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RE:
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DATE:

August 28, 2007
Wholesale Electric Quadrant
Joint Electronic Scheduling Subcommittee/

Information Technology Subcommittee Meeting
Hosted by El Paso Western Pipelines – Colorado Springs, CO

August 15, 2007 9:00 AM to 4:00 PM Mountain
Final Minutes
1. Welcome
Mr. Wood opened the meeting and welcomed the meeting participants in the room and on the phone.  Ms. Kennedy read the antitrust guidelines.  The participants reviewed the draft agenda.  Ms. Rehman requested that adoption of the minutes be postponed until the end of the day.  Ms. Rehman moved, seconded by Mr. Skiba to adopt the agenda as revised.  The motion passed without objection.  There was not sufficient time at the end of the meeting to adopt the minutes, so that item was postponed until the August 27, 2007 conference call.
2. Review comments submitted in response to the Request for Informal Comment on the draft modifications added to the OASIS Standards & Communication Protocols (WEQ 002) and OASIS Standards & Communication Protocols Implementation Guide (WEQ 013) to include the Order 890 Work Plan ESS/ITS Group 1 Items: POSTING OF ETC; ANNOTATIONS FOR ATC; LOAD FORECAST AND ACTUAL LOAD; RE-BID OF PARTIAL SERVICE; AND PRECONFIRMATION PRIORITY.  These drafts will also include language for the functional requirements for supporting long term conditional firm service in OASIS (Paragraphs 1078 in Order 890) 
Next, the subcommittee reviewed the comments submitted in response to the Request for Informal Comment on the proposed revisions to the S&CPS (WEQ 002), S&CP Implementation Guide (WEQ 013), and S&CP Data Dictionary (WEQ 003).  Comments were submitted by ISO New England, PJM, and Southern Company.  All comments were posted as work papers for this meeting:  Comments Submitted by JT Wood, Southern Company; Comments Submitted by C. Mendrala, New England ISO; Comments Submitted by K. Gresh, PJM Interconnection.
Ms. Mendrala stated that before the comments were reviewed she had a question of whether the ESS/ITS intended to develop OASIS business practices to complement the modifications to the OASIS S&CPs and Implementation Guide.  The participants of the ESS/ITS noted that modifications to NAESB OASIS standards WEQ 001 were contemplated, but the Transmission Providers had been ordered to implement these modifications and so the ESS/ITS determined that the technical standards should be updated so that there would be a greater likelihood of uniform implementation.
Next, the ESS/ITS reviewed the comments submitted by PJM.  The first comment was:  “There should be a statement in the introduction to the standards noting that a transmission provider need only adhere to standards that are required by their tariff.  Some requirements are not required by RTO's and should therefore be exempt.  For example, conditional firm is not a RTO process offered.”  Ms. Rehman noted that there is a section in the OASIS S&CPs that states that the tariff preempts the language in the Implementation Guide.  It was noted that the language Ms. Rehman was referencing was Section 013-1 Introduction.  Mr. Skiba stated that if the subcommittee knows of specific waivers they should be included in the standards language so entities are not required to request waivers from the NAESB standards for things waivers have already been granted for in other forums, such as Order 890.  Mr. Advena suggested modifying Section 013-1 to note that in the absence of tariff requirements associated with a particular business practice, the Primary Provider will not be required to implement the related business practice as set forth in the NAESB standards.
After further discussion, the subcommittee agreed to add the following sentence:  A Primary Provider is not obligated to implement a particular requirement in this Implementation Guide if the Primary Provider’s Tariff does not contain the associated provision or the Primary Provider has received a waiver.
The subcommittee also agreed that specific language could also be included within the specific standards for which waivers have been granted.  Mr. Skiba, Mr. Advena, and Ms. Mendrala volunteered to draft a list of the exceptions for conditional firm for presentation during the September 10-11, 2007 meeting.

