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Wholesale Electric Quadrant
Joint Electronic Scheduling Subcommittee/

Information Technology Subcommittee Meeting
Hosted by NAESB – Houston, Texas
September 10, 2007 12:00 PM to 5:00 PM Central
September 11, 2007 9:00 AM to 12:00 PM Central

Final Minutes
1. Welcome
Mr. Sorenson called the meeting to order and welcomed the meeting participants.  Ms. Kennedy read the antitrust guidelines.  The agenda was revised to include the action item from Mr. Advena to list the proposed new data elements that he did not think were necessary; comments from Southern Company on annotation of ATC; a review of Recommendation R07010; and a presentation by Mr. Sorenson on the status of the PKI Certification Program.  Mr. Wood moved, seconded by Mr. Eckelkamp, to adopt the agenda as revised.  The motion passed without objection.
Next, the ESS/ITS reviewed the minutes from the August 15, 2007 meeting.  Mr. Wood moved, seconded by Mr. Skiba, to adopt the minutes as drafted.  The motion passed without objection.  The final minutes are posted on the NAESB website:  Final Minutes.

The ESS/ITS reviewed the minutes from the August 27, 2007 conference call.  Mr. Saini stated that he was on the attendance list, but that he did not attend the call.  Mr. Wood moved, seconded by Mr. Skiba, to adopt the minutes as revised.  The motion passed without objection.  The final minutes are posted on the NAESB website:  Final Minutes.
2. Review a draft Minor Correction to Recommendation R07002 submitted by Mr. Skiba
Next, the ESS/ITS reviewed the draft Minor Correction documents submitted by Mr. Skiba on the Recommendation for R07002 (Request to divide the OASIS S&CP into two documents: The S&CP and 2) an Implementation Guide).  The documents were posted as work papers for this meeting:  WEQ-002 Minor Corrections 2007 - Submitted by E. Skiba, MISO on 8/24/07; OASIS Minor Corrections Request WEQ-002 - Submitted by E. Skiba, MISO on 8/24/07; WEQ Data Dictionary Minor Corrections - Submitted by E. Skiba, MISO on 8/24/07; and OASIS Minor Corrections Request WEQ-003 - Submitted by E. Skiba, MISO on 8/24/07.
First, the subcommittee reviewed the proposed minor corrections to the OASIS S&CPs based on the memo submitted by Mr. Skiba.  Mr. Skiba went over each proposed modification in the memo he submitted.  In addition to the modifications proposed by Mr. Skiba, the following additional proposed modifications were added:

002-4.2.7.2:  The RETURN_TZ field was modified to include the value of tz.

002-4.2.7.3:  The RETURN_TZ field was modified to include the value of tz.

002-4.2.10.3.1:  A modification was made to the example to reference the status template instead of the transstatus template.  The example was further revised to include a real example of TIME_STAMP and RETURN_TZ.

Mr. Skiba stated that he would update the Minor Correction memo to reflect the additional modifications made during the meeting.

Next, the ESS/ITS reviewed the proposed minor corrections to the OASIS S&CP Data Dictionary based on the memo submitted by Mr. Skiba.  Mr. Skiba went over each proposed modification in the memo he submitted.  In addition to the modifications proposed by Mr. Skiba, the following additional proposed modifications were added:

AS_TYPE:  The Restricted Values and Definition of Data Element for AS_TYPE was further modified so that the items would be in the same order in each column.

OTHER_CURTAILMENT_PRIORITY:  The Definition of Data Element was corrected to reflect WECC instead of WSCC.

PROCEDURE_NAME and PROCEDURE_LEVEL:  The Restricted Values and Definition of Data Element was corrected to reflect WECC instead of WSCC.

REGION_CODE:  The Definition of Data Element was corrected to reflect WECC instead of WSCC.

