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Final Minutes
1. Administrative
Mr. Hansen welcomed the participants to the meeting.  The participants in the room and on the phone introduced themselves.  Mr. Booe gave the anti-trust guidance.  Mr. Hansen asked that the agenda be modified to contain a review of the interoperability test script.  Mr. Baisden stated that a FERC staff member would be joining the call from 9am to 2pm and would like to be involved in the discussion on the specifications of implementation of conditional firm in e-Tag.  Mr. Vandervort moved to adopt the agenda as revised and Mr. Aymond seconded the motion.  The agenda was adopted as revised by consensus.  The group took a few minutes to review the minutes from the July 12, 2007 meeting in San Diego, California.  Mr. Hansen asked that the action items taken from the meeting contained in an email distributed by Mr. Vandervort be inserted into the minutes.  The amended minutes were adopted by consensus.         
2. Modifications to Vendor Interoperability Test Script
Mr. Hansen stated that he has received requests from the vendors to modify the schema, and add fields to the Tag Query.  The group determined that the requests were important and should be addressed.  Mr. Hansen took control of the webcast and modified the test script by adding the requested fields as 20 and 22 to the Tag Query.  Mr. Tritch moved to adopt the structured test script with the modifications made by Mr. Hansen.  Mr. Vandervort seconded the motion and the motion passed by consensus.  The modified structured test script 1.8 can be found at: http://naesb.org/pdf2/weq_jiswg073007a1.xls 
3. Review of comments submitted on the specification of implementation of conditional firm in e-Tag

The group addressed the comments submitted in response to the group’s request for informal comments on the specification of implementation of conditional firm in e-Tag.  The specification of implementation of conditional firm in e-Tag can be found at:  http://naesb.org/pdf2/weq_jiswg073007w2.doc.  Mr. Hansen suggested working through a PowerPoint presentation created by Mr. Sorenson to familiarize the participants with the proposed integration of conditional firm.  The group went through the slides and discussed the various scenarios demonstrated in the presentation.  Mr. Luong, a FERC staff member participating on the call, wanted to know if a TP would be able to determine the number of curtailment hours the TP has remaining in the curtailment period for the year.  Mr. Sorenson stated that the number would be in the schedule detail.  Mr. Luong noted that the TP’s are responsible for monitoring a lot.     
Next, the group reviewed the comments submitted by MISO.  MISO’s comment requested NAESB not to develop standards that require all entities to make system changes to support conditional firm point-to-point service.  In support of its position, MISO cited Order 890, which states “the Commission finds that it would be inappropriate to require RTOs and ISOs with real-time energy markets to adopt the provisions for conditional firm point-to-point service”.  Mr. Harshbarger stated that all the group is doing is creating a mechanism for the capability, and not determining who has to use it and how they have to use it.  The group agreed that those decisions might be made in the future by NERC and NAESB, but as of now answering those questions is outside the scope of the JISWG.  The group passed the comment on to the Executive Committee for consideration when moving forward with conditional firm.

The group addressed the comment submitted by ISO New England.  ISO New England simply wanted to notify the JISWG that if any changes were made to tag priority for late adjustments NERC and NAESB would have to review/modify the current TLR processes.  The group noted that they have not made any such changes at this time, and would forward the comment to the WEQ Business Practice Standards Subcommittee.
Next, the group reviewed the comments submitted by Bonneville Power Administration (BPA).  BPA was concerned that the proposal would allow the TP to change the contract number (A_REF), which would make it extremely difficult for customers to track conditional firm reservations through OASIS if curtailments are posted by contract number.  Mr. Sorenson stated that giving the ability to change he A_REF number could be beneficial for buy at market activity.  Mr. Hansen noted that there would have to be some restrictions, because he would be uncomfortable giving the TP’s unilateral discretion.  The group discussed the issue, and determined that it was out of the scope of conditional firm.  Mr. Hansen stated that the group could think about it, and discuss the issue later.

The group reviewed the last comment submitted to the request by the Western Area Power Administration (WAPA).  WAPA expressed concern that the group was extending e-Tag specifications and introducing unnecessary functionality (i.e. conditional firm) to the infrastructure.  The group discussed that they are not developing a standard, and that there are concerns about developing the design prior to having an approved standard developed.  Mr. Harshbarger stated that this functionality is required by Order 890 and that now is the opportune time to develop conditional firm within e-Tag.  Mr. Vojdani stated that he did not understand why the JISWG wanted to develop conditional firm for e-Tag without any standard or any guidance.  He also stated that he believes that these changes are premature and that a lot of what the group is doing can be accomplished by modifying the OASIS standards.  Mr. Vojdanni added that he was concerned about the line between the marketing side and the reliability side.  Mr. Hansen reiterated that the group is just creating capabilities and not developing requirements.  He also noted that inclusion of the functionality for conditional firm will result in lower implementation costs.
The group reviewed the comments and responses individually offline.  After review Mr. Nielson made a motion to accept the responses and post the document.  Mr. Muller seconded the motion and the motion passed by consensus.  The responses to the comments can be found at:  http://naesb.org/pdf2/weq_jiswg073007a4.doc.
4. Draft Request to develop standards regarding confidentiality agreements and e-Tag access