The response to the comment to PJM was noted on the document:  We will add appropriate language in the introductions for the Implementation Guide.  Additionally language will be modified for specific components to recognize FERC exceptions.  ISO and RTO participants will provide proposed language changes to address exceptions.
The next comment submitted by PJM, “There are some changes to the S&CP templates that provide no additional benefit or functionality to the user and are not deemed as cost effective to implement.  One example of this is changing the field "start_time" to "bid_start_time."  We will request the ESS to revisit this document and appropriately update the standards.”, was reviewed by Mr. Advena.  Mr. Advena stated that some of the proposed changes are to elements that are used so much in the PJM systems, it would pose a significant cost to make the changes.  Mr. Advena urged the ESS/ITS to only propose modifications that will directly add value.  Mr. Gilbert added that the Southern Company comments included a similar element.  For example, the alternate bid fields for capacity should be handled in the price capacity field.  Ms. Rehman stated that Order 890 requires the Transmission Provider to offer partial service and it also requires Transmission Providers to give customers the option to negotiate that partial offer.  Mr. Gilbert stated that the price field was already used.  Ms. Rehman stated that the start and stop time can also be negotiated separately from the offer.  Mr. Gilbert stated that the start and stop times should not be modified because that would change the profile, which would result in a drift from the original transaction.  The start and stop times are key attributes that should not be modified.  It was suggested that this issue should be discussed further during the ESS/ITS conference on August 27, 2007 and then the meeting on September 10-11, 2007.  Mr. Skiba asked Mr. Advena to provide the ESS/ITS with a list of all of the fields that PJM has similar issues with for the August 27, 2007 conference call.  Mr. Advena volunteered to provide this information.
The ESS/ITS provided the following response to the PJM comment:  Further discussion is needed, so this will be added as an item in the next conference call on Aug 27, 10-2 CDT.  PJM will provide additional detailed info on any other fields that need to be addressed.
The third comment submitted by PJM stated “Transmission Rollovers will be on a once per five year basis.  We currently cover the ‘rollover data’ in a comments field.  Rollovers are not  frequent enough to justify the application   changes and user benefit to the OASIS seems minimal.”
Mr. Wood stated that the Rollover data was needed because for the next few years there will Rollovers that still fall under the sixty day Rollover periods.  The Rollover Data field was added in order to be able to determine which Rollovers have what and in what time periods they are valid.  Mr. Pritchard added that in the case of Firm Redirects, Firm Rollover rights will transfer to the Redirect so this field will also be used to document that Rollover rights are no longer retained in the Parent Reservation.  Mr. Pritchard and Mr. Wood supported leaving the field in at this time.
Mr. Gilbert stated that the Southern Company comments stated that Rollover rights and other information needs to go with the Reservation.  Mr. Gilbert requested that consideration be given to additional templates for Rollover information rather than risking the current core functionality in the system.  Mr. Advena supported the development of a new Rollover template as that would have a smaller impact.  Mr. Skiba supported the development of a new Rollover template as well and noted that some entities do not offer Rollover rights.

Mr. Wood and Mr. Gilbert volunteered to draft language for a new Rollover template for review during the August 27, 2007 conference call and September 10-11, 2007 meeting.  The ESS/ITS response to the PJM document was noted as “Rollover rights need to be tracked in order to capture the correct transition from the 1 yr/60 days to the 5 yr/1 yr requirements.  We also need to track this information to facilitate posting of rollover rights in ATC postings and to  recognize transfer of rollover rights with Firm Redirects.  Southern will prepare draft changes to incorporate new templates rather than modification of the existing templates.  The templates will be prepared for the next conference call meeting (August 27).”

The responses to the PJM comments were posted as an attachment to these minutes:  Responses to PJM Comments - 8/15/07.