Mr. Skiba stated that he would update the Minor Correction memo to reflect the additional modifications made during the meeting.  Mr. Skiba stated that he would update both memos to state that the Minor Correction request was submitted by the ESS/ITS as a subcommittee.
Ms. Rehman moved, seconded by Mr. Skiba, to recommend forwarding the Minor Corrections for the R07002 version of the S&CP (002) and Data Dictionary (003) with the provision that Mr. Skiba would update the memos to reflect the modifications made during this meeting.  The motion passed without objection.  The revised S&CP and Data Dictionary documents are posted as an attachment to these minutes: WEQ 003 Data Dictionary Minor Corrections to R07002 – revised by ESS/ITS on 9/10/07 and WEQ 002 S&CP Minor Corrections to R07002 – revised by ESS/ITS on 09/10/07.
Mr. Sorenson stated that he would submit the file examples that should be used in the Minor Correction for the version of the Implementation Guide (013) that was adopted in R07002.  Mr. Skiba stated that he would submit the updated documents with Mr. Sorenson’s modifications as a work paper for the ESS/ITS and BPS conference call scheduled on September 18 so that the ESS/ITS could vote on the Implementation Guide Minor Corrections during that call.  The ESS/ITS supported Mr. Skiba’s suggestion.
3. Review the remaining comments (ISO New England and Southern Company comments were not reviewed in their entirety during the August 15 meeting and August 27 conference call 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.  Please note, it is the expectation that during this meeting, the Recommendation that includes the above referenced documents will be voted out of the ESS/ITS for the 30 day formal comment period and to the WEQ Executive Committee for adoption.
Next, the ESS/ITS continued to review the comments submitted by ISO New England in response to the request for informal comments on the documents referenced in Item 3.  The ESS/ITS began addressing these comments during the August 27 conference call:  Responses to ISO New England Comments.  The subcommittee continued to draft responses to the comments and made modifications to the documents as needed.  Comment 7 was the last comment addressed during the August 27 call.
Comment 8 stated “With respect to ATC postings at zero for six months. It should be clear that this applies only when the monthly or yearly ATC values are posted at zero for six months.  It should be clear that the START_TIME is expected to be in the past.”
Mr. Sorenson stated that in discussions with FERC staff stated that they intended that a when a block of time six months or longer ATC value is at zero, the annotation should be entered.  There was also the possibility that when a particular month or year is posted at a value of zero for six months from now, the annotation should be entered.  Mr. Sorenson stated that during discussions with FERC staff of these two ways to annotate ATC values of zero, FERC staff suggested that NAESB draft standards to address both ways.  Mr. Sorenson stated that he could revise the language of 013-3.3.1 to state that the Provider will post data such that it is viewable.  He added that it was originally proposed that the annotations would be a security posting.  Mr. Wood stated that another possibility would be to put the annotations in a different template altogether and name it ATC template.  Mr. Wood stated that if an annotation is added to every ATC value every time ATC is recalculated, the ATC table will get very large.  Ms. Rehman asked how the ATC annotations would be related.  Mr. Wood stated the reference would be via the posting reference.
The ESS/ITS noted the response to the ISO New England comment as “The ESS/ITS is looking at alternatives for this posting.”

Comment 9 stated “We agree that the proposed templates for Outage Postings are appropriate for those Transmission Providers that choose to post using this template. However, security template provided in the S&CP is for Query/Response, yet the language throughout Section 013-3.4 of the Implementation Guide refers to this template as being used for posting and should be modified accordingly.”  Comment 10 stated “We agree that the proposed template for Curtailments would meet the industry needs to satisfy the FERC requirements on this issue.  However, security template provided in the S&CP is for Query/Response, yet the language throughout Section 013-3.4 of the Implementation Guide refers to this template as being used for posting and the language should be modified accordingly.”

The ESS/ITS response to Comments 9 and 10 was “Recognize that the language is written as a posting requirement and will work to revise the language to be Query/Response language.”

Comment 11 stated “Since the use of the security template is currently optional, we recommend that somewhere in the NAESB document there is requirement that the Transmission Provider must include details of any implementation of the use of these templates in their posted Business Practices.”

The ESS/ITS response to Comment 11 was that there would not be changes to the documents in response to this comment at this time.

