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Final Minutes
1. Welcome
Mr. Wood opened the meeting and welcomed the meeting participants.  Ms. Kennedy read the antitrust guidelines.  Ms. Otondo moved, seconded by Mr. Skiba, to adopt the agenda as drafted.  The adoption of the minutes from the September 10-11, 2007 meeting was postponed to the October 9 meeting.
2. 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 
Next, the ESS/ITS reviewed the documents posted that will be considered the package for the Recommendation for WEQ 2007 Annual Plan Item 2(a)(ii):  890 WEQ 013 Reversion Submitted by P.Sorenson, OATI; 890 WEQ 002 Reversion Submitted by P.Sorenson, OATI; 890 WEQ 003 Reversion Submitted by P.Sorenson, OATI; Draft Recommendation for WEQ Annual Plan Item 2(a)(ii) – Submitted by C. Mendrala, ISO NE.

The documents were reviewed in light of comments submitted by Mr. Skiba and Mr. Wood:  Informal Comments WEQ 002, WEQ 003 and WEQ 013 Submitted by E.Skiba, Midwest ISO and Comments from Southern Company on S&CP; Data Dictionary; and Implementation Guide – Submitted by J. Wood 09/25/07.

The subcommittee considered the comments from Mr. Skiba first:

WEQ 002 OASIS STANDARDS AND COMMUNICATION PROTOCOLS

1. General Comments:

The changes documented in the proposed minor corrections will need to be applied to the WEQ 002.

The ESS/ITS discussed whether to assume the minor corrections would be adopted and to include them in the recommendation or to wait until the minor corrections were adopted and then submit comments on the recommendation from the subcommittee to suggest to the WEQ Executive Committee that it adopt the recommendation with the caveat that the minor corrections should be incorporated.  The ESS/ITS determined that it would do the latter of the two and drafted a response to that effect to the comment from Mr. Skiba:

ESS/ITS Response:  Assuming the Minor Corrections are adopted, the ESS/ITS will submit a revised version of the three documents that includes the incorporation of the Minor Corrections as a formal comment to the WEQ Executive Committee.
2. 002-4.2.12 Linking of Ancillary Services to Transmission Services

The templates listed in this section should be changed from transoffering and transupdate to ancoffering and ancupdate.

Mr. Sorenson stated that in this case the references to transoffering and transupdate are correct.  If transmission is purchased Section 002-4.2.12 sets forth the requirements for ancillary services.  Mr. Wood supported Mr. Sorenson’s interpretation.  Mr. Skiba stated that he would take the comments from Mr. Sorenson to MISO as a response.
ESS/ITS Response:  The templates listed are correct.

3. 002-4.3.2.1 Transmission Capacity Offerings Available for Purchase (transoffering)

In the second paragraph there are references 011-3.6 and 011-3.7.  These references do not appear to be correct.

The ESS/ITS supported correcting the two references in this comment.
ESS/ITS Response:  Correction was made to 002-4.3.2.1.

4.
002-4.3.6.1 Customer Capacity Purchase Request (transrequest)

Comment associated with eighth paragraph: “Should we include CEILING_PRICE in the profiles as it could vary between on- and off-peak periods?”  Midwest ISO staff reviewing the document did not see enough benefit for adding field.  We would like additional information on why the field should be added and potential benefits before we would agree to adding the field.

Mr. Sorenson stated that the hours above the ceiling have to be returned in the continuation records.  Mr. Gilbert asked if Mr. Sorenson was referring to the resulting response.  Mr. Sorenson stated that when showing profiles you must show capacity over time and price over time.  Mr. Gilbert stated that Southern Company is already storing this information when the request is submitted.
Mr. Hackney stated that for Arizona Public Service, the ceiling price as implemented is one price even though there are technical four prices for summer non-peak; summer peak; and for peak and non-peak in times other than summer.  Mr. Hackney stated that the Arizona Public Service system captures the ceiling price as the maximum price the Transmission Provider can set.  Mr. Gilbert stated that Southern Company sets the ceiling price as the ceiling at the time the request is queued.
After further discussion, Mr. Sorenson proposed revising 002-4.3.6.2 to include CEILING_PRICE.
ESS/ITS Response:  Modification was made to 002-4.3.6.2 (transstatus).

WEQ 003 OASIS DATA DICTIONARY

1.
General Comments:

The changes documented in the proposed minor corrections will need to be applied to the WEQ 003.

