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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:
Electronic Scheduling Subcommittee and Information Technology Subcommittee and Interested Industry Participants
FROM:
David Huffman, Meeting/Project Manager
RE:
Conference Call Final Minutes of ESS/ITS Subcommittee Meeting – December 6, 2007
DATE:
February 5, 2008
Joint ESS/ITS Meeting

December 6, 2007 – 9:00 AM to 5:00 PM Eastern

Hosted by Duke Energy – Charlotte, NC 
Final Minutes
1 and 2.
Opening Remarks/Administrative 
Ms Otondo opened the meeting and welcomed the meeting participants.  Ms. Otondo, Mr. Wood and Mr. Sorenson were present as co-chairs of the meeting and Ms. Otondo and Mr. Wood facilitated the meeting.  Mr. Huffman read the antitrust guidelines.

The group reviewed the agenda and added the terms, TSR Metrics and Transmission Study Metrics to the description of agenda item 4.  Ms. Otondo moved, seconded by Mr. Sorenson, to adopt the agenda as revised.  The motion passed without objection.  The group also reviewed the draft meeting minutes from the November 1, 2007 meeting.  Ms. Otondo moved, seconded by Mr. Skiba, to adopt the draft meeting minutes of November 1, 2007 as final.  The motion passed without objection.  
The group briefly discussed the informal comment process.  Mr. Skiba asked if the group should review documents prior to posting for informal comments.  Ms. Rehman commented that she would like to have the group review the documents that are to be posted for informal comments.  Mr. Saini stated that the documents which are posted for informal comment are technically still a part of the subcommittee’s work product and therefore should not need to be reviewed prior to posting for informal comment.  Mr. Sorenson stated he was not in favor of a subcommittee review of documents prior to posting for informal comments.  Mr. Pritchard suggested using the NAESB exploder as an alternative to posting for informal comments.  He explained the exploder was a form of informal comment (similar to a chat) and would provide an excellent way for the subcommittee to discuss documents in between scheduled meetings.  The group agreed with Mr. Pritchard and determined to begin using the exploder.  Mr. Pritchard also noted that the subcommittee chairs should retain discretion as to what documents are posted for informal comments.  The group agreed and no further discussion was noted. 
3.
Appendix C - OASIS Exemptions  
The group reviewed two documents, Attachment to the Recommendation - Draft Appendix C - OASIS Exemptions - Comments Submitted by J. Dison, Southern Company Generation and comments submitted by C. Mendrala of ISO New England (file 1-Appendix C Exemptions and file 2-Appendix C Recommendation).  Mr. Wood began the review with the comments submitted by Ms. Mendrala.  Her comment stated that, the ISOs and RTOs that do not offer redispatch service do not have a redispatch cost and therefore no posting is required.  She added this language in 001-C.3 of the Appendix C – OASIS Exemptions (File 1).  
“001-C.3
Requirements associated with planning redispatch WEQ-001 Business Practices for Open Access Same Time Information Systems (OASIS) and corresponding posting requirements for redispatch costs in WEQ-002 Business Practices for Open Access Same Time Information Systems (OASIS) Standards and Communications Protocols do not apply to RTOs or ISOs provided that FERC previously found the RTOs or ISOs tariff just and reasonable without the inclusion of pro forma section 13.5 planning redispatch (italics are Ms. Mendrala’s comments)”.
The Appendix C Exemptions with Ms. Medrala’s comments (ISO NE File 1) can be viewed at:

http://www.naesb.org/pdf3/weq_ess_its112007isone_1.doc 
The same language was added to the Recommendation (ISO NE File 2).  The Appendix C Exemptions recommendation can be viewed at:

http://www.naesb.org/pdf3/weq_ess_its112007isone_2.doc 
The group also reviewed Comments Submitted by J. Dison, Southern Company Generation.  The first comment stated the Appendix C Exemptions should not exist in the business practice of WEQ-001 and the second comment was that an OASIS link should be created with the entity’s exemptions.  The group disagreed with the first comment but debated the need for an OASIS link for some time until Ms. Otondo finally called for a vote on the recommendation.  Mr. Pritchard made a motion, seconded by Ms. Otondo, to approve the recommendation, as revised by Ms. Mendrala, to post for Formal Comment.  Mr. Pritchard stated the motion should also have a proviso that a hyperlink on the OASIS homepage be created for the exemptions (per J. Dison’s second comment).  