Comment 12 stated “Section 13-3.7 appropriately allows for the Transmission Provider to register a REDUCTION_TYPE. However, we recommend that the associated requirement in this section, that the Transmission Provide document any newly registered type on their OASIS be placed in WEQ-001 rather than in the implementation Guide.”

The ESS/ITS responded to this comment that “There will be a revision section 3.7 to address this and possibly make revisions to 001.”
Comment 13 stated “We do not see any indication of what OASIS should do to address when a pre-confirmed request requires an existing ACCEPTED request to become REFUSED; addressing FERC Order 890 paragraph 1401-1407.  This subject would seem to fit as a new subsection under Section 13-2.4, Displacements.”
Mr. Sorenson stated that any pending request subject to a  higher priority and then a later queued request of higher priority is submitted, the first request should be taken to the state of SUPERCEDED.  Mr. Advena asked if the request had to be pre-confirmed in order to bump another request.  Mr. Sorenson stated that the request did not have to be pre-confirmed to bump another request.  

Mr. Sorenson stated that the current language states that the Transmission Provider is to define how they will address pre-confirmed requests and how they will bump other requests that have not yet been confirmed.  Mr. Sorenson stated that the NAESB standards could be silent on this issue or something could be written to address this issue.  After further discussion, the ESS/ITS determined that this issue would be addressed when standards to address Request No. R05019 (Modify OASIS standards and S&CP to clearly document the procedures used to implement the displacement/interruption terms of the Pro Forma tariff) were developed.
Comment 14 included comments on the six month implementation from the time the NAESB changes are adopted as regulation by FERC.  The comment of the ESS/ITS when the package is ready the filing date will be reviewed.
At this time, the ESS/ITS reviewed the responses to Comments 1-7 and revised the responses as noted below.

Response to Comment 2:  The ESS/ITS modified the Data Dictionary to include a note in the Definition of Data Element Section of the TS_CLASS Data Element to state that “TTC is retained as a Valid Value for historical purposes only.”  The response to Comment 2 was revised to state that the values are retained in the Data Dictionary for historical purposes.  

Response to Comment 3:  The ESS/ITS modified the Data Dictionary to include a note in the Definition of Data Element Section of the TS_TYPE Data Element to state “ATC is retained as a Valid Value for historical purposes only.” It was noted that CBM, TRM, and TTC are required to be posted under systemdata.  If a Transmission Provider wants to post TRM and CBM using transoffer, they can register the data.
Response to Comment 4:  The ESS/ITS also modified the response to Comment 4.  Ms. Mendrala stated that for TRM there could be two values at the same time, one for firm and one for non-firm.  Mr. Sorenson suggested revising the documents so that there would be FTRM and NFTRM.  The ESS/ITS agreed that CBM would remain posted as a single value.

The completed responses to the comments from ISO New England are posted as an attachment to the minutes:  Responses to ISO New England Comments – 9/10/07.

Next, the ESS/ITS continued to review the comments submitted by Southern Company.  The comments with the responses completed to date were posted as a work paper for this meeting:  Responses to Southern Company comments - 8/15/07.

The ESS/ITS began its responses where they had left off during the August 15 meeting.
002-4.3.2:  The ESS/ITS reviewed section 002-4.3.2 in light of the comment submitted by Southern Company.  The ESS/ITS modified 002-4.3.2, but did not place a maximum limit as recommended.

002-4.3.2.1:  The ESS/ITS responded that it would wait until Southern Company proposed an alternative to OFFER_INCREMENT.  Mr. Sorenson noted that the ESS/ITS had made the determination not to revise the ancillary service templates to parallel the transmission templates because the ESS/ITS was not sure the transmission service templates changes were applicable to ancillary services.