Next, the ESS/ITS reviewed the comments submitted by Southern Company.  Mr. Gilbert provided the review of the comments on behalf of Southern Company.  The first main issue Mr. Gilbert discussed was on OFFERING_INCREMENT.  Mr. Gilbert suggested that this field be removed from the proposed modifications as SERVICE_INCREMENT defines the Resales very well in the current implementation.  Mr. Pritchard stated that the addition of the OFFERING_INCREMENT was intended to allow a customer to sell weekly increments of a monthly firm Reservation.  Rather than posting a weekly offering, a monthly offering with the OFFERING_INCREMENT of weekly could be used as a tracking mechanism in the case of a Resale.  Mr. Gilbert stated that one cannot associate service to offer until the transsell mode is activated.  Mr. Gilbert suggested an alternative to OFFERING_INCREMENT:  SERVICE_PRIORITY.  Mr. Saini stated that the priority is fixed by the Parent Reservation so if one is trying sell daily service of a monthly reservation, the priority is still that of a monthly Reservation.  Ms. Rehman added that the original service attributes should be retained in the case of a Resale.
Mr. Gilbert stated that he was talking about priority, not offer increment.  The service increment would the service covering the offer.  He noted that the field is being used in two different ways.
After further discussion, the ESS/ITS drafted a response to the Southern Company comment that “The OFFERING_INCREMENT is used by a reseller to signal to the market that he is willing to sell a shorter duration of a reservation than the parent reservation’s service increment.  It is not established for the purpose of association with the supporting (parent) reservation.  Association with the parent reservation is captured in the SERVICE_INCREMENT.”

The next comment submitted by Southern Company was a comment on Reservation template time period elements and the addition of the BID and OFFER START and STOP elements.  This item was reserved for further discussion during the August 27, 2007 and September 10-11, 2007 meetings.

Southern Company also submitted comments on Rollover rights.  As noted during the discussion of the PJM comments, Mr. Wood and Mr. Gilbert will draft language for a new Rollover template for discussion during the ESS/ITS meeting on September 10-11, 2007 in Houston.

Southern Company submitted comments on the use of ANNOTATION in systemdata.  This item was also tabled for further discussion during the next two meetings.  Mr. Gilbert and Mr. Wood volunteered to draft a new template to replace ANNOTATION in the systemdata template.

Mr. Gilbert stated that the comments suggest the development of Summary templates.  Mr. Skiba stated that development would be beyond the scope of Order 890.  The ESS/ITS comment was noted in the response to comments:  “The focus of these changes are implementation of Order 890.  If Southern anticipates a problem with query response time associated with these changes, we will consider specific suggestions.  Otherwise, it would be appropriate to submit a new request for standards development for this kind of change.”

The remainder of the comments were also noted as out of scope for the Order 890 revisions except for the instances noted below:
WEQ 002-2.3:  The language needs to be updated to reflect the updated version of HTTP.  Mr. Skiba stated that as he was already working on a Minor Correction to the baseline split of the OASIS S&CPs into two documents, processed as Request No. R07002, he would include this revision in his Minor Correction memo.

WEQ 002-2.4:  The ESS/ITS further revised the language in this section.  The revisions can be found in redline format posted as an attachment to these minutes:  http://www.naesb.org/pdf3/weq_ess_its081507a3.doc.

WEQ 002-3.3e:  The language needs to be updated to reference fetch_http in the last sentence.  Mr. Skiba stated that this modification would be included in his Minor Correction memo.

WEQ 002-3.4i:  The ESS/ITS modified the language to reflect the requirement to retain audit records for five years instead of the three years used in the existing standards.