During the JISWG’s previous meeting in San Diego, it came to the group’s attention that there could be instances when those with access to e-Tag information would not be bound by a confidentiality or nondisclosure agreement.  The group determined that such an agreement would be necessary for all parties with access to commercially sensitive information received through the e-Tag system, and that a request to draft standards to that end should be submitted.  Mr. Hansen drafted the request during the meeting.  The request for standards concerning confidentiality agreements and e-Tag can be found at: http://naesb.org/pdf2/weq_jiswg073007a3.doc.  Mr. Fisher motioned to adopt the request and submit it to NAESB.  Mr. Kezele seconded the motion and it passed by consensus.   The group also discussed submitting a request for the development of standards regarding the implementation of the conditional firm requirement of Order 890.  Mr. Hansen stated that it would be more appropriate for the WEQ ESS/ITS or the TLR group to submit this request, and with the amount of focus on Order 890 it should not fall through the cracks.  Mr. Harshbarger stated that he believes the conditional firm requirement would be better addressed on a regional basis, rather than by a business standard.  The group agreed to forgo drafting a request for standards on the implementation of conditional firm.

5. Industry Tutorial

Mr. Harshbarger presented a document that would serve as the basis for the industry tutorial PowerPoint presentation.  The document can be found at: http://naesb.org/pdf3/weq_jiswg073007w10.doc.  The group went through each part of the document and discussed the best way to explain the modifications in e-Tag to the audience.  During Mr. Harshbarger’s presentation, Mr. Hansen noted that the group had received a request to define rounding, but did not know the status of that request.  He stated that the group should make it an action item to determine the status of that request.  The group continued to go through the draft tutorial work sheet, and agreed to add some clarification to Ramp Validation at the prompting of Mr. Hansen.  Mr. Hansen also noted that scheduling entity is restricted to BA’s in the NERC glossary of terms that was approved by the FERC.  The group agreed that it should be added to the work sheet.  Finally, the group made a modification to Simplify Recovery function to more clearly explain the change.  These modifications made by the group to the industry tutorial worksheet can be found at: http://naesb.org/pdf2/weq_jiswg073007a2.doc.  
6. Future of the Registry

The purpose of this discussion was to determine the status of the existing registry and determine what will be done with the future of the registry between NAESB and NERC.  Mr. Hansen began the meeting by welcoming the additional participants.  The participants in the room and on the phone introduced themselves.  Mr. Hansen briefly reviewed the current status of the registry, noting that the JISWG created the specifications for the registry and since that time handed the registry to NERC who created the RFI in response.  Mr. Hansen stated that since that time he was unaware of any development or activity with the registry.  Mr. Rodriquez stated that he believed the goal moving forward is to have the JISWG complete the next update of the registry.  Mr. Hansen noted the difficulty of splitting the registry.  
The group discussed having the registry on OASIS.  Mr. Harshbarger stated that the OASIS Implementation Guide references the registry, even though the S&CP does not, and therefore the intent is to have the registry on OASIS.  Mr. Hansen stated that the JISWG needs to suggest to the ESS/ITS that they create name convention for consistency.  Ms. Kennedy noted that the ESS/ITS had considered the naming convention twice before and determined that no standards would be created at that time.  Mr. Sorenson stated that the JISWG is welcome to raise the naming convention again, but he does not think it will be accepted because those that vote on the issue would have to modify all of their systems.  Mr. Rodriquez noted that the process of developing a naming convention could be done over several years and coordinated with the industry.  
Mr. Nolan stated that after the RFI went out last year NERC received a few responses that it was feasible and had a 3 month time frame.  Mr. Nolan also stated that the registry would have a self-funding mechanism through registration fees that would be available for vendors to cover expenses.  Mr. Hansen asked Mr. Nolan if NERC or NAESB would be the entities running the system.  Mr. Nolan stated that either NERC or NAESB could run the system, and after the NERC meeting on August 3, 2007 on the TSIN he would have a better idea of NERC’s intentions with the registry.  Ms. Kennedy noted that if the JISWG is assigned updating and initiating the registry, they would not have the time to address it until after the group finishes work on e-Tag 1.8 at the end of the year.  The group agreed to review the registry again before sending the document out for RPI.
Next, the group discussed splitting e-Tag between NERC and NAESB.  Mr. Hansen noted that in the future a split could be beneficial from both a standards and systems viewpoint, and that the e-Tag specification should have an approval process at NAESB.  Mr. Hansen also stated that in order to make a split the group would need a business reason to do it, because making the split just so it is clean would not be a good enough reason.  Mr. Rodriquez stated that he would work to set a meeting up in the distant future to begin discussing a split once the JISWG is finished with it.

Mr. Rodriquez stated that he and Mr. Nolan would update the JISWG when the decision by the NERC board regarding the registry is made.  
7. Next Steps/Other Business
The group scheduled the dates and times for the Industry Tutorial as follows:
· September 7, 2007 Conference Call with Web Conferencing (NAESB hosts)

· September 11, 2007 Conference Call with Web Conferencing (NERC hosts)

· September 25, 2007 Conference Call with Web Conferencing (NERC hosts)

8. Adjourn
Mr. Fisher moved to adjourn and Mr. Neilson seconded the motion.  The meeting was adjourned at 11:30 a.m. Central on Wednesday, August 1, 2007. 
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