002-4.3.4.2:  The ESS/ITS revised the language of the first sentence of the third paragraph of 002-4.3.4.2 as requested by Southern Company.
002-4.3.4.3:  The ESS/ITS responded to this comment that the query elements are not repeated as they are selection criteria for the reservations to be returned.  The ESS/ITS added that it was the intent to not repeat redundant data that is available from the transstatus query.
002-4.3.4.4:  The ESS/ITS discussed removal of the annotation from this section.  After further discussion, Mr. Wood stated that he would discuss with Mr. Gilbert what Southern Company would like to do with this section.  The ESS/ITS responded that no change was proposed at this time.

002-4.3.6.1:  The ESS/ITS reworded the paragraph in 002-4.3.6.1 based on the comments from Southern Company.
002-4.3.6.3, Paragraph 1:  The ESS/ITS noted that the language was added to clarify why Primary Provider data only data elements would appear in that template.

002-4.3.6.3, Paragraph 3:  The ESS/ITS reworded this paragraph based on the comment from Southern Company.

002-4.3.6.3, Paragraph 7:  The response to this comment was that FULL TRANSFERS and PART TRANSFERS were defined in the NAESB business practice standards adopted for Resales and Transfers (Final Action R04006D and futher revised as Final Action WEQ 2007 Annual Plan Item 2).

002-4.3.6.3, Paragraph 9:  The ESS/ITS stated that it would address this comment when it addresses the Southern Company recommendation

002-4.3.6.4:  The ESS/ITS discussed reverting the language to use the old data elements instead of OFFERING_INCREMENT; OFFER_START_TIME; OFFER_START_TIME, etc.  Mr. Skiba moved, seconded by Mr. Wood, to revert the data elements to START_TIME and STOP_TIME; CAPACITY_PRICE; CAPACITY_GRANTED; and CAPACITY_REQUESTED and any new data elements would be added to the end of the query/response list.
The motion passed a simple majority vote with the following votes cast:
In Favor – Mr. Advena, Mr. Wood, Mr. Skiba, Mr. Saini, Ms. Rehman, and Mr. Hackney

Opposed – Mr. Sorenson and Ms. Weathers

Abstentions – Mr. Eckelkamp, Ms. Franz, and Ms. Mendrala

Mr. Sorenson stated that he would revise the documents to revert to the use of the old data elements.
The comments from Southern Company for 002-4.3.6.4 and 002-4.3.6.5 were addressed by the reversion to the old data elements.

002-4.3.7.1:  The ESS/ITS noted that it would address this comment when it reviewed the Southern Company recommendation.
002-4.3.8:  The ESS/ITS response to this comment was that it was intentional to not include the similar changes in the ancillary templates as for the transmission templates because the ESS/ITS did not know if the changes would be applicable to ancillary services.

002-4.3.1:  The ESS/ITS made the correction as noted by Southern Company.

The responses to the Southern Company comments are posted as an attachment to these minutes:  Responses to Southern Company Comments – 9/11/07.

· 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 
The ESS/ITS addressed this item in the motion adopted in the previous section of these minutes.
· Mr. Skiba, Ms. Mendrala and Mr. Advena will provide a list of waivers the ISOs and RTOs have been granted that they wish to include in the NAESB business practice standards language in the above referenced documents
Next, the ESS/ITS reviewed the work paper submitted by the ISO/RTO participants RTO-ISO Waivers-Exceptions - Submitted by E. Skiba, C. Advena, and C. Mendrala.  Mr. Sorenson asked if the group thought the exceptions should be included in WEQ 001 standards as a new section in the standards.  Mr. Skiba stated that the section would include four sections:  one general statement that states that FERC has recognized that the markets should not be redesigned to support Order 899; a second statement that says that ISOs and RTOs with energy markets do not have to implement conditional firm service; a third statement regarding redispatch; and a fourth statement that states that the affiliate rules do not apply to ISOs and RTOs.