The recommendation states:  Appendix C –OASIS Exemptions as amended and attached.  Appendix C document as amended for posting for formal comments and action by the WEQ Executive Committee with an additional requirement that the WEQ ESS/ITS consider amending WEQ-001 to include a requirement for a standard hyperlink on the provider’s home page to direct customers to provider specific business practices, waivers and exemptions. 

The roll call vote was taken and eight participants voted in favor, four voted against and three abstained.  The motion passed.
	Attendee
	Organization
	Vote

	Deirdre Cullen
	Entergy
	No

	Jim Cyrulewski
	JDRJC Associates 
	Abstain

	Marilyn Franz
	Sierra Pacific Resources
	Abstain

	Kevin Gresh
	PJM
	Approve

	Bob Harshbarger
	Puget Sound Energy
	Approve

	Cheryl Mendrala
	ISO New England
	Approve

	Marcie Otondo
	APS 
	Approve

	Alan Pritchard
	Duke Energy
	Approve

	Barbara Rehman
	BPA
	Approve

	Narinder Saini
	Entergy
	No

	Ed Skiba
	Midwest ISO
	Approve

	Paul Sorenson
	OATI
	Approve

	Wendy Weathers
	Salt River Project
	Abstain

	Jimmy Womack
	Southwest Power Pool
	No

	JT Wood
	Southern Company
	No


The group also decided to draft a response to the comment submitted by J. Dison, which stated that the Appendix C exemptions should not exist in the business practice of WEQ-001.  The group response stated, “The ESS/ITS believes that FERC expects the variations to be reflected in the standards (Order 676, paragraph 78) and also believes that the WEQ Executive Committee expressed an expectation that the ESS/ITS would include these exemptions in the NAESB business practices.”  The response can also be found at:
http://www.naesb.org/pdf3/weq_ess_its120607a4.doc 
Mr. Skiba agreed to make the approved revisions to the recommendation and to also submit the documents for posting for Formal Comments to be due by December 17, 2007 with the intention that it will be addressed at the February 4-5, 2008 Executive Committee meeting.  No other discussion on this agenda topic was noted.
4.
Group 2 Metrics: TSR Metrics, Transmission Study Metrics, and Redispatch Cost Posting draft requirements and recommendation 
The group reviewed the work paper submitted by Mr. Wood, Draft for Performance Metric as required by Group 2 Metrics.  Mr. Wood pointed out that no comments were submitted on this work paper so the group proceeded to review and revise his posted document.  
Mr. Pritchard recommended a change in the S&CP in order to standardize homepage links and add those into WEQ-001.  Ms. Rehman suggested all the homepage links be moved into WEQ 001 except for input.htm.  The group agreed.  No other revisions were noted and Mr. Pritchard suggested the group vote on the recommendation.  Mr. Wood moved, seconded by Ms. Rehman, to adopt the recommendation. 

The recommendation stated that the group would establish performance metrics link and OASIS Standards Exemption link in WEQ–001.  Also, for consistency, the group would move the established link for standards of conduct from WEQ-002 4.5.2 (Information Under Standard of Conduct Link) and WEQ-002 3.4b(ii) to WEQ-001.  WEQ-002 will be revised to require the capability to set links from the OASIS home page, as required by WEQ-001, and the links shall be considered “on OASIS.”  Additionally, conforming changes will need to be made to Appendix C to reflect the new numbering.  The group will advise the ESS/ITS/BPS team of the change so that the ATC information link can be established in WEQ-001.
The group proceeded to take a vote on the recommendation.  There were no objections and the motion passed.  Mr. Wood commented that the group would start work on this at the next meeting (December 18, 2007).  No further discussion was noted. 