ESS/ITS Response:  See Response to Number 1 above.

WEQ 013 OASIS IMPLEMENTATION GUIDE

1.
General Comments:

The changes documented in the proposed minor corrections will need to be applied to the WEQ 0013.

ESS/ITS Response:  See Response to Number 1 above.

2.
013-2.6.5.2 REDIRECT on a Non-Firm Basis

In the table we suggest adding the following clarification for CAPACITY_REQUESTED in the Restriction/Requirement: “Capacity must be equal to or less than available capacity on the parent reservation.”

Mr. Sorenson stated that the clarification needed is included in the 2nd paragraph after the table, but if it should be repeated in the table he supported making that change.  The ESS/ITS agreed that the clarification noted is included in the text after the table.
ESS/ITS Response:  The requirement is not documented in the table, but is documented in one of the subsequent paragraphs.

The responses to the MISO comments are also posted as an attachment to these minutes:  Responses to MISO Comments – 09/25/07.

The subcommittee also considered the comments from Southern Company:

002-4.2.12: The question of Provider needing to be change may be appropriate. Is the term Seller the correct term.
The ESS/ITS modified 002-4.2.12 as suggested by the comments.

002-4.3.2.1: As noted in previous comments, the OFFER_INCREMENT should be replaced by NERC_CURTAILMENT_PRIORITY. This is supported by the requirement to comment that SERVICE_INCREMENT in the query parameters must be mapped to an OR clause (SERVICE_INCREMENT OR OFFERING_INCREMENT) should be an indication that something isn’t clear. A second indication is that the OFFERING_INCREMENT isn’t a query parameter. This sets up ambiguity in interpretation for usage by all parties including system implementers.

Mr. Sorenson stated that the only elements not included were EVENT_ID and SECURITY_TYPE.  He suggested that the section could be revised to provide the detail in the curtailment options and then say if it is associated with a record viewed with the security template, the return would include the SECURITY_REF, EVENT_ID and the other elements.  He added that SECURITY_REF was included to serve as a key to another set of data elements.  Mr. Gilbert asked if Mr. Sorenson was suggesting that if the SCHEUDLE_REF had a reference value, then these other values would be returned.  Ms. Mendrala stated that there would need to be a different start and stop time.  Mr. Sorenson stated that the way the template was designed it would include the worse case break points in start and stop times.  Ms. Mendrala asked how one would know if the reservation had been curtailed.  Mr. Sorenson stated that there would be an additional record with the curtailment information.
After further discussion, the subcommittee agreed to leave the language as drafted so that the return for transoffering would include all of the elements in the query plus EVENT_ID and SECURITY_TYPE.
002-4.3.4.1: Paragraph 6 - What are the conditions that required inserting the term “typically”?; Paragraph 8 – Lists security elements but is missing ANNOTATION. Perhaps the paragraph should reference the security template to add clarity.

It was noted that “typically” was in the original language for this section.  The ESS/ITS supported adding ANNOTATION to the data elements for scheduledetail and the subcommittee reordered the elements in the text to reflect the list in the query/response on the template display.
002-4.3.4.3: Some of the inserted text seems to be business practice information. Does it really need to be included in the S&CP? For example, paragraph 2 in particular seems to be business practice information.; The usage of elements NERC_CURTAILMENT_PRIORITY and/or OTHER_CURTAILMENT_PRIORITY seems to differ from that associated with transmission reservation.  What is trying to be accomplished? It seems previously it was reduction in capacity, it now includes a change for priority of service.; I believe there was a misstep in the CAPACITY_GRANTED element issue. The renaming to BID_CAPACITY and OFFER_CAPACITY were agreed to be valid. The issue was the insertion of new elements. Of course, leaving unchanged is acceptable.
Mr. Sorenson stated that reduction is now intended to be used when capacity changes in priority.  Mr. Gilbert supported this justification for inclusion of the text referenced in his first comment.  The language was not modified so that the S&CP language could continue to reflect changes in curtailment priority in addition to reduction in capacity.
For the second comment from Southern Company, Mr. Sorenson stated that for conditional firm service, the reservation will show a NERC Priority of 7.  Based on the specifics of the conditional firm service, the NERC Priority will be moved to 6.  Ms. Mendrala asked since the NERC Priority would change over time, if it could be profiled.  Mr. Sorenson stated that it could be profiled.