The ESS/ITS agreed that a new section should be created in WEQ 001 called OASIS Posting Requirements that would include a subsection for waivers/exceptions for ISOs and RTOs.  Ms. Mendrala, Mr. Advena, and Mr. Skiba volunteered to draft language for this new section for review at the next meeting.
· Mr. Advena will provide a list of proposed new data elements that should be re-evaluated.  
Mr. Advena stated that the items he intended to discuss were covered in the previous discussion on the ISO New England comments and the Southern Company comments and proposals.
4. Mr. Wood and Mr. Gilbert will provide work papers on the development of a rollover template; an alternative to the proposed data element OFFERING_INCREMENT; and a revision to Section 002-4.2.12
Next, the ESS/ITS reviewed the work paper submitted by Southern Company Southern's Comments- Submitted by J. Wood and G. Gilbert, Southern Company.

Mr. Sorenson stated that the reason the new data element OFFERING_INCREMENT had been proposed was because when the business practice standards for Resales was ratified, it required the same attributes and priority of the rights acquired when capacity was resold.  For example, if a day of rights for monthly firm service were sold, the resale in the term of one day would still have the rights of monthly firm service.  Mr. Sorenson stated that the regulations state that secondary market offers must be shown on the same page as the offers of the Primary Provider.  The proposed data element would allow monthly firm postings to show up with offers of daily service.  He noted that OFFERING_INCREMENT had not been defined to appear in continuation records, so it would need to be uploaded for each multiple of offer increment.  This would allow the reseller to indicate the increments of service that it is willing to consider.

Mr. Sorenson stated that the proposal by Southern Company to use NERC_CURTAILMENT_PRIORITY instead of OFFERING_INCREMENT would not address the reason to have the OFFERING_INCREMENT data element because it would not distinguish offers for sale of monthly capacity on a daily basis.  He noted that the language could be modified to state that if OFFERING_INCREMENT is not specified it would default to the SERVICE_INCREMENT.

The Southern Company comments regarding negotiation of transmission request capacity were addressed when the ESS/ITS passed the motion to revert to the old data elements.

Southern Company submitted comments to propose a new template for displaying rollover rights – reservationrollover.  Mr. Sorenson suggested that the data elements proposed by Southern Company could be added to the transstatus template rather than creating a new template.  Mr. Hackney stated that he supported adding the data elements to transstatus.
Southern Company also proposed to revise 002-4.2.12 for linking of ancillary services to transmission services.  The language proposed by Southern Company was adopted and incorporated into the revised S&CP document.  Mr. Wood stated that he and Mr. Gilbert would revise the Implementation Guide and Data Dictionary to reflect these modifications.

The following sets forth a summary of the modifications made to the OASIS S&CPs (WEQ 002); OASIS S&CP Data Dictionary (WEQ 003); and the OASIS S&CP Implementation Guide (WEQ 013) during this meeting based on the comments and discussion.  The revised documents are posted as attachments to the minutes:  Order 890 OASIS Data Dictionary (WEQ 003) – revised by ESS/ITS 9/11/07; Order 890 Implementation Guide (WEQ 013) revised by ESS/ITS on 9/11/07; and Order 890 S&CPs (WEQ 002) revised by ESS/ITS on 9/11/07.
S&CPs:

002-4.2.12:  The language proposed by Southern Company in the work paper discussed above was inserted to replace the preexisting language.
002-4.3.2:  The sixth sentence was revised to clarify the language.

002-4.3.4.2:  The third paragraph was revised per the comments of Southern Company.

002-4.3.4.4:  The query and response for the systemdata template were revised.

002-4.3.6.1:  This section was revised based on the comments submitted by Southern Company.

002-4.3.6.2:  The response of the transstatus template was revised to include PRIMARY_PROVIDER_APPROVAL and PRIMARY PROVIDER CONDITIONS.
002-4.3.7.1:  OFFER_INCREMENT was added to the query and response of the transpost template.

Data Dictionary:

SYSTEM_ATTRIBUTE:  The Restricted Values and Definition of Data Element were revised to include Firm TRM and Non-Firm TRM.

TS_CLASS:  A note was added to state that TTC is retained as a Valid Value for historical purposes.

TS_TYPE:  A note was added to state that ATC is retained as a Valid Value for historical purposes.