WEQ 002-4.2.12:  The ESS/ITS agreed that this section needed to be revised to reflect the new ancillary services.  Mr. Wood and Mr. Gilbert volunteered to draft language to revise Section 002-4.2.12 for review during the September 10-11, 2007 meeting in Houston.
The ESS/ITS noted that it would have to complete its review of the Southern Company documents during the next meetings.
The responses to the Southern Company comments were posted as an attachment to these minutes:  Responses to Southern Company comments - 8/15/07.
The ISO New England comments will be posted for review during the August 27, 2007 conference call.
3. Discuss questions submitted by participants
· “Has a date been set for our next FERC filing?  Are we going to make a preliminary filing with the FERC of what we have completed and approved thus far?” (Questions from Ms. Rehman, BPA) and 
· “What will NAESB do if the FERC changes the requirements after a rehearing” (Question from Ms. Otondo, Arizona Public Service)
This item was not discussed.
4. Discuss the priority, scope, and targets for Groups 2, 3, and 4 of the Order 890 Work Plan

This item was not discussed.
5. Other Business/Next Steps

The ESS/ITS is scheduled to meet via conference call on August 27, 2007 from 10:00 AM to 2:00 PM Central with web conferencing available.  The agenda for this meeting will include:
· Review and discuss the priority, scope, and targets for Groups 2, 3, and 4 of the Order 890 Work Plan

· Review the remaining comments (ISO New England and Southern Company comments were not reviewed in their entirety during the August 15 meeting due to lack of time) submitted in response to the Request for Informal Comment on the modifications added to the OASIS Standards & Communication Protocols (WEQ 002), the OASIS Standards & Communication Protocols Data Dictionary (WEQ 003), and the OASIS Standards & Communication Protocols Implementation Guide (WEQ 013) to include the Order 890 Work Plan Group 1 Items:  POSTING OF ETC; ANNOTATIONS FOR ATC; LOAD FORECAST AND ACTUAL LOAD; RE-BID OF PARTIAL SERVICE; AND PRECONFIRMATION PRIORITY.  These drafts will also include language for the functional requirements for supporting long term conditional firm service in OASIS (Paragraphs 1078 in Order 890).  The ESS/ITS will also continue to modify these documents based on the comments received.

· The discussion will include a continuation of the discussion during the August 15, 2007 meeting on comments submitted to remove the proposed data elements BID_START_TIME and BID_STOP_TIME

· Mr. Skiba and Mr. Advena will provide a progress report on the list of waivers the ISOs and RTOs have been granted that they wish to include in the NAESB business practice standards language

· Mr. Wood and Mr. Gilbert will provide a progress report on the action items assigned during the August 15, 2007 meeting:  development of a rollover template; an alternative to the proposed data element OFFERING_INCREMENT; and a revision to Section 002-4.2.12

· Discuss potential modifications to the NAESB OASIS business practice standards (WEQ 001) to be made in conjunction with the changes to the S&CPs (WEQ 002), Implementation Guide (WEQ 013), and Data Dictionary (WEQ 003) for the Group 1 items listed above.

· Review a draft Minor Correction to Recommendation R07002 to be submitted by Mr. Skiba
The ESS/ITS is also scheduled to meet on September 10-11, 2007 at NAESB’s offices in Houston, Texas with web conferencing available.  The meeting is scheduled from 12:00 PM to 5:00 PM on September 10 and from 9:00 AM to 12:00 PM on September 11.  The agenda for this meeting will include the items that are outstanding from the August 27 conference call.
6. Adjourn

The meeting adjourned at 4:00 PM Mountain by consensus.
7. Attendance

	Name
	Organization
	Attendance

	Chris Advena
	PJM
	Phone

	Jim Cyrulewski
	Representing MISO
	Phone

	Greg Gilbert
	Southern Company
	Phone

	Kevin Gresh
	PJM
	Phone

	Laura Kennedy
	NAESB
	In Person

	Cheryl Mendrala
	ISO New England
	Phone

	Marci Otondo
	Arizona Public Service
	In Person

	Gail Parker
	MISO
	Phone

	Alan Pritchard
	Duke Energy
	In Person

	Barbara Rehman
	BPA
	Phone

	Narinder Saini
	Entergy
	In Person

	Ed Skiba
	MISO
	In Person

	JT Wood
	Southern Company
	In Person
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