002-4.3.4.4:  Previous comments regarding the added element ANNOTATION are still an issue.  NOTE: The Data Dictionary reference the use of PATH for SYSTEM_ELEMENT_TYPE. This should be PATH_NAME.
Mr. Sorenson stated that PATH is an alias for PATH_NAME, so no change was needed.  After discussion, the ESS/ITS supported Mr. Sorenson’s disposition of the comment.  An additional paragraph was added to the Usage of Terms Section of the Implementation Guide (WEQ 013-1.1) to note that no distinction between a Data Element and its alias is intended.
For the remainder of the comments from Southern Company, Mr. Wood and Mr. Gilbert agreed that the discussion during the call on the other comments provided sufficient clarification such that no changes would be needed to the documents.  The responses to the comments are posted as an attachment to these minutes:  Responses to Southern Company Comments – 09/25/07.

The ESS/ITS also made additional modifications to the documents based on the discussion during the call:

In the Data Dictionary, the Definition of Data Element Column for SYSTEM_ATTRIBUTE was revised to delete the parenthetical “(Only required for ISOs and RTOs)” from ZONE_LOAD_FORECAST.
In the Implementation Guide, the section titles for 013-3.3.1, 013-3.3.2, 013-3.4.1, and 013-3.4.2 were revised to state that the sections are Query/Response Requirements rather than posting requirements.

013-3.3.2 was further revised to note that TPs shall provide data for SYSTEM_ATTRIBUTE values as required by all applicable regulations and business practices in the first paragraph.  Similar language was removed from the paragraph right above the table. The parenthetical that stated “(Only required for ISOs and RTOs)” was deleted from ZONE_LOAD_FORECAST.

013-3.7:  transstatus was revised to include CEILING_PRICE.

013-3.8:  reduction was revised in the section on CONDITIONAL_HOURS to define it as a reduction in service curtailment priority.  CONDITIONAL_EVENT was similarly revised.
The subcommittee reviewed the draft recommendation and made several modifications.
Mr. Sorenson moved, seconded by Ms. Otondo, to adopt the recommendation and each attachment with the revisions made during this meeting and to send the package to the WEQ Executive Committee after the expiration of the thirty day comment period.  Ms. Kennedy asked if the participants wanted to vote via balanced vote.  No participant voiced a desire to vote via balanced vote.  Ms. Otondo, Mr. Sorenson, Mr. Skiba, Mr. Pritchard, Ms. Rehman, Mr. Gresh, and Mr. Wood voted in favor of the motion.  There were no oppositions and no abstentions.  The motion passed a simple majority vote.  The revised documents are posted as attachments to these minutes:  Attachment Recommendation WEQ 2007 Annual Plan Item 2(ii); Attachment to Recommendation 1 - Proposed Revisions to the OASIS S&CPs (WEQ 002); Attachment to Recommendation 2 - Proposed Revisions to the WEQ OASIS Data Dictionary (WEQ 003); Attachment to Recommendation 3 - Implementation Guide (WEQ 013).
3.
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
This item was not discussed.
4.
Other Business/Next Steps
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.  The agenda for this meeting includes:
· Review and discuss the priority, scope, and targets for Groups 2, 3, and 4 of the WEQ Order 890 Work Plan.
· Review proposed checklist for WEQ PKI certification.
· Begin drafting standards to address Groups 2 and 3 of the WEQ Order 890 Work Plan
The ESS/ITS is scheduled to meet via conference call on November 8, 2007 from 9:00 AM to 5:00 PM Central.

5.
Adjourn

Ms. Rehman moved, seconded by Mr. Sorenson, to adjourn.  The meeting adjourned at 1:00 PM Central.
6.
Attendance

	Name
	Organization

	Janella Battles
	Nevada Power

	Jim Cyrulewski
	Representing MISO

	Jim Eckelkamp
	Progress Energy

	Greg Gilbert
	Southern Company

	Mark Hackney
	Arizona Public Service

	Laura Kennedy
	NAESB

	Cheryl Mendrala
	ISO New England

	Gail McKaig
	Tampa Electric

	Marcie Otondo
	Arizona Public Service

	Gail Parker
	MISO

	Alan Pritchard
	Duke Energy

	Barbara Rehman
	BPA

	Ed Skiba
	MISO

	Paul Sorenson
	OATI

	Julius Spain
	Arizona Public Service

	Dana Stone
	Tennessee Valley Authority

	JT Wood
	Southern Company
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