Implementation Guide:

013-3.3.1:  The language was revised to include SYSTEM_ATTRIBUTE values of FTRM, NFTRM, FATC, and NFATC.
5. 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
This item was not discussed.
6. Review and discuss the priority, scope, and targets for Groups 2, 3, and 4 of the Order 890 Work Plan
This item was not discussed.
7. Recommendation R07010

Next, the ESS/ITS reviewed the Recommendation for R07010 (Modify the NAESB Coordinate Interchange Standard (WEQ 004) to require that Scheduling Enitity be a required field in every submitted request for interchange), submitted by Mr. Skiba:  Draft Recommendation for R07010 Submitted by E.Skiba, Midwest ISO.
Mr. Skiba reviewed the request and noted that he drafted the recommendation to state that Request R07010 was being declined as a result of changes agreed upon by the WEQ Executive Committee to Recommendation R06025 during the August 14, 2007 meeting and subsequently approved via notational ballot on August 31, 2007.
Mr. Wood moved, seconded by Ms. Mendrala, to adopt the recommendation, post it for the formal thirty day comment period and submit to the WEQ Executive Committee for adoption.  The motion passed without objection.
8. PKI Certification Program Information

Mr. Sorenson stated that he had drafted a document to be considered as the PKI Certification Program Information by the NAESB Certification Committee and wanted the ESS/ITS to be aware that the document had been drafted.  The document was posted as a work paper for this meeting:  NAESB WEQ PKI Certification Checklist - 08/22/07 - Submitted by P.Sorenson, OATI and WEQ BPS PKI WEQ-012 Draft V1 - Submitted by P.Sorenson, OATI.
9. Other Business/Next Steps

The ESS/ITS is scheduled to meet via conference call on September 25, 2007 from 9:00 AM to 12:00 PM Central.  The ESS/ITS agreed that Ms. Kennedy would request the NAESB office to extend the meeting time from 12:00 PM Central to 1:00 PM Central.  The agenda for this meeting will include:
· Conduct a final review on the Recommendation and attachments for Order 890 Work Plan Group 1 Items (WEQ 2007 Annual Plan Item 2(a)(ii)):  Posting of ETC; Annotations For ATC; Load Forecast And Actual Load; Re-Bid Of Partial Service; and Preconfirmation Priority.  This recommendation will also include language for the functional requirements for supporting long term conditional firm service in OASIS (Paragraphs 1078 in Order 890).  Please note, the ESS/ITS plans to vote the above referenced Recommendation will be voted out of the ESS/ITS for the 30 day formal comment period and to the WEQ Executive Committee for adoption.
· As time permits, review and discuss the priority, scope, and targets for Groups 2, 3, and 4 of the Order 890 Work Plan and begin drafting standards to address those items

The ESS/ITS is scheduled to meet at NAESB’s offices in Houston, Texas on October 9, 2007 from 9:00 AM to 5:00 PM Central.
10. Adjourn

Mr. Wood moved, seconded by Mr. Skiba, to adjourn.  The meeting adjourned at 12:24 PM Central.
11. Attendance

	Name
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	September 10
	September 11

	Chris Advena
	PJM
	In Person
	In Person

	Jim Eckelkamp
	Progress Energy
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	In Person
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	Phone
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	NAESB
	In Person
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	Kevin Gresh
	PJM
	In Person
	In Person

	Mark Hackney
	Arizona Public Service
	Phone
	Phone

	Laura Kennedy
	NAESB
	In Person
	In Person

	Cheryl Mendrala
	ISO New England
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	In Person

	Gail Parker
	MISO
	Phone
	Phone

	Barbara Rehman
	BPA
	Phone
	Phone

	Narinder Saini
	Entergy
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	In Person

	Paul Sorenson
	OATI
	In Person
	In Person

	Ed Skiba
	MISO
	In Person
	In Person

	Wendy Weathers
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	In Person
	In Person
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	Central Maine Power Co.
	Phone
	Phone

	JT Wood
	Southern Company
	In Person
	In Person
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