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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:
WEQ Electronic Scheduling Subcommittee, Information Technology Subcommittee and Interested Industry Participants
FROM:
Cory Galik, Meeting/Project Manager
RE:
Conference Call Final Minutes of ESS/ITS Subcommittee Meeting – March 17, 2008
DATE:
March 25, 2008
WEQ Joint ESS/ITS 
Conference Call
March 17, 2008 – 9:00 AM to 11:00 AM Central
Final Minutes 
1. Welcome/Administrative 

Ms. Otondo opened the meeting and welcomed the meeting participants, who introduced themselves.  Ms. Galik read the antitrust guidelines.  Mr. Skiba moved to adopt the agenda as drafted.  The motion passed without objection.

2. NITS – First Task- Business Needs

· Designation, un-designation of resources at loads
The group continued its discussion where they left off at the previous meeting, starting with the topic of designation, un-designation of resources and loads.  Ms. Glassman stated that a load can be made up of many different deliveries, or just one.  The group discussed the various ways that load was now designated and undesignated.  Ms. Glassman stated that her company has one huge reservation on their system that represents native load that they un-designate against.  Mr. Ridgely stated that they do that, or if a customer requires it, they do a more specific load.  Ms. Otondo stated that she thinks the ability to do multiple designation of loads and resources is what is needed.  Mr. Ridgely agreed.    Ms. Otondo stated that they should create a business practice that allows a single load if that is what is appropriate.  Mr. Ridgely added that some verbiage should be used to allow a TP to determine the individual designation based on each TP’s needs.  Ms. Glassman stated that the last meeting ended with discussion about designation of load when it is not in the control area.  Mr. Saini stated that the control area is not a limitation, that the load has to be in a provider’s control. The group then discussed what name the load has to be under when it is in another control area.  Ms. Glassman stated that there are two names and two contracts in such a situation.  The group also discussed whether or not network service must be provided if the load is on a different system.  There was mixed reaction.  Ms. Glassman said her tariff said that they do while Ms. Otondo said that people should not be forced to do so.  The group discussed the detail of information that would be included in OASIS.  They also discussed the difference between using point to point versus network.  The group agreed to work on designation of load and not constrain it to the control area.  The group concluded that they need the ability, but not the requirement, to allow for multiple loads and one or more of those loads could be in a different balancing area.  There was lengthy discussion regarding load delivery points and how often they should be updated.  The group agreed to give this some thought and address it at a later meeting.  The group also discussed the necessity of developing a generic way to track resources and loads.     
· Forecast issues
The group agreed to allow but not require network Transmission Customers to provide forecasts, perhaps via OASIS, in some computer readable form as well as the ability to mask this information.
· Determine transmission provider needs including ATC calculations, auditing/tracking, billing integrity

The group skipped ATC calculations but will address it in a future meeting.  In discussing auditing, the group agreed to frame it in terms of knowing who made what changes to OASIS and when those changes were made.  They also want to make it downloadable.  The ultimate goal is to be able to audit the designation and un-designation of both loads and resources going back five years.  In regards to tracking, the group discussed the need to be able to track designation activity.  The idea included having OASIS track a customer’s designation through a query search.  A question arose regarding the need to determine the audit-ability of changes to “attachment” documents.  
3. Other Business/Next Steps

The next conference call will be a continuation of this discussion and will take place on Monday, March 24, 2008 from 10:00 am to 12:00 pm Central.
4. Adjourn
The meeting adjourned at 11:03 AM Central by consensus.
5. Attendance
	Attendee
	Organization

	Kathy Anderson
	Idaho Power Company

	Jim Cyrulewski
	Midwest ISO

	Ed Davis
	Entergy

	Cory Galik
	NAESB

	Greg Gilbert
	Southern Company

	Charlotte Glassman
	Duke Energy

	Barry Green
	EPSA

	Bob Harshbarger
	Puget Sound

	Rob Lamoureux
	Midwest ISO

	Sara McCoy
	Salt River Project

	Marcie Otondo
	Arizona Public Service

	Denise Rager
	NAESB

	Barbara Rehman
	BPA

	Guy Ridgely
	Midwest ISO

	Clint Savoy
	Southwest Power Pool

	Narinder Saini
	Entergy

	Ed Skiba
	Midwest ISO

	Wendy Weathers
	Salt River Project

	Jimmy Womack
	Southwest Power Pool
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