The Draft for Performance Metric As required by Group 2 Metrics revised work paper can be found at:

http://www.naesb.org/ pdf3/weq_ess_its120607a3.doc 
5.
Re-bid of Partial Service Visio diagram and draft requirements 
The group reviewed the work paper submitted by Mr. Gresh, NAESB Rebid of Partial Service.  The group also reviewed the Comments on Rebid of Partial Service Submitted by W. Weathers, SRP.  Ms. Weathers stated that she did not believe the rebid of partial service definitions should be embedded into the business practices and should be kept separate.  Ms. Weathers asked if the Rebid of Partial Service should instead go into the Implementation Guide.  The group responded that all of the requirements (except definitions which should be placed in WEQ 001-0.21)) will go into WEQ 001-4 (on-line negotiation and confirmation process).  The group agreed with Ms. Weathers that the concept, “a Transmission Provider is not required to provide Short-Term Service in response to a Long-Term request,” should be included in the business practices of WEQ 001-4.  The group also spent time revising the wording of Ms. Weather’s comments.  The revised comments can be found at:

http://www.naesb.org/pdf3/weq_ess_its120607a7.doc 

The group next reviewed comments on Rebid of Partial Service submitted by Mr. Saini.  The group agreed that term “ReSeller” should be replaced with “TSP” in most instances but not all.  The group referred to the comments made in Ms. Weather’s work paper to explain why “ReSeller” should be replaced with “TSP” in some but not all circumstances.  The comment from Ms. Weather’s work paper stated, “it should be Transmission Provider in order to be consistent with WEQ 001 terminology and should be Primary Provider when used in WEQ 013.”  The revised comments can be found at:

http://www.naesb.org/pdf3/weq_ess_its120607a6.doc
The group also reviewed comments submitted by B. Rehman.  The group noted her first comment was addressed in the previous discussion on “ReSeller” and “TSP.”  The second comment stated that the draft regarding FERC Order 890 paragraph 1378 did not address concerns regarding linked requests.  The group responded that this issue would be addressed in the Order 890 work plan group 5.  
Mr. Skiba stated he had one further general comment to make.  He raised a question about the flowchart and specifically about the diagram, which shows that an entity could do a rebid of partial service and counter offer after a request had been accepted.  He commented that the diagrams were inconsistent with one another.  The group agreed and an arrow from the diagram with WEQ013-2.6.1.1 would need to be added.  Mr. Sorenson stated that language in WEQ-013 would need to be addressed for inconsistencies like this when work on Group 5 is started and he suggested the group wait until then.  The group agreed with Mr. Sorenson.   
No other discussion was noted.  
6.
Preconfirmation Priority draft requirements 
This topic was not discussed due to time constraints.  The group determined to move this item to the December 18, 2007 meeting agenda. 
7.
NITS Concept Paper discussion 
Due to time constraints, this issue will be discussed at the next meeting. 
8.
Other Items and Business
No other business was discussed. 
9.
Next Steps/Future Meetings
Items the group decided to add as agenda items for the next meeting include:
· Review Order 890 work plan and align it with 2008 Annual Plan
· Review Home page links (price and negotiation), Mr. Sorenson will submit a work paper on this topic 
· Review comments on  Preconfirmation Priority draft requirements (repost work paper and all comments)
· Review of the NITS Concept Paper (repost as work paper)
The next meeting is a conference call scheduled for December 18, 2007.
10.
Adjourn
The meeting adjourned at 4:01 PM Central by consensus.
11.

Attendees 
	Attendee
	Organization

	Deirdre Cullen
	Entergy

	Jim Cyrulewski
	JDRJC Associates

	Marilyn Franz
	Sierra Pacific Resources

	Angela Gonzales
	NAESB

	Kevin Gresh
	PJM

	Bob Harshbarger
	Puget Sound Energy

	David Huffman
	NAESB

	Cheryl Mendrala
	ISO New England

	Marcie Otondo
	APS

	Alan Pritchard
	Duke

	Barbara Rehman
	BPA

	Narinder Saini
	Entergy

	Ed Skiba
	Midwest ISO

	Paul Sorenson
	OATI

	Wendy Weathers
	Salt River Project

	Jimmy Womack
	Southwest Power Pool

	JT Wood
	Southern Company


Joint ESS/ITS Conference Call Final Minutes – December 6, 2007
Page 2 of 5

