load forecasts and actual load – both system-wide and native was discussed at length.  There were differing thoughts on the data needs and requirements of the both Order Nos. 890 and 890-A for transparency.

· The descriptive statement for variables used in forecasting was also a major area of discussion.  There was some discussion that the descriptive statements were not sufficient to meet the requirements for transparency.  

· Posting forecasted information for combined control areas presented issues specific to several of the ISOs.  When the RTO/ISO is determines their tariff footprint load forecast or actual daily peak load values based on an aggregation of the area values that are readily available (such as from historical control areas or balancing areas), then those area values shall also be posted in addition to the footprint postings.  This process will not require postings by the LSEs.
· Another area of discussion was the posting of assumptions where the data itself cannot be made available due to third party agreements – such as utilities entering into agreements for access to proprietary data on weather forecasting.  In these cases, a narrative that does not violate the agreement may be too generic to be helpful.  The group reached consensus that the requirements for load forecast assumptions shall include a descriptive statement which includes the load forecaster (methodology), weather service (for example temperature, humidity, etc.), actual load assumptions (for example system wide load, native load, historical loads, existing contracts, etc.) rather than posting specific weather values used in the specific load forecast.
· In posting forecasts, discussion was held on the number of posts, the granularity or amount of detail to be provided.  The standards proposed reflect the forecasts used in making the decisions on how to service loads, wit the intent that the forecasts be comparable to the actual loads.

· There were issues raised that the recommendation, while describing more information for posting than is currently available via OASIS, does not meet the full requirements of transparency as noted by the two FERC orders.    
· The group was referred to the motions document, which highlights the decisions made by the subcommittee(s) and those that were considered but failed.  The document provides a quick reference that can be correlated to the issues discussed during the meeting and to the ultimate language that was supported by the subcommittee(s).

· It was noted that for the two sets of comments available when the review session was held, all comments had been discussed during the meetings.  Should the EC determine to remand the recommendation back to the subcommittee for further consideration of issues, without strong direction, it would likely result in a stalemate.  The majority of the participants agreed that the group reached a middle ground in presenting this recommendation, but there were votes in opposition as can be seen in the meeting minutes. 

	Questions:
	· The co-chairs answered questions regarding the FERC rehearings as it relates to the forecast issue.
· The comments that were highlighted will be available for additional discussion at the upcoming EC meeting.

	Adjourn:
	The meeting adjourned at 2:57 p.m. C.

	Action Items:
	· The NAESB office will send out a reminder for the April 18 EC conference call.

	Materials referenced in the meeting or amended in the meeting :
	Comments submitted by the NAESB WEQ Standards Review Subcommittee:  
Agenda: http://www.naesb.org/pdf3/weq_ec040208_042408a.doc
Recommendation for 2008 WEQ Annual Plan Item  2.a.(i)(4), 2.b(v)(4), and 2.b(v)(5)- Load Forecast and Actual Load Business Practice Standards: http://www.naesb.org/pdf3/weq_ec_review_040808w1.doc (clean), http://www.naesb.org/pdf3/weq_ec_review_040808w2.doc (redline), http://www.naesb.org/pdf3/weq_ec041808w8.doc (motions)

Comments submitted by P. Sorenson, OATI: http://www.naesb.org/pdf3/weq_ec_review040808w3.doc
Comments submitted by B. Green, EPSA: http://www.naesb.org/pdf3/weq_ec_review040808w4.